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Illinois Miners on the March!

Labor Fakers Sold O u t M ooneyl

Accorsi Frame-Up Is 
Smashed

The crude frame-up against Salvatore 
Accorsi has been shattered. After being out 
fo r 18 hours, the ju ry  in Pittsburgh return
ed with a "not guilty" verdict in the case. 
With this verdict ends an attempt by the 
coal and iron kings of Pennsylvania to 
add another name to the long lis t of work
ing class militants who have been legally 
murdered by the American capitalist class.

Accorsi was arrested and tried for 
murder in connection with a mass meeting 
in  Cheswick, Pa., on August 22, 1927, to 
protest against the impending execution of 
Sacco and Vanzetti. While the workers 
were gathered at the meeting, a troop of 
state cossacks rode mounted into the meet
ing and began beating men, women and 
children in a most bestial manner. Scores 
of the workers were severly injured and 
many of them disabled. Not a single one of 
these uniformed thugs was ever called to 
account for the attempted massacre of the 
workers. But Accorsi, who had been at the 
meeting and later on moved to Staten 
Island, New York, was apprehended and 
held for the alleged killing  of one of the 
state troopers, Downey by name. The chaos 
created by the charge of the troopers had, 
of course, made i t  virtually impossible to 
indentify any one who might have killed 
Downey. But the vengefulness of the Penn
sylvania master class thirsted for a victim, 
and sought to sent Accorsi to the electric 
chair.

Evdence Is Too Shabby 
The "evidence” against him was so ob

viously trumped-up, that i t  was found d if
ficult to send him on the path of Sacco and 
Vanzetti. The release of Accorsi is no sign 
at a ll of a softening of capitalist class 
brutality or “ justice" in Pennsylvania or 
any other part of the States. The fact of 
the deportation proceedings against John 
Topalchanyi, of Hermlnie, Pa., for the sole 
“ crime”  of belonging to the Communist 
Party, is sufficient to undo that notion.

Nevertheless, the victory gained in the 
Accorsi case should be followed up rapidly 
and with greater efforts in  a country-wide 
campaign to release the rest of the class 
war prisoners. The imprisonment of Moo
ney, Billings, the Centralla I. W. W., the 
threat that hangs over the heads of the Ga
stonia militants, Malkin, and numerous 
Others call for united action.

Prosperity A s  Usual
A decline of 13 percent in women’s 

wages in American cotton manufacturing is 
shown to have taken place In the period 
from 1924 to 1928 by the annual report of 
the Women’s Bureau of the Department of 
Labor at Washington.

In  1928, the average full-time earn
ings per week of 38,00 women in 158 cot
ton mills in  the eleven states included in 
the survey by the bureau ran to the mag
nificent sum of $15.66. This figure does 
not even pretend to take into acount the 
fact that thousands of these workers are 
never employed an average of a fu ll week 
durnig the year, thus cutting their miser
able wage down further,

“ Not one of the 12 occupations for 
which woman’s earnings were reported In 
1928 escaped a decline from the 1924 fig
ure,”  a summary of the report cays. “ The 
more than 10,000 spinners allowed a de
crease of 14 percent in  earnings, and the 
8,100 weavers a 13 percent reduction.’

The chivalrous state of Alabama is at 
the bottom of the lis t with an average wage 
of $11.88, while the noble and cultured 
state of Masachusetts heads the lis t of 
those that declined in percentage, showing 
a drop of 18 percent in four years, 

Prosperity as usual!

Simultaneous with the news that the 
California state prison board is taking the 
case of Tom Mooney under Consideration, 
following its reference there by Governor 
Young, comes an extremely important 
statement on the role of the A. F. of L. 
fakers in the historic frame-up case made 
by Fremont Older, editor of the San Fran
cisco Call, and interested for years in 
the release of both Mooney and Bllings.

Older, who cannot be charged with 
any Communist “ ta int” , recounts how one 
governor after another washed his hands 
of the case, refused to have it reconsidered 
in spite of the mountain of evidence that 
the two labor organizers were framed. He 
then remarks:

Mooney the "Trouble-Maker”
“  I  think the chief reason for the tim- 

ity  of the previous governors was the fact 
that labor, o r at least the labor leaders, 
were against the pardon of Mooney and B il
lings. They looked upon Mooney as a 
trouble maker and a disturber, and they 
feared i f  he were pardoned he would go 
about the state and possibly the nation 
denouncing the powerful people in the la
bor movement.

“ I f  at any time during these years la
bor could have been solidified behind the 
appeal I  feel confident that they would 
have ben released. Even now I  do not think 
the labor leaders personally have much use 
for Mooney, but their organizations are 
going on record strongly demanding par
don.

“ WJhen Gov. Young took offloe and the 
Mooney :case was presented to hiih he 
sooh learned that labor was indifferent to 
what happened to Mooney and Billings, 
and the powerful capitalistic class was 
very well satisfied to have them both rot

in prison. Under these conditions, i t  could 
hardly be expected that he would be in 
any great haste to reach a decision.

“ Why was labor opposed to Mooney? 
He had gone over the heads of the labor or
ganizations in San Fransisco and had him
self officially empowered to organize the 
platform men on the the street cars by the 
International president of the Carmen’s 
Union. He made a number of efforts to 
form them into a union but never suc
ceeded.

The Fakers’ Private Opinion
“A ll he got out of i t  was the bitter ha

tred of the labor heads, who, while public
ly urging his pardon, privately opposed it. 
The feeling among the leaders of the la
bor men was expressed to me by one of 
them many years ago—'They have got the 
right men vith the wrong evidence.’ ” 
(New York World, 12-15-29.)

Coming from Fremont Older, the 
truths he voices in his statement are doub
ly impressive, particularly since he has 
ben intimately connected with virtually 
every phase of the Mooney-Billings case 
for the very first. His remarks prove the 
contention expressed by the Communists 
for years that the professional sell-out ar
tists of the A. F. of L. had, to a ll intents 
and purposes, just as much ot a hand ir. 
keeping Mooney and Billings confined in 
California’s dungeons as the Manufacturers 
Asbclatlon that framed them up. The 
chief function of the labor "leaders” , from 
Gompers to Green, was to crush every 
spark .of fighting spirit that existed in the 
ranks of the workers. The continued inj- 
prisoument of the two victims is the sharp
est condemnation of the miserable and 
treasonable role *’ ■ ■ v  of L. reac
tionaries played in the case.

Cossacks Used, but the 

Miners Don't Scab
By A rne Swabeck

On the very firs t day of active strike 
of the Illino is coal miners, called by the 
National Miners Union, m ilitary forces 
were at hand to attempt to crush it. A t 
Taylorville the strikers, men and women, 
led by Freeman Thompson, fought a splen
did battle against a combination of the Pea
body coal company and their flunkeys, the 
Fishwick-Farrington administration of the 
United L ine  Workers, flanked hy six 
hundred national guardsmen w ith fixed 
bayonets and machine guns mounted at 
the mine shaft. Before this battle was 
over the strikers received encouraging re
inforcements from a ll the members of the 
U. M. W. of A., employed at four Peabody 
mines at Taylorville, Tovey, Kincaid and 
Langley, who refused to go to work while 
soldiers were on guard. The strike be
came 100 per cent effective in these mines.

Capitalist Solidarity
The soldiers were brought there from 

Decatur and Springfield, the latter section 
traveling in buses furnished by the I l l i 
nois Power Company manned by their reg
ular drivers, in  this manner the company 
could show its solidarity with the hard 
pressed operators.

A t Pana, the two mines were closed 
down tight. The coal diggers had no pa
tience with Frank Davis, whose efforts 
as the representative of the old union offi
cialdom and the coal operators, went all in 
the direction of preventing a strike. He 
was kept out of the meeting where the 
strike vote was taken. At Auburn, at the 
Panther Creek mine, at Buckner and at one 
large mine in the Belleville sub district 
the miners responded and downed tools, 
with other points, at the time this is w rit
ten, expected to follow.

At Auburn occurred the next example 
of the combination of forces against the 
strikers. Representatives of the Fishwick- 
Farrington administration called a meeting 
of the local U. M. W. of A., of which 
all the miners are still members. Only 
the members who were in opposition to the 
new union wece admitted. The vote to 
return to work naturally carried. Im
mediately the state government came into 
action to play its part. Mobilization of 
two score highway patrolmen was ordered 
with instructions to clear the roads leading 
to the Panther Creek mine. The pickets 
were dispersed and those miners who did 
return to scab thus met no opposition.

Wholesale arrests is but another 
means used against the miners fighting a 
desperate battle against desperate condi
tions. I t  is not the leading elements alone 
who have landed in ja il, charged with in
citing to riot, disorderly conduct, u n I a v, 
fu l asemblage, etc. to be let out only un
der exhoribant bail. No, those arrested have 
been carried off in truckloads, deportation 
proceedings to be instituted against all 
non-citizens.

Prior to the actual beginning of the 
strike the sheriff of Franklin county issued 
a proclamation of his intentions to use all 
the armed forces available against the 
strike. He recognized only the United Mine 
Workers Union and its contract with the 
operators. I t  chimed in well with the pro
clamations of the guardians of this no
torious contract, signed by Harry Fish- 
wick, assuring a ll and sundry that la  
any event the contract would be lived up 
to. The Illinois Coal Operators’ Association 
has filed affidavits in the courts pledging 
its readiness and forces to uphold t1-- 
contract. A li of them agree, to fight 
this cod tract. No wonder that the 
miners take the bpposite view. Th

this contract represents 
Continued "
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M  the sell-out career of the old union of
ficialdom. I t  legalized the speed-up, wage 
nut system and the complete loss of union 
(conditions. The miners knew that be
fore the contract went into effect and they 
ftroted against it. A  canvass made of 177 
locals of the U. M. W. of A. shortly after 
the referendum vote showed only 14,000 
irotes in  favor with 39,000 against.

This Illino is miners’ strike once again 
demonstrates how quickly the government
al authorities w ill respond to the call of 
|the employers and order out troops to 
smash the workers’ ranks when they dare 
to enter into open struggle for the needs 
Df their daily life. Particularly is this the 
case when the workers’ militancy is feared. 
{There is not the slightest lack of unity be
tween those who have common interests: 
the coal operators, their fellow capitalists, 
their government, and their fa ithful lieu
tenants place! as officials in  the union 
(corrupted by them, the U. M. W. of A. But 
th is  time also the Taylorville struggle 
Showed a remarkable display of working 
jclass solidarity: the rank and file mem
bers of the U.M.W.A. refusing to work while 
troops were mounted against their bro
thers in  the National Miners Union.

The response of the coal miners to 
this strike, known in  advance to be against 
heavy odds, shows their temper, which has 
teen steeled under conditions growing con
stantly worse. Mechanical mining has 
definitely established the worst features 
M thd speed-up system and mass unem
ployment. Added to these features are 
reduced wages, a ll made possible for the 
Penefit of the capitalists by a corrupt bu
reaucracy of the old union. The miners are 
beginning to see the only way out of this 
iilemma is through struggle. In  growing 
numbers they welcome the new union. I t  
has great possibilities.

Strike Shortcomings
With the heavy odds against the strike, 

hi spite of which the conditions for further 
extension are favorable—because of the 
splendid fighting mood of the miners—the 
absolutely inadequate preparation prior to 
to the strike call falls back upon the lead
ership as a heavy responsibility. Lack 
of preparation in this instance is the great
est handicap. Calling of a general strike 
Is a serious matter even under the most fav
orable conditions. I t  requires firs t of all 
a concentration on the issues of the strike 
in  such a way that not only the most m ili
tant workers know what the fight is about 
hut so that the broadest strata can be

aroused to active participation. "While 
a ll the demands made in this strike cer
tainly represent the needs of the miners 
there can be no question that with a con
centration on a couple of the; most prom
inent points a broader basis would have 
been provided, making it much more pos
sible that the workers employed in the 
heavy coal producing territory of Franklin 
Williamson and Saline counties, could 
also have been brought out, thus creating 
a real basis for victory.

Ever since the present squabble for 
the division of the spoils between John
L. Lewis and Fishwick began, the favorable 
possibilities for establishing militant union
ism and building the National Miners Union 
have increased manifold. I t  presented the 
opportunity for organization and strike pre
paration. I t  required the establishment of 
of correct tactics and real solidarity. This 
opportunity was squandered by putting up 
straw men to be knocked down. A ll ef
forts were concentrated on fabrication of 
false isues against the national president 
of thè N. M. U., John J. Watt. This brought 
about a practical split situation at the Bel
leville convention just when the building 
of solidarity should command all attention. 
For this the leadership of the Communist 
Party is fu lly  responsible animated pure
ly  by its false theory of complete mechani
cal control of all organizations in which it 
wields an influence. The results so far 
have been failure to prepare as conditions 
demand, and i f  continued can be nothing 
but a disastrous narrowing, not only of the 
basis of the present struggle, but also of 
the organization itself.

Bally A ll Support!
However, despite all shortcomings the 

struggle is on and is not merely the con
cern of the miners but of the whole work
ing class. I t  demands their support, and 
particularly does i t  demand the support 
of al class conscious workers. Relief for 
the strikers must be furnished. I t  w ill 
come only from the working class. To be 
effective, such relief action must be organ
ized on a broad united front basis endeav
oring in this maner to bring in large num
ber of workers to understand the need 
of solidarity with the struggling coal min
ers.

The Illino is coal miners are strug
gling against the combined forces of the 
capitalist powers and corrupt traitrous 
union officials. They are struggling for 
the building of m ilitant unionism. Real 
working class support w ill bring victory so 
much nearer.

out.
And so on down tre line—marvelous 

cars all, built, says the souvenir catalogue, 
by High-sounding Name & Co. . . . Rotten 
hypocricy! They are the product of un
known proletarians, toiling long hours for 
small wages in unsanitary shops under 
hazardous conditions and the jaundiced 
eye of the boss.

Who, though, in this gay assemblage 
cares? They don't know, and they don’t 
want to know, that automobile workers 
have been laid off by the thousands. 
“ You’ve done your work as a good servant 
should. Now go and hide your misery in 
the slums. You’re not wanted here, mak
ing a nuisance of yourself.’’ That is the 
attitude of those who ride in $20,000 cars 
toward those who built them.

The automobile industry, though the 
second largest in the country, is practically 
unorganized. Men in it  work from 54 to 
60 hours a week, the only exception being 
New York City, where a small union has 
been able to maintain itself and hold a few 
of the bosses down to 44 hours a week. 
In  all shops, the conditions are practical
ly  the same as they were 20 years ago 
with the addition of a highly developed 
speed-up system. A t several conventions 
of the American Federation of Labor reso
lutions were passed to organize the auto
mobile industry, but like most resolutions 
they were voted for with a great hurrah, 
and then shelved until the next convention 
when they get their annual dusting off. 
Hell w il freeze over before the A. F. of L. 
buraucracy w ill bestir itself on behalf of 
automobile workers.

No, fellow workers in the automobile 
industry: i f  you want better conditions and 
shorter working hours, don’t  wait for some 
A. F. of L. Moses to lead you out of the

A  Reply to the Capitulators
Continued from Page 7 

a demagogic move to cover their own sym
pathies towards the Rights. This is especial
ly true of Radek, about whom there is evi
dence that,, being in exile, he did not hide 
his sympathies for the followers of Brand- 
ler. Later on Radek gave some involved 
evplanations of his behavior, similar to 
those he gave at the time when i t  was 
discovered that he, Radek, and no one else, 
insisted in January 1928 that Trotsky give 
an extensive interview ( it would be more 
correct to say: extensive political declara
tion) to the Moscow correspondent of the 
“ Berliner Tageblatt” . These pretended ene
mies of the Right w ill now try  choking the 
Leninist Opposition, in  company with the 
Rights and the Centrists.

The banishment of Trotsky united the 
Right-Center leadership w ith the capitula
tors. From Bucharin, who voted for the 
banishment, to Radek and Smilga, a united 
front has been formed against the Lenin
ist Opposistion. We can confidently assert 
that in accomplishing its Thermidorian act, 
the Centrist leadership expected to facili
tate the work of the capitulators. In  their 
turn, Radek and Smilga, in  starting a cam
paign for separation from Trotsky, were 
coming to the rescue of the party leader
ship. I f  the latter had not been sure of 
the support of the capitulators, i t  would 
never have ventured upon such a mad per
formance.

present wilderness. Nor for Mr. Ford to 
give they to you on a silver platter. His 
lately published story of higher wages is 
the bunk.

You start with a minimum wage of $7 
a day—just enough to keep the wolf away 
—then after a couple of years you are to 
get an increase. But here’s where the 
trick comes in. There never are a couple 
of years to follow; you never get that in
crease, for after six months, or, at the 
most, one year in that slave mill, you start 
on your way to the Home for Cripples, or 
worse yet, the Home for, the Feeble-mind
ed. Your successor w ill start at the bot
tom, where you did, and repeat the process. 
I t ’s like a treadmill: when you step up 
one you go down one.

Ford’s “ Paradise'’ for Labor
And don’t forget' the annual laying 

off by Mr. Ford or General Motors. A t 
the present time thousands upon thousands 
of auto workers are walking the strets un
employed They, worked too long hours and 
produced too much. The market is glutted 
with cars and there comes a stoppage to 
the whole industry.

Organize and fight for better condi
tions, is the slogan of the moment. Are 
you an auto worker? Do you by chance live 
in Detroit? There is a small union there. 
Join i t  and demand an industrial auto 
workers union.

Do you live in New York? There is a 
union here—Automobile & Vehicle Work
ers’ Union 18065. Join it  and demand a 
united front for a ll auto workers. Help 
build the union and in the end we’l l  get 
what we want. Gene Debs once said “ The 
workers build fine cars, but do they ride 
in them?”  The answer to that must one 
day be: “ They certainly do!”

—PETER HANSEN

Hoover's Building Panacea
Right in  the face of Hoover’s bunco

steering panacea to settle the unemploy
ment problem and industrial depression by 
a bigger "construction program”  comes a 
crushing blow in the form of the Washing
ton report of the F. W. Dodge Corporation, 
which shows that the decline of construc
tion contracts from November of this year 
as compared with October awards for Nov
ember of this year as compared with Octo
ber amounted to 12 percent, or $54,629,800. 
The decrease as compared with the con
tract awards for November 1928 was $80,- 
460,700 or 17 percent. The report says fu r
ther: “ New work reported in the contem
plated stage in  the 37 states (east of the 
Rocky Mountains) amounted to $720,301,- 
000. This total represents a loss of 10 per
cent from the amount reported in the pre
ceding month and a drop of 23 percent 
from the amount reported in November 
1928.”

The workers who expect to have their 
present difficulties solved by Hoover’s 
good looking blueprints are going to wait 
a long, long time.

0
MINNEAPOLIS A B C  CLASS

Thirty-two comrades were present at 
the last sesion of the class in the A B C  
of Communism being conducted by the Min
neapolis branch of the Communist League. 
A ll workers wishing to join the class are 
requested to get in touch with the School 
Committee, Box 45, Minneapolis, Minn.

Opposition Group Formed in Argentine I

The A u to  Show and the A u to  Slaves
NEW YORK—With a somewhat hesi

tating step and i l l  at ease—as a proletarian 
Is likely to be when he approaches the 
ia ir  of the owning class—I entered the 
great ball-room of the Hotel Commodore 
iwhere the classic of the automobile world 
Is annually held The Automobile Salon 
fg distinct from the ordinary automobile 
•show, for i t  caters only to the upper crust 
jpf society, and the place i t  is held in and 
$he nature of the wares there exhibited 
automatically excludes the mob

The contrast between the Commodore 
(ball room and the East Side, where I  usual
ly  hang out when not in the shop, was so 
great that I  was for a moment dazed at 
*ny own audacity in being there, and was 
lu rthe r dazzled by the brilliant light from

Ehe crystal chandeliers reflecting itself in 
be dress shirts and diamonds (?) studs of 

ghe high-powered salesmen all about. These 
wentlemen were rushing about—if  anything 
In  a white collar may be sai to rush— 
(explaining to numerous society ladles over
burdened with jewelry and paint and tired 
¡business men the superior merits of their 
¡respective cars.

Cars fo r the Leisure Class 
Determined not to be overawed by any 

talesman, or any bourgeois present, male 
o r female, I  braced myself mentally and 
looked about. There were cars of a ll shades 
(and for a ll purposes needed by a leisure- 
«lass family, at prices running from a 
Onere five thousand to a bagatelle of th ir
t y  thousand and perhaps more. Here was 
{a smart-looking town car exhibited by Hib- 
jfitard & Darrin, Paris, that w ill no doubt 
fite eventually used by some feminine para- 
• ite  for her shopping tours or to take her 
§>et dog out fo r his daily airing in Cen
tra l Park. There stood a Duesenberg road
s te r just waiting the masterful hand of 
the collegiate son of some millionaire. In

another corner is a beautiful cabriolet by 
Brunn just made to set the eyes of a pam
pered mistress of a captain of industry to 
glittering.

I  was in another world now; I  had al
most forgotten the slum where I  betake 
myself when the boss has wrung a day’s 
measure of to il out of my carcass; I  felt 
as if  I, too, were on top of the heap instead 
of the bottom when, glancing over the as
sembled crowd I  discovered the fam iliar 
faces of a few other workers who had had 
like myself, the audacity to horn in. on the 
show. They, mind you, had merely built 
these expensive speciments of the coach- 
maker’s art, and i t  was only by the gracious 
permission of their respective bosses that 
they were allowed the privilege of looking 
at the fru its of their toil in surroundings 
appropriate to their grandeur.

I  saw them in their threadbare over
coats tim idly stealing about, instantly 
crushed by the stern look of a salesman i f  
one of them dared to finger the shining 
sides of the thing he had built.

"Look at this Mercedes sedan. Isn’t 
i t  stunning?”

Yes, young lady, and the man who 
built i t  was also stunned when the boss 
laid him off on completion of the job, to 
face a winter of unemployment and hard
ship.

And that Packard sedan your com
panion admired. I  know all too well every 
piece of wood in it!  For weeks I  toiled and 
sweated to build it  and now i t  is ready for 
some parasite to enjoy while I  who made 
i t  pound the pavements in search of an
other master.

Exhibition by Fleetwood: beautiful 
cars, yea—but built by men working 60 
hours a week for a bare subsistance

Exhibition by Le Baron: Obscure to il
ers putting in 54 hours a week turned them

Buenos Aires, Argentine.
A few days ago some of us decided to 

send out some invitations to about 25 com
rades, including members of the central 
committee, for a meeting and discussion 
on the subject of the International Situa
tion and the Russian Communist Opposi
tion. Another comrade and I were called 
by two members of the executive commit
tee and told that we couldn’t be allowed to 
hold the meeting in a comrades house, nor 
have any discussion unless permitted, and 
the E. C. couldn’t  permit any discussion of 
that kind in the party. (The reference is to 
the group split off from the official C. P.— 
the Penelon group.—Ed.) Of course, that 
was going too far. I t  meant that the mem
bers could read and study certain things 
but couldn’t  open their mouths to speak to 
one another unless the E. C. gave permis
sion. So that we are now out of the Party.

We are now receiving literature in four 
languages—the Militant, La Verite and Con- 
tre le Courant in French, the Bulletin of 
the Opposition in Russian, and Volkswille in 
German. But the main thing for South 
America, some organ in the Spanish lan
guage, we have not got. Books by L. Trot

sky there are, but only a few buy and read 
books. Of course, later on we w ill do our 
best to get something, even if i t  is only by 
the mimeograph. The main thing right 
now is to organize some groups for Oppo
sition propaganda.

I  must not forget to mention that when 
we said we thought i t  would b$ advisable 
for the party members to discuss the inter
national situation so as to be ready for the 
coming party conference, we were told that 
this point would not be discussed at all at 
the conference.-

—R. GUINNEY.
* * •

The formation of the firs t South Ameri
can group of the Opposition marks a great 
step forward in the international struggle 
for the regeneration of world Communism., 
I t  serves as one more reply to the twaddlei 
about the "decay of Trotskyism” . The fu
ture w ill soon show that the step takers, 
by our comrades in the Argentine w ill be 
repeated in every other Latin American 
country. The American Opposition sends 
its warmest greetings and wishes for vic
tory to our comrades in the Southern con
tinent!—Ed.

0
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Am erica’s Record in Haiti
Extracts from Dr. Ernest Gruening’s Senate Testimony on Haiti in 1925

H aiti’s trouble dates from 1905 when 
a group of American financiers closely as
sociated with the National City Bank of 
New York, secured a concession to build 
a railroad. Mr. Joseph P. Grace, president 
of W. R. Grace & Co. and a director of the 
National City Bank, invested two and a 
quarter m illion dollars, and the National 
City Bank of New York advanced a further 
half million, using the bonds of the ra il
road as collateral. The president of this 
railroad, a very important figure in the af
fairs to follow, was Mr. Roger L. Farnham, 
another vice-president of the National City 
Bank.

How influential Mr. Farnham was in 
our Department of State may be judged 
from the fact that in October 1914, Secre
tary of State Bryan wrote to President 
Wilson of “ the urgent need of increasing 
our force” in Haitian waters “ at this time 
when a renewal o f negotiations seems prob
able, not only for the purpose of protecting 
foreign interests, but also as an evidence 
of the earnest intention of this Government 
to settle the unsatisfactory state of affairs 
which exists.”

U. S. Wants Haitian Customs
The unsatisfactory state of affairs 

which Mr. Bryan alleged to exist was a 
state of affairs unsatisfactory to the direc
torate of the National City Bank. In  an 
attempt to render these conditions more 
satisfactory, several commissions went 
from the United States to Haiti in 1914 
fo r the purpose of obtaining economic con
tro l of that island. These negotiations had 
been carried on informally for some 
months. A tentative convention between 
H aiti and the United States was presented 
to the Haitian government on December 
10, 1914, by the American minister. Its 
essential provision was the appointment by 
the United States of a receiver of customs 
fOr Haiti. In  the Latin-American Republics 
the chief source of revenue comes from the 
customs. He who controls them, controls 
the island’s revenues. In  this agreement, 
a tentative reference was also made to a 
“ financial advisor, should one be appoint
ed.” They not only wanted to get hold of 
the money, but they wanted to say how it 
should be spent.

On December 13, without warning to 
the Haitian government, American marines 
landed in the Haitian capital of Port-au- 
Prince from the U. S. S. gunboat Machias; 
they marched to  the  v a u lts  o f the National 
Bank of Haiti and carried away $500,000 in 
gold, the p ro p e rty  o f the Haitian govern
ment on deposit for the redemption of 
paper money.......

The Haitian Government protested to 
Washington against the violation of its sov-

erignty, but no explanation was ever given 
and the money was kept In the vaults of 
the National City Bank of New York until 
some years later when the transfer of the 
island to the National City Bank had pro
gressed somewhat fu r th e r....

Two days later (after the election to 
president of the American-bought Philip 
Rartiguenave) a draft of a treaty was pre
sented to the newly elected Haitian pres
ident. I t  contained all the clauses which the 
Haitians had rejected during peaceable 
previous negotiations, clauses which the 
United States had subsequentely and vo
luntarily  abandoned, and further drastic 
conditions. I t  provided for complete cu
stoms control and financial receivership. I t  
provided that an arrangement should be 
entered into by which all the claims of 
individuals and corporations against Haiti 
should be settled. I t  provided for m ilitary 
and police controj, in the shape of a con
stabulary officered by Americans, which 
was to “have supervision and control of 
arms, ammunition, m ilitary supplies and 
traffic therein, throughout the country.” 
This clause, as well as several others to 
follow, was written into the draft of the 
earliest convention, presented to the Hait
ian Government over a year previously, 
namely in July 1914, and rejected by it 
then, and was now sent by wireless from 
the Department of State to Admiral Caper- 
ton, on August 14. In other words, when 
they' had the Haitians in the grip of the 
m ilitary machine, they were proceeding no 
longer to negotiate, but to d ic ta te ....

Haitian Revenues Seized
By September 2, two weeks later, the 

10 principal custom houses had been taken 
over, thus controlling the entire revenue 
of the Haitian Republic. The Haitian Go
vernment protested in the strongest terms 
in a series of notes, but in vain. . . .

A t the end of this mesage Secretary 
Daniels has the following confidential 
injunction:

“ Confidential: I t  is expected that you 
w ill be able to make this sufficiently clear 
to remove all opposition and to secure 
immediate ratification.”

The admiral did as he was told. He 
delivered the message which said in effect: 
I f  you do not sign, you starve. I f  you do 
not sign we are going to stay right here 
until you do sign. After resisting over three 
months, they signed.

Now, in the 10 years, almost 10 years, 
that have intervened since that time, Haiti 
has been under martial law and news
papers have been suppressed for the slight
est criticism of the occupation. Editors have 
been put in ja il. I  don’t know whether

there are any In ja il at this moment, hut I  
know there have been some in ja il the last
few months.......  The blame for the k illing
of between 2,000 and 3,000 Haitians in  five 
years by methods that were nothing but 
massacre rests right here in the adminis
trative offices in W ashington.... On Nov
ember 18, Admiral Caperton sent the fol
lowing report: “Fort Riviere captured by 
forces under Major Butler. A ll avenues 
of escape had been previously closed so 
that none escaped. F ifty  one were k i l l 
ed. . . .  no casualties our forces.”

That was not warfare, that was mur
der! A little  later they began using air
planes to drop bombs an Haitian villages. 
They didn't to this very long, however, fo r 
this reason, as testified to by Major Tur
ner. “ We never got enough Haitians to
gether to make i t  worth while to drop 
bombs.”  Think of it. How many people in 
this country knew during this time when 
we were fighting to make the world safe 
for democracy, we were dropping bombs 
on Haitian villages? Yet, subsequent to our 
entry into the world war over 2,000 Hait
ians were killed. They were killed because 
they opposed the invasion of their country. 
Because peaceable by nature though they 
were they rebelled against the treatment 
accorded them.

Slave law s by TT. S. Marines
In 1918, the American m ilitary forces 

resurrected the old Haitian law of Corves. 
This was an old law requiring Haitians to 
work for a few days each year on the roads 
in  their immediate community to keep 
them in repair. This was precisely the same 
kind of a law as one might find in the form 
of a municipal ordinance, here in the Unit
ed States, requiring one, let us say, to 
keep the snow shoveled o ff one's side
walk. But the m ilitary occupation deter
mined to build a m ilitary highway running 
from north to south through the island 
by forced labor. Even the moderate Haitian

law had been in disuse for some time. NoWfc 
while there is a difference of opinion as to 
the extent of the abuses committed under 
the law of Corves, i t  is clearly proved, ad«' 
mitted and shown in the Senatorial report 
that the Haitians were taken from their 
homes, transported to different parts of 
the island, compelled to work under guard: 
for weeks, herded in compounds at night, 
subjected to physical violence if  they resis
ted, and shot i f  they attempted to escape 
The Navy Department testimony admits 
that many were thus killed. The exact 
number is not known. I t  is also definitely 
proved that this system of violence was 
continued in certain sections after i t  had 
been ordered discontinued by brigade head
quarters. . . .

The bandits developed after we went 
down there, and they were precisely the 
same kind of bandits General Washington 
commanded at Valley Forge (continues to 
read from Senatorial white-washing re
port) :

“ The inhabitants are leaving the moun
tain forests to cultivate the central plain—« 
less disturbed than they have been w ithin 
the memory of living man. I t  is impossible 
to determine in exact figures the number 
of Haitians killed in this 18 months gueril
la campaign. A fa ir estimate is about 1,500.- 
The figure includes many reports based on 
guesses made during combat and not on 
actual count. The casualties, whatever 
they were, undoubtedly includes some non- 
combatants. The bandits were found rest
ing in settlements where they were sur
rounded by their women and children, or 
in villages where they camped and were 
tolerated by the inhabitans through fear 
or friendship. When encountered they had 
to be instantly attacked. These conditions 
largely account for the deaths of the by
standers. .. .”

Now you understand why women and 
children had to be killed in Haiti.
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i i t - a - f  HE session w ill be continued,” the chairman de- 
JL dared. “ Comrade Bolotnov has the floor to report 

on the activity of the fraction in the provincial commit
tee.”

The Party conference becomes attentive. Someone at 
the door quiets the chattering delegates, for the workers 
were eager for the remarks of the chairman. Interesting 
how he’l l  put the thing over, they whispered In the hall. 
Sh-sh-sh.

The reporter: “ The area of our district in its estab
lished boundaries is equal to 50,105 square kilometers 
or 5,010,000 hectares or 4,586,500 desjatines. According to 
area, our district takes second place in the province and 
forms 33.8 percent of the total area of the province. The 
temperature in Winter is 5 degrees below, in Summer, 16 
degrees above.

(You see, his hearers whispered knowingly to each 
other, he begins w ith figures too.)

“ The temperature in the vegetation period can be fig 
ured at 13 degrees on the average, its duration—135 days. 
On the basis of rainfall, which is reported at 400 m illi
meters, our district belongs to the dry belt. Considered 
generally, the largest part of our district belongs to the 
Northern latitude and is counted among the regions that 
lie high above sea-level.”

(Now he’s getting more specific—they whisper in the. 
presidium—he’s undoubtedly indicating something, only 
we don’t know what he means by it.)

“ The Southern part of our district is counted among 
the regions that do not lie so high above sea-level” . The 
workers are amazed, they don’t understand what all this is 
for . . . but the incorrigible reporter continues further: 
“ We have 9 postal departments in. the district and 5 radio 
stations; 486 kilometers of waterways and 1,198 kilometers, 
o f  highways. ’

Here the reporter drinks a b it of water and immediate
ly continues his remarks. He reports how many railroad 
stations, how deep the rivers were in 1909 and so forth.

The conference grows more restless. Still, i t  is clear 
to a ll the delegates that the chairman has worked out an 
elaborate report and that the geographical section is only 
the introduction.

“ Here in the woods,”  bellows the reporter, “ we came 
across various animals, as for example, ermine, fox, squir
rels, and so on, not to speak of the innumerable birds.”

You’re a pretty bird yourself, the delegates were think
ing; t i l l  you get to the actual subject we’l l  all kick off 
here. But . . . Bolotnov runs on briskly. More and more 
figures come flying along from the speaker’s stand.

“ I  would like to touch briefly on the various branches 
of industry along the Jalinde, Urkan and Olde rivers. The 
first were founded in 1866 on the initiative of the engineer 
Anosov. The receipts from the whiskey trade amounted to 
319,210 rubels, which is equal to 14 per cent of the total 
receipts. We have 79 sheep and nanny-goats and 625 
swine.” With this, Bolotnov passed over directly to tack
ling the Soviet administration. “ The apparatus of our ex
ecutive Is divided into three departments: the general, 
which embraces the work of the presidium, political edu
cation, public education, war questions, agriculture and 
public health. Besides that, the taxation, financial and ad
ministrative department.” Then the chairman listed the 
various sections and remarked that many women are active 
in the village Soviets.

H ERE the reporter suddenly broke off his arguments, 
wiped the sweat from his brow and packed his papers into 
his thick bag. A hardly perceptible disagreement followed 
in the hall. Someone took the floor: “ Comrades, I pro
pose to have comrade Bolotnov continue the report w ith
out taking an adjournment fo r lunch. Then we’l l  be 
through with the report today so that we can begin the dis
cussion early tomorrow morning.”

From the presidium rings the answer: “ Oh! You didn’t 
understand the reporter. Comrade Bolotnov has already 
finished his remarks. I  request the comrades to take the 
floor.”  A sigh of relief in the hall.

No one challenged the figures of the chairman on the 
distances between the various railroad stations, nor did 
anyone get indignant over the fact that only squirrels and 
not ostriches can live in the woods of the district. On 
that point they were in accord. The workers- who partici
pated in the discuta ion, however, only supplemented the

remarks; they added a few details, so to speak.
Detail No. 1: The district committee sold the houses 

inhabited by the workers to private persons, and drove 
the workers into the streets in Winter.

Detail No. 2: The district committee received 7,000 
boards for the construction of railway bridges. Since the 
boards were le ft without any supervision, they were de
stroyed by a violent fire.

Detail No. 3: A militiaman has a railway line of 250 
kilometers to supervise. For the purpose of “ supervision” 
he gets into the train and rides as a blind passenger, since 
no ticket is put at his disposal. But at the very next sta
tion he is driven off by the conductor.

Detail No. 4: Primitive conditions prevail in the pub
lic school system.

Detail No. 5: The district committee, in the last year 
covered by the report, took no interest in the activity of the 
village Soviets. The chairmen booze and whore around. 
The peasants don't go to the Soviets because they're afraid 
of being beaten up.

Detail No. 6: The most violent class struggle is being 
conducted on the land, w ild exploitation of the land work
ers s taking place, and the district committee hadn’t a word 
to say about this, either. And so forth and so on.

T  HE discussion is closed. The reporter gets the flooi 
for concluding remarks. He establishes with satisfac
tion that the various comrades really had nothing to pro« 
ent against the content of the report, and that the cor
rectness of the line is thereby demonstrated. With re- 
gard to the details reported, it  is self-understood that thf 
work has many shortcomings to show and that is quit' 
natural, since the work cannot produce successes only. I t  
conclusion, he observes that he who never does anythinf 
never makes mistakes. (He was probably basing himsel 
on Lenin.)

A two-page resolution was adopted. In  it, the politica 
and economic position of the district were approved, the ac 
tive participation of the workers in the enterprises of tht 
Party and the Soviet power was established. And so fortfc 
in the same spirit. , , .

“ Are there any remarks on the resolution? No! A!' 
in favor? Opposed? Abstentions? None! Adopted unam 
mously! I  declare the conference closed and propose L 
the delegates to sing the International."

The workers stood up and cautiously—moving the! 
freezing legs gingerily—at firs t low, then even louder the 
sang the International. , ,  ,

H ow  Time Does Fly in the Russian Party!
“ But Bucharin has committed, in com

parison, only an insignificant mistake, and 
he has not violated a single decision of the 
Central Committee. How to explain that, in 
spite of this, they s till continue to hunt 
Bucharin? What do you want of Bucharin? 
They demand Bucharin’s blood! That's 
what Zinoviev demands, sharpening the 
question in his concluding speech.

You demand Bucharin’s blood? We 
shall not give it  to you, know that w e ll!” 
(Applause. Cries of “ Very good!” ) . . .

“ We are against the policy of expuls
ion; i t  is an abomination to us.”

—From the speech of Stalin at the 14th 
Congress of the Russian Communist Party, 
December 1925.

•  •  •
“ This double political bookkeeping is 

a characteristic feature of the Right op
position; its policy constitutes, so to speak.

a permanent maneuver against the party. 
We have witnessed the maneuvers and 
duplicity of the Trotskyist opposition in it3 
day, for example, the hyprocritical renun
ciation of factional work. Nevertheless it 
must be said that the Trotskyists conduct
ed the struggle against the general lino of 
the party more or less openly. But the 
conduct of the Right opposition is already 
100% duplicity The five year plan is reco
gnized but at the same time documents 
diametrically opposed to this plan are alsa 
recognized, such as “Notes of an Econom
ist” or “ The Political Heritage” (by Bucha
rin). I t  is only those who cynically disres
pect the party, its politically educated 
cadres, as well as the whole working clasa 
supporting the general line of the Party, 
who that can adopt such an equivocal post 
tion.”

—Stalin, in Pravda, November 10, 1923
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The Defense of the Soviet Union and the Opposition
By L  D . TrotskyGroupings in the Left Opposition

We have established three fundament
al currents in international Communism: 
the Right, the Centrist and the Left (Marx
ist). This classification does not, however, 
exhaust the question, since it  leaves^ the 
■uitra-Leftists unconsidered. But they exist, 
carry on activity, make mistakes and 
threaten to compromise the cause of the 
Opposition.

I t  is true that there are no longer 
any, or hardly any, uitra-Leftists of that 
naive-revolutionary, “ aggressive”  type to 
which Lenin devoted his well-known book. 
Nor have many uitra-Leftists of the spirit 
of .3924-25 (Maslow and others) remained 
in the Opposition. The experiences of the 
cefeats did not pass by without effect. 
But far from all of the former uitra-Left
ists assimilated the lessons of these years. 
Some liberated themselves from prejudices 
and preserved the revolutionary spirit. 
Others lost the revolutionary spirit and 
preserved the prejudices. Nevertheless 
there have remained not a few uitra-Left
ists poisoned with scepticism. They free- 
lv proclaim a formal radicalism in all 
those cases where it puts them under no 
obligation.. In practical questions they in
dino largely to opportunism.

I f  reformism is an irreconciliable 
enemy, then ultra-Leftism is the internal 
< i soase that impedes the struggle with the 
enemy. We must be freed of i t  at any 
cost.

For many months I  attempted, by let- 
tors, to attain clarity from the National 
committee of the Leninbund on the funda
mental questions of Communist policy. 
Nothing came of it. The differences of 
opinion proved to be too great. There is 
no other way than to bring them out into 
the open and submit them to a serious ex
amination. A ll the more so since the be
ginning of such a discussion has already 
been made by the editorial board of the 
journal of the Leninbund, when, in con
nection with the conflict between China 
and the Soviet Union, not only serious but 
positively decisive differences of opinion 
resulted in the Left Communist Opposition. 
In connection with this question, groupings 
have already arisen. Personal shiftings 
w ill of course, also follow. One group of 
comrades, who have adopted a false stand
point, w ill correct it. Others on the con
trary, w ill deepen their mistakes go to 
the extreme, that is, they w ill end with 
tiio complete surrender of the Marxist po
sition. That is how it always happens with 
deep-going differences when the as yet 
undefined differences of opinion are con- 
t ’.'oliol by groat events.

Every evil also has Ü3 virtue. There 
Is too much spiritual stagnation and rout
ine in the various Opposition groups. Ex
haustivo scrutiny of the great political 
evento makes it possible for the vital ele
ments and groups of the Opposition to find 
their right placo more easily and to accel
erate thereby the spiritual crystallization 
process around the real, and not the imag
inary axes.

Formalism instead of Marxism
in  the question of the conflict between 

China and the Soviet Union we have two 
fundamental viewpoints that are bound up 
with the most important problems of the 
international revolution and of Marxist 
method.

The most consummate expression of its 
kind of the formal-Lefttst viewpoint was 
given by Louzon*. According to his whole 
manner of thought, it  was also easiest for 
him. Louzon is no Marxist, but a formalist. 
He handles geography, technique, statistics 
much better that the materialist dialectic of 
class society. A great deal can frequent
ly  be learned from his articles, only one 
cannot learn anything politically from 
them. Louzon is much more occupied by 
abstract, national “ justice” than by the 
real struggle for the liberation of the op
pressed peoples. Louzon points out in de
ta il that the Chinese Eastern Railway was 
bu ilt by czarism for the purpose of rob
bery and plunder. He shows on the map 
that this railway runs through Manchuria. 
He proves by statistical data that Manchu
ria  has been colonized by Chinese peasants 
fo r the last decades. In this way, we have 
a Russian railway on Chinese soil next to 
the railways of the imperialist states. 
"Where does the difference lie? asks Lou
zon. There is no difference, or practically 
none—he concludes. The treaty of 1924 
•was an imperialist treaty. Lenin would 
surely have returned the railway to China. 
Louzon knows this quite definitely.

In  order to demonstrate whether a pol-

♦Louzon is. one of the editors of La 
Revolution Proletarienne, organ of the 
Syndicalist League of France.

icy hears an imperialist character, i t  is 
enough, according to Louzon, to establish: 
“ What people lives in this province?” I f  
Northern Manchuria is populated by Rus
sians.—-then the policy of the czar and the 
Soviet Union is legitimate; but i f  i t  is pop
ulated by Chinese, then this policy means 
nothing else but robbery and subjugation.”  
(Revolution Proletarienne, August 1, 1929). 
To read these lines onq cannot believe his 
eyes. The policy of the czar and the pol
icy of the workers' state are considered ex
clusively from the national viewpoint and 
then completely identified. Louzon de
clares the policy of the czar in the Rus
sian regions to be legitimate (legitime). 
For us, however, the policy of the czar was 
no less criminal, thievish and enslaving 
In Siberir than In Manchuria. The policy 
of the Bolsheviks, whether good or bad, 
carries out the same principles in Manchur
ia, in Siberia and in Moscow. Comrade 
Louzon! Apart from nations there are still 
classes. The national problem outside of 
class relations is a fiction, a lie and a 
noose fo r the proletariat.

Louzon’s method is not Marxism hut 
naked Schematism. I t  finds its punishment 
in  the fact that the social democratic pa
pers almost without exception develop the 
same line of thought and come to a sim
ila r conclusion. The decision of the Sec
ond International, made under the direction 
of Otto Bauer, covers itself ; precisely with 
Louzon’s ideas. And how could' i t  possi
bly be otherwise? Social democracy is ne- 
cesarily formalistic. I t  feeds upon analo
gies between Fascism, and Communism. 
To it, a ll those who "deny” or violate de
mocracy are equal. Its highest criterion 
(in words) is "democracy” , which the re
formists place above the classes. That 
is exactly how Louzon proceeds with -th® 
principle of national self-determination. 
That is all the more remarkable since Lou
zon, as a syndicalist, is rather inclined to 
repudiate democracy formally. But i t  fre
quently happens with the formalists that 
they reject the whole only to bow to the 
part. National solf-determinat-’on is an 
element of democracy. The struggle for 
this right, as for democracy in general, 
plays a great role in the life of the peo
ple, especially in the life of the proletariat. 
Whoever does not understand how to Util
ize the institutions and forms of democra
cy, among them also parliamentarism, in 
the interests of the proletariat, is a poor 
revolutionary. But from the proletarian 
standpoint, neither democracy as a whole, 
nor national self-determination as an es
sential part of it, stands above the classés, 
nor does it  form a higher criterion of rev
olutionary policy. That is why we regard 
the social democratic analogy between 
Fascism and Bolshevism as a swindle. On 
the same grounds, we also characterize as 
a gross error the comparison, on the basis 
of the laws of symmetry, of the treaty be
tween Soviet Russia and China of 1924 with 
the imperialist treaties.

To whom would Louzon have wished to 
give the Chinese Eastern Railway in  1924? 
To the Peking government? But this gov
ernment had neither arms with which to 
take i t  nor “legs with which to reach it. 
The Peking government was a pure fic
tion. Marshal Tehang Tso-Lin, the leader of 
the Chun Chu-een, the dictator and hang
man of Manchuria, the paid agent of Jap
an, the mortal foe of the national revolu
tionary movement which broke out vio
lently in 1925 and transformed itself in 
1926 into an expedition of the South 
against the North, and finally against 
Tehang Tso-Lin—he was a reality. To sur
render the railway to the Manchurian Mar
shal would mean, in reality, to enter into 
an alliance with him against the Chinese 
revolution which was developing. That 
would have been better in no respect than 
the delivery of cannon and munitions to 
White Poland in 1920 during Its war w ith 
the Soviet Republic. That would be no 
fulfillm ent of revolutionary duty, but the 
most disgraceful treason to the Chinese 
revolution, the real one that is being ac
complished by classes, and not its abstract 
shadow that lives in the head of Louzon 
and formalists like him.

Lost in  contradictions, Louzon goes 
so far in his contentions as to repruve the 
Soviet government for the fact that, on 
September 20, 1924, i t  signed a treaty, with 
Tehang Tso-Lin, “ the most reactionary of 
all m ilitarists that ever ruled in China.” 
True, the most reactionary. Instead of con
cluding a treaty with him, which protect
ed the railway from this worst reacüion- 
ary, we should rather according to Louzon, 
simply have made him a g ift o f if.

Of course the treaty of 1924, which 
abolished all the imperialist privileges of 
Russia, gave no absolute guarantees

against Tehang Tso-Lin, for the latter had 
troops in Manchuria while the Soviet 
troops were a great distance away. But 
however far they may have been, they exist
ed. Tehang Tso-Lin sometimes took the 
offensive, sometimes he beat a retreat. He 
demanded, for example, that the railway 
unquestionably convey his counter-revolu
tionary troops, but basing itself upon 
the treaty, the railway made all sorts 
of difficulties for him. He arrested the di
rector of the railway, but then beat a re
treat. Quite rightly he did not rely upon 
ids forces alone. But Japan, for various 
reasons, decided not to support him openly 
and remained on the watch. A ll together, 
this was a great gain for the Chinese revo
lution which developed from the South to 
the North.

Revolutionary A id  or Imperial
ist Intervention

So as to illuminate even more glaring
ly  the barrenness of Louzon’s formalism, 
we would like to consider the question from 
another side. I t  is well known that the im
perialists, in order to intrench themselves 
in a backward country, frequently arm 
one tribe against the other, one province 
against the others, one class against the 
others. That is how, for example, the 
United States systematically proceeds in 
cutting its road to South America. On 
the other hand it  is well known that the 
Soviet government rendered far-reaching 
aid to the Chinese national revolutionary 
army from the firs t days of its formation, 
especially during its campaign from the 
South to the North. The social democrats 
of the whole world howled with the bour
geoisie over the m ilitary “ intervention” 
of thè Soviet Union in China and wanted 
to see in i t  only the revolutionary veiling 
of the old policy of czarist imperialism. 
Does Louzon agree with that or not? This 
question is also directed to all of Louzon’s 
imitators. We Bolsheviks, on the contrary, 
believe that the aid rendered the Chinese 
revolution—through ideas, men, money, 
arms—was the elementary duty of the Sov
iet government. That the Stalin-Bucharin 
leadership inflicted political injuries upon 
the Chinese revolution that far outweighed 
the value of the material support, is a spe
cial point we w ill yet speak of. The Men
sheviks accuse the Soviet government of 
imperialism, not because of the Men
shevik line of Stalin-Bucharin in the ques
tion but because of the intervention in 
Chinese affairs and the aid rendered the 
Chinese revolution. Was this intervention a 
crime or a service of the Soviet government, 
comrade Louzon? I t  is really hard for me to 
speak here of a service, for the interven
tion was only the fu lfillm ent of an ele
mentary duty which arose as much out 
of the interests of the Russian revolu
tion as the Chinese. Now I  ask: Could the 
Soviet government, while i t  assisted the 
South with its le ft hand, hand over the 
Chinese Eastern Railway to the North with 
its right hand, to the North against which 
the war was directed?

Our answer w ill be: Since the Soviet 
government could not transfer its railway 
from the North toi the South in order to 
facilitate for the revolution the attack 
against the militarists of the North, i t  had 
to retain the railway firm ly in its hands 
in order thereby, to prevent the imperial
ists and militarists from transforming it  
in to a weapon against the Chinese revolu
tion. That is how we understand revolu
tionary duty in the genuine *f ruggle for 
the genuine right of national sélf-determi- 
nation of China.

At the same time there was s till an
other task. The policy towards the ra il
way had to be so fashioned that the Chin
ese masses, at least its advanced sections, 
could clearly understand the liberating 
aims and tasks of the Soviet government 
with regard to China. I have already spok
en of this when I  cited the decisions, form
ulated by me and adopted in April 1926, of 
the Commission of the Central Committee 
of the Russian Communist Party. The 
essence of those decisions was: We regard 
the Chinese Eastern Railway as a weapon 
of the world revolution. More directly: of 
the Russian and the Chinese revolutions. 
World Imperialism can òf course, directly 
or indirectly, openly or conoealedly, tear 
the railway from us. So as to avoid serious 
consequences, we might reach the point 
of having to surrender the railway to im
perialism, as we were compelled to sign 
the Brest-Litovsk .peace. Rut so long as 
we ha-re the power and possibility, we w ill 
protect i t  from imperialism and hold i t  
ready to be. handed over to the victorious 
Chinese revolution. Towards this end, we

are already establishing schools for the 
Chinese railwaymen, striving to train them 
not only technically but also politically.

That is precisely what arouses the 
wrath of the Chinese reactionaries. Reu
ter’s Telegraphic Agency carried the fol
lowing declaration of Wang, the present 
Chinese Foreign Minister: "The only path 
for China is the unification of all nations 
to resistance against Red Imperialism, 
otherwise China w ill perish in the clutches 
of Communism” . I t  is not, as we see, a 
question of imperialism as such. On the con
trary, the Chinese government appeals to 
imperialism against “ Red Imperialism” , 
which it  identifies with the peril of Com
munism. Can one wish for a clearer, more 
precise, more deliberate formulation?

Louzon sought to demonstrate that the 
sympathies of the imperialist states are 
on the side of the Soviet government and 
against China. In reality, he only showed 
that the attitude of the imperialists to
wards the Soviet republic is a conflicting 
one in certain questions. Where imperial
ism bases itself upon the inviolable right of 
property, i t  is compelled to concede this 
right to the Soviet state as well. Were this 
not the case, then even trade, for example, 
between the Soviet republic and the capi
ta list countries would be impossible. But 
should it  come to war, then the occasion 
fo r the war, that is, the issue of the pos
session of the railway would fade into the 
background. The imperialists would con
sider the question only from the stand
point of the struggle against the danger 
that they call "Red Imperialism” , that is 
against the international proletarian revo
lution.

In this connection, it  is not superflu
ous to recall the conduct of the White 
emigrants in the Far East. Even the New 
York Times wrote: “Here (in Washing
ton governmental circles) the possibility is 
conceded that the White Russians may have 
provoked the incidents (the clashes at the 
border) on the Chinese side, which would 
hardly have happened otherwise”  (August 
17). According to Louzon, i t  is a question 
of China’s national right to self-determina
tion. Chiang Kai-Shek embodies demo
cratic progress, the Moscow government— 
imperialist dominion. The White emigrants 
are nevertheless, for some reason or other, 
on the side of the right to national self- 
determination of China and against Rus
sian imperialism. Doesn't this fact alone 
show what a hopeless mess Louzon got 
himself into by supplanting class politics 
with geography and ethnography. The 
White bandits who k ill Red Army men 
at the Chinese frontiers are much more at 
home, in their fashion, in politics than 
Louzon. They do not get tangled up in 
secondary matters, but reduce the question 
to its essence: the struggle of the world 
bourgeoisie against the revolution.

Pacifism instead of Bolshevism
By giving up the class standpoint In 

favor of the abstract, national- standpoint, 
the Ultra-Leftists necessarily slide down 
the revolutionary to the purely pacifist 
position. Louzon tells how the Soviet troops 
captured the Siberian railway, and how 
then the “ Red Army in conformity with the 
anti-imperialist policy of Lenin, carefully 
(seigneusement) called a halt before Chi
na’s frontiers; no attempt was made to re
occupy the territory of the Chinese East
ern Railway.”  (Revolution Proletarienne, 
page 228), So then, the highest duty of the 
proletarian revolution consists in this: 
carefully to lower its standards before na
tional frontiers. That is where the essence 
lay, according to Louzon, of Lenin’s an
ti-imperialist policy! One is ashamed to 
read this philosophy of the “ revolution in 
one country” . The Red Army called a halt 
before the frontier of China because It 
was not strong enough to cross this front
ier and face the inevitable attack of Japan
ese imperialism. Had the Red Army been 
strong enough for such an attack, i t  would 
have had the duty to undertake it. Its 
abandonment of the revolutionary attack 
upon the forces of imperialism would have 
been a surrender of the interests of the 
Chinese workers and peasants and the pro
letarian world revolution and would not 
have meant the fulfillment of Leninist pol
icy, but only a shameful betrayal of the 
A B C of Marxism. Wherein lies the. mis
fortune of Louzon and his like? In the 
fact that he substitutes national-pacifist for 
international-revolutionary policy. That 
has nothing in comon with Lenin,

TO BE CONTINUED

Max Shachtman w ill speak on the 
Hoover Program at the open forum of the
N. JT. Communist League branch on Sat
urday, December 21, 8 p. m. at the M ili- 
iant Hall, 25 Third Avenue, Room 4. All 
workers cordially invited.
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Throughout the W orld o f Labor
The State o f M in d  of 

the Capitulators
I  am sending you a specimen of Radek- 

ist panic, which is also a psychological ex
planation of his desertion. I t  seems to me 
that Radek is repeating his sorry experi
ment of 1923. A t the decisive moment he 
is overcome by cowardice and hands the 
leadership over to the Centrists.

Here is a conversation between exiled 
comrades and Radek on his trip  to Moscow 
in June 1929 on the platform of a railroad 
station (Smilga was sick and remained in 
the tra in ):

Radek: “ The situation is a very difficult 
one now, the country is passing through a 
1917. The situation in the Central Commit
tee is catastrophic. The Rights and Cen
trists are preparing arrests for each other. 
The Right-Centrist bloc has collapsed and 
an embittered struggle* is being conducted 
against the Rights. They are strong. Their 
16 votes can be doubled and trebled. There 
is no bread in Moscow. The dissatisfaction 
of the masses grows, which can degenerate 
into an uprising against the Soviet power. 
We are on the eve of peasant uprisings. 
This situation compels us to go back 
to the party a t any cost. Our deliberation 
w ill proceed from the estimation of tbe 
general position of the party and the estab
lishment of the split of the Opposition with 
the plea to be taken back into the C. P. S. 
U.”

Question: “ How is your attitude to
wards comrade Trotsky?”

Radek. “ I have broken completely with 
Trotsky. Prom now on we are political 
enemies. He revises Lenin. Why did he 
bring up the permanent revolution again? 
And if  we make no concessions to the peas
ants tomorrow w ill he frighten us again 
with the: peasant and cry about Thermidor? 
We have nothing in common with the con
tributor of the (the name of a paper fol
lows).”

Question: “ W ill you request the repeal 
of Article 68*” ?

Radek: "Under no circumstances. For 
those who w ill go with us i t  w ill be repealed 
by itself. But he w ill not repeal this ar-. 
tide  for those who carry on a destructive 
work in the party and organize the uprising 
of the masses. We brought ourselves to 
exile and prison. The youth who have now 
come to the Opposition have nothing , in 
common with Party and Bolshevism. I t  is 
simply an anti-Soviet youth. The struggle 
must be conducted against these with all 
means. A third of the Party members w ill 
now go with us and those who remain have 
nothing in  common with Bolshevism”.

Question: “ How can such a rapid 
transformation from even your Tomsk 
theses be .explained.

Radek: "A  party conference took place 
which led the Party back on the Leninist 
path and on the other side a League 
of the Bolshevik-Leninists was .organized. 
That’s a second party—the party of the 
counter-revolution.

“ Our platform stood the test splendid
ly. From a fighting document i t  became 
the platform of the party. What can you 
say against the theses of Kalinin? Against 
the five year plan? In  connection w ith this 
the question of withdrawing our signatures 
from the platform is of secondary import
ance.”

The agents of the G. P. U. did not let 
us talk further. They drove Karl (Radek) 
back into the train on the grounds that 
he is agitating against the expulsion of 
Trotsky from the country. Radek cried out 
o f the train:

" I  agitate against the expulsion of 
Trotsky! Yes, indeed! I  agitate fo r the 
comrades to go back into the Party.”

Karl turned to the agents of the G. P. 
U. with the words: “ Let them alone. Let 
them reflect! Don’t sharpen relations!” 
The agents of the G. P. U. listened in sil
ence and dragged Karl further back into 
the train. The train started u p .. . .

*  *  *

(The comrades who sent us this let
ter make, the following comment):

This letter is from a comrade well 
knbwn to us, one of the outstanding young 
Bolsheviks. The letter gives a remarkably 
clear picture of the psychological motives 
for capitulation. The correspondent says 
that the -reason for i t  is cowardice, This 
formulation may seem to be;too: simple. At 
bottom, however, i t  is right. I t  is self-un

*The article in the Soviet criminal 
code dealing with counterrevolutionary ac
tivities, which Stalin and Bucharin disloy
ally applied to crush* the Bolshevik Oppo
sition through imprisonment, exile and 
banishment.

derstood that we speak here of political 
cowardice. The personal factor is not im
portant. I t  is true that not infrequently 
the two fa ll happily together. We once 
characterized the strongest quality of Rad
ek as extraordinary impulsiveness. That 
was a very mild, very careful and well- 
wishing characterization, which, so to 
speak, s till kept a certain credit open for 
Radek. There was no need for us to hurry, 
for even though we knew Radek we were 
still undecided to predict at what stage 
the impulsiveness of Radek would be trans
formed into political perfidy. Now it  
can be said that the process has come to 
a complete end.

The situation that Radek depicts is a pic
ture of complete hopelessness. But that is 
fortunately a false picture.

That is the picture of a frightened c iti
zen. But i f  the situation were really ns 
Radek paints it  as a justification for his 
capitulation, then the capitulation would 
be doubly senseless. The Rights are over
whelming. No bread. A ll classes are dissat
isfied. Radek is anxious to save the revo
lution. But unfortunately, the saviour is 
transported to the scene of his heroic deeds 
under the accompaniment of the G.P.U. and 
at the moment when he is overcome with 
the greatest rage at Trotsky’s bloc with 
Chamberlain, he is yanked back into the 
train by the agents' of the G. P. U. From 
the pen of Gleb Uspensky, there is a story 
of an old woman—a petty bourgeoise—who 
asks the police to bring her son to her so 
that she may s till embrace him before his 
death. Radek, who is led to the arms of 
Yaroslavsky under guard of the C. P. U. 
repeats the story of Uspensky in political 
form.

What is typical in the conversation of 
Radek is undoubtedly his declaration that 
our platform has stood the test splendidly. 
Therefore? Therefore, we must break with 
it. But Marxism has also stood the test 
throughout all modern history. Shall we 
not therefore also break with Marxism? 
Smilga, on the eve of hf.s capitulation, 
even wrote a peculiar document, “ On the 
Defense of the Platform of the Bolshevik- 
Leninists” . Smilga defended the platform 
against Trotsky. But after an especially 
urgent request from Yaroslavsky, Smil
ga not only broke with Trotsky but also 
with the platform.

Shall we quote here our friend Sos- 
novsky, who, calling to mind a religious 
rite, recommends in such cases to whisper 
into the ear of the next to die, and say to 
him with the necessary emphasis: “ Don’t 
forget: you are already dead” .

4 >

Hugenberg’s V ic to ry  

at Kassel
The Kassel convention of the Deutsch 

nationalen Volkspartei (German National 
People’s Party) came off extremely mo
notonously. Although for weeks previously 
—during and after the campaign on the 
"popular referendum”—deep-going differen
ces of opinion on the expediency of this 
referendum and on the policy of Hugenberg 
in  general had appeared in the Deutschna- 
tionale ranks, these differences were look
ed upon as non-existent at the convention.

The socalled “ opposition” was entirely 
unsuccessful in shaking the position of 
Hugenberg as leader of the Deutschnation- 
ale party. This opposition proclaimed its 
ability and its w ill to fight the Ueutschna- 
tionalen newspaper king much more by 
the fact that its most prominent represen
tatives, Treviranus, Iindeiner-Wildau, Lam- 
bach, etc., either loft Kassel before the 
opening of the convention or else did not 
even appear.

The convention of the party expressed 
itself, as the Hugenberg press triumphant
ly announces, "w ith unbroken unanimity” 
for the hitherto prevailing policy of the 
party leaders, which includes therefore the 
policy of alliance with H itler. The fact that 
the biggest bourgeois parties, despite all 
the losses incurred precisely at the last 
elections through the alliance with the Na
tional Socialists (H itle r’s Fascist Party), 
play with the armed struggle against the 
working class by open fascism, character
izes the growth of tendencies in the camp 
of the German bourgeoisie which consid
er i t  more expedient to execute the new of
fensive of capital against the German pro
letariat with open fascist terror. The party 
delegates, who responded without discus
sion to Hugenberg’s report with the una
nimous approval of his line of action, as 
well as the plenum of the convention, plac
ed themselves on his political line. This 
fact is to * be- explained, naturally, not merely 
by Hugenberg’s position of financial power

in the Deutsehnationale Volkspartei. When 
the Kölnische Zeitung counsels the party 
that it  “ would perhaps be still more clever 
were it to reject his (Hugenberg's) secret 
financial means and be on the lookout for 
a real leader” , it  only illuminates one side 
of the question.

Taken in essence, Hugenberg express
ed in clear words, in his long speech at the 
convention, the readiness of the Deutsch
nationale to participate in any government 
in which the social democrats are not 
represented, and thereby, in spite of the re
servations on the Young Plan conditioned 
by the impending date of the plebiscite, 
cleared the road for the change to come 
after the adoption of the Plan. Hugenberg 
pointed out, among other things, that a 
collaboration of the bourgeois parties 
might be realized much “ more easily” i f  the 
Young Plan were not adopted, that after 
its adoption, on the contrary, “ almost” in
surmountable difficulties opposed such a 
collaboration. Every German government 
w ill be confronted with the alternative of 
fu lfilling  the obligations i t  has assumed 
either at the expense of the living stand
ards of the German workers or other 
professions or by the ruin of German indus
try. Only the conscious w ill to freedom (!) 
can open a way out for Germany. The do
mestic policy of the ruling Marxists (!) 
is no less ruinous than its foreign policy. 
Only when a conscious and clear attitude 
of struggle, against Marxism is taken si
multaneously in the Reich and in Prussia, 
w ill Germany again reach positive, con
structive work.

In  these sentences from Hugenberg’s 
speech, the complete demagogy of his 
“ struggle” against the Young Plan is plain
ly  expressed. After the adoption of the 
slave pact, the opportunity for the collabo
ration of the bourgeois parties is, i t  is 
trub, "almost” impossible, but s till only 
“ almost” , for the "Marxists”  participating 
in the government (and that can be 
Only the social democracy) need only 
be removed and the road to “colabora- 
tion” of the Deutsehnationale is opened 
after the adoption of the Young Plan, 
even if  it  does “ enslave three generation.”

The speeches of the other Deutschna
tionale convention representatives do not 
even deserve mention, so colorless were 
they in their tone—obviously delivered on 
Hugenberg's orders. A t best, the remarks 
of the Deutsehnationale “ labor representa
tive,” the Reichstag deputy Hartwig, de
serve quotation, because they allow a com
parison of the “ equality of rights for the 
workers in the bourgeois state” with the 
efforts of the reformists that run in the 
same direction. Hartwig said, among other 
things:

“ Not domination over other classes, 
but equality of rights for the working 
Class in the state, economic and cultural 
systems is what you have to demand on 
the basisi of the Christian code of morali
ty.”

This “ equality of rights” Is reflected 
in the eyes of Hartwig, in distinction from 
that aspired to by the reformists, only by 
its "Christian basis” .

The "unanimity and firmness”  of tbo 
Deutsehnationale convention existed, in 
reality, only in appearances. Hugenberg 
himself, i f  his remarks are considered basi
cally, left all doors open; he can continue 
to drive towards H itler in a strengthened 
degree, or else he can, as the remarks cited 
above indicate, take his place in the ranks 
of the “ big bourgeois front.”  The further 
development of the discussions in the 
Deutschnationalen Volkspartei may be ex
pected. Until the plebiscite the hands of 
the Deutsehnationale are tied. The big in
ternal differences behind the scenes, which 
may be seen from the open insurgence 
against Hugenberg of a decisive part of 
the Deutsehnationale press, behind which 
stand the Land League and parts of Deuts
chnationalen finance capital (Deutsche Ta- 
geszeitung and Boersenzeitung), w ill soon 
er or later lead to the collapse of the 
Deutsehnationale. What forms the unity of 
this opposition with the Volkspartei and 
other grouping of the decisive section of 
German finance capital w ill assume for the 
purpose of insuring the execution of the 
Young Flan, cannot yet be predicted in 
detail.

But, on the basis of the convention 
speech of the "victor”  Hugenberg, there is 
one question on which there can no longer 
be any doubt, even for the unenlightened: 
His "struggle”  against the Young plan, just 
like that of his partner, H itle r, has been 
openly exposed as. a fraud.

—VOLKSWILLE 
Berlin, November 27, 1929,

The M ovem ent in South 

Am erica
Broadly speaking, the social movement 

of the South American republics has been 
stationary, beating time, for the last five 
years. There are various reasons for it, 
such as the growing impoverishment of the 
working class with the consequent enrich
ment of the captalist class; the gradual es
tablishment of dictatorial, fascist govern
ments in a majority of the South Ameri
can states (excepting Argentine and Uru
guay, all the rest of the S. A. republics now 
have either a frankly fascist government 
like Chile or a personal dictatorship like 
Peru, Bolivia, Venezuela, etc.); the failure 
of the Comfiiunist Parties—mainly due to 
the so-called "Bolshevlzation” forced upon 
them by the Stalin clique—to attract the 
masses; and the absence of any great up 
heavals in Europe. This last is not th«i 
least.

As secondary causes may be mentioned 
the “Americanization”  of the big cities— 
more electric light, more advertising signs, 
more moving pictures with their constant 
suggestion of luxury, lust, crime and wor
ship of wealth, more football, prize fights, 
races, etc. (a hundred men listening at a 
labor meeting, forty thousand at a foot
ball match) and the growth of a labor aris
tocracy; the slow but sure work of the 
Roman Catholic Church among the rich and 
the middle class. The influence of the 
Catholic Church as a religious institution 
among the masses of the people is nil, 
but as a social organization it has a certain 
amount of success—more so now that its 
union with fascism enables it to spend more 
money on entertainments, clothes, automo
bile rides, etc., for some of the poor. Its 
work is confined to a few big cities: i t  
never touches the country, the farming 
population,—perhaps because there is no 
money in it.

The position of the trade unions shows 
a decline of the anarcho-syndicalist ele
ment with a slight increase in the reform
ist unions. Some months ago, the official 
Stalinist party formed a new trade union 
federation—and made a mess of it. There 
was a terrific beating of drums, the coun
try  was flooded with wall propaganda 
(such as "600,000 revolutionary workers 
join the Red International of Labor 
Unions” ), a trade union congress was held 
in Montevideo, where they were glad to 
welcome one Rafael Greco who previously 
was deported from Russia as an agent 
of the capitalists. One hundred thousand 
Argentine pesos were spent and the re
sult was a fake federation with a real 
membership in a ll of South America of— 
848 members, resentment and antagonism 
of the union members of other colors, and 
unpopularity for the Communists in gen
eral as the dividers of the trade unions. 
As for the unofficial Communist Party 
(Penelon group) it is betwen the devil 
and the deep sea. I t  fights the official par
ty tooth and nail but is mortally afraid 
of offending the E. C. C. I. As for the 
international situation, the Russian Com
munist Opposition, Stalin, Bucharin, etc., 
etc.,—Mum! “ There ain’t no such animal”.

The revolutionary instinct of the mass
es here can’t get over the deportation of 
Trotsky. We’ve seen something like it in 
South America. The fascist Ibanez de
ported some Communists to Peru, Peru de
ported to Ecuador, Ecuador sent them back 
to Chile and the Ibanez sent them to the 
isle of Mas Afuera—the island of Robin
son Crusoe—and we have heard no more 
about them.

—R. GUINNEY.
Buenos Aires,
November, 1929.
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Lovestone and the Russian Revolution
The attitude of the Lovestone group, 

as well as the Right wing in the Interna
tional Communist movement, towards the 
¡present position of the Russian revolution 
as one of the most accurate tests of the 
distance they have put between themselves 
and Communism in a brief period of time.

Why is the Russian revolution still 
the best touchstone for the revolutionary 
movement? Its place in the history of the 
epoch makes i t  that.

The Bolshevik revolution in  1917 came 
a t the end of three years of war and social 
democratic betrayal. I t  cut the first big 
breach in the hitherto solid walls of world 
imperialism. In one country, at least, the 
¿revolutionary movement had become the 
revolutionary state against which the rest 
« f the world tore with venomous hatred. 
Bo far as the class conscious workers were 
concerned, its existence was a command to 
choose: either the side of the Soviet repub
l ic  and world revolution, or the side of the 
national bourgeoisie and world imperialism. 
¡¡The years that followed the Bolshevik re- 
Urolution sifted the ranks of the proletariat 
and its representatives into black and red. 
TPhe intermediate color of Centrism was 
Wiped out in the course of struggle. There 
.remained as the two main streams in the 
working class: Ctfmmunism, the fighters 
Jfor Russia as the first fortress of the world 
(revolution, and social democracy, the 
¡agency utilized by imperialism in the ranks 
of labor against the world revolution. These 
two main currents still exist and struggle.

The Revolution and the International
The command to choose between red 

and black was made additionally imperat
ive by the foundation of the Third Inter
national. I t  may be said that i t  came out 
jot the ruins of the Second International or 
kfce carnage of imperialist war. But w ith
out the Bolshevik revolution, which inaug
urated a new era in world history, the for
mation of the Communist International 
would have been highly improbable, if  not 
actually inconceivable. The proof of this 
can be found, inversely, i f  one w ill imagine 
¿he overthrow of the Soviet Union. The 
Communist International—at least in its 
present form—would be smashed, even as 
the First International after the fa ll of the 
■Paris Commune, In brief, the broadest and 
most substantial foundation of the Com
munist International, which brought new 
dife, hope and spirit of struggle into the 
«ranks of labor, has been and remains the 
«ovist Union. Their fates are inextricably 
combined.

The main argument in 1919-21 of the 
eocial democratic leaders, particularly of 
¡the semi-Left type, against affiliation to the 
Comintern was based on the ingenious 
theory of the “ separability”  of the Interna
tional and the Soviet republic. From H ill- 
«luit to Bauer they argued in this manner:

“ We are and w ill be supporters of the 
¡Russian revolution, I t  is an event of tre
mendous historical import. But Marx said 

How they could quote Marx!) that the 
struggle of the proletariat is a national 
struggle, that is, i t  must deal with its na
tional bourgeoisie first. The Bolsheviks are 
¡¡excellent fellows and the Mensheviks have 
undoubtedly made many blunders. But that 
Is a Russian question. How can we in New 
York or Chicago—thousands of miles away 
►-presume to take a final, decisive position 
¡on issues that have been moot problems 
jttor more than a decade in the Russian 
movement itself and about which we have 
so little  information? Why should we be
come the ta il to the kite of one of the fac
tions in the Russian social democracy? Let 
¡the Russian comrades solve their own prob
lems. We w ill solve ours. We w ill affiliate 
neither to the Third nor to the Second. In  
fact, to avoid being tied either to the Bol
shevik or Menshevik faction, we may (and 
¡they did) form an intermediate Internation
a l which w ill suport (?) the Russian revo
lu tion  and even endorse the Soviet form 
o f government and the dictatorship of the 
pro.etariat,”

“ A Tail to a Russian Kite”
The refusal to “ become ta il to the kite 

inf one of the factions in the Russian social 
'democracy”—whatever the “ good”  reasons 
given—was in  actuality, as later events 
¡Remonstrated, a refusal to take the side of 
(the Russian working class and its leaders, 
the Bolshevik Party, In order, in the end, 
to  fa ll into the arms of the Mensheviks, 
Who represented another class and another 
order of society.

The Russian revolution and the issues 
It raised so sharply in the movement were 
the knives that cut between the Hillquits, 
Bauers, MacDonalds, Longuets, Weises, 
and later the Frossards, Levis and New- 
bolds—on the one hand, and the Com
munists on the other. That knife has be
come a huge steel wall dividing them per
manently.

Today, the test in which H illqu it and

Co. failed in 1917 and 1919, is applied, 
under changed circumstances, in the Com
munist movement itself. This time i t  is the 
International Right wing that is failnig it  
is Lovestone who is traversing the well- 
worn path of his social democratic prede
cessors.

That Lovestone protests a thousand 
times his praise for the Soviet Union and 
its socialist progress, that he announces a 
thousand times his opposition to imperialist 
intervention, does not mean very much in 
the case. Oswald Garrison Villard, the 
prince of liberals, says the same thing. He 
is also pleasantly astonished at the social
ist progress of the Soviet Union; he also 
opposes intervention. That is not the es
sential test of the revolutionary.

The test appears in Lovestone’s state
ment on the capitulation of Bucharin 
which is entirely n accord with the position 
tion of the Brandler and other Right wing 
groups in Europe: ‘‘Our struggle has never 
been nor can i t  he an appendix to any indi
vidual or group in the C. P. S. U., victorious 
or defeated. Indeed, the Russian questions 
never became issues in our struggle. Never 
at any time was any attempt made to pro
vide trustworthy official information on the 
Russian question nor were the Parties ever 
requested to take a stand on these ques
tions on the basis of actual information.” 

Lovestone Wants “ Information”
I t  may be said, in passing, that this 

“ lack of actual information” never worried 
Lovestone for the five years during which 
he was in the front ranks of those who 
heaped the mud of vileness and slander 
on the heads of Trotsky and the Russian 
Opposition, in  the struggle against them, 
Lovestone was quite w illing to be an ap
pendix first to Zinoviev, then to Stalin and 
finally to Bucharin. The “ Russian ques
tions” were exceedingly important “ issues” 
in Loyestone's struggle then! So important, 
in fact, that at the last Party convention 
he was able to turn from suporting Bucha
rin  to introducing a motion to denounce 
him; then go to Moscow and acclaim him; 
then to turn back to the United States and, 
today, renounce him! But more on this 
some other time.

What is the signifigance of Love- 
stone's (and Brandler’s) refusal to “be an 
appendix” to any group in the Russian 
Communist Party? I t  is a renunciation 
not only of the right, but of the fundament
al duty of every Communist in every per
iod. Why? Simply because the class 
struggle raging in the Soviet Union today 
is reflected and expressed through the con

tending groups in the Bolshevik party, not 
quite as plainly as between the Bolsheviks 
and Mensheviks In 1917 but just as surely. 
The political monopoly of the Communist 
Party inevitably transfers the struggles of 
the classes in Russia (proletariat, peasant
ry, Nepmen, Kulak, etc.,) into the Party 
itself. The groups that have been formed 
represent various class interests: The Len
inist Opposition (Trotsky), the most con
scious sections of the proletariat; the 
Right (Bucharin-Rykov), the interests ot 
the Kulak and Thermidorian elements (cap
ita list restoration): and the Centre (Stalin) 
which flounders in between. When the 
Right wing washes its hands of this 
struggle by refusing to participate active
ly against the forces represented by the 
Bucharin faction, it  is washing its hands 
of the fate of the Russian revolution. And 
that irrespective of all its good wishes.

But one does not wash one’s hands 
of a Russian revolution so easily! I t  exists, 
it  fights, it  commands a choice. Lovestone, 
who formally repudiates “ a li” Russian fac
tions, does so in order to be able more 
easily to build a national “ Communist” 
movement like Stalin and Bucharin build 
socialism—in one country alone. But Love- 
stone's repudiation is one of convenience 
and formality only. Every line he writes 
on the Russian situation breathes the view
point of the Bucharin group “ about which 
we have so little  information.

The Choice Fust Be Made
The international revolutionary move

ment has again been called upon by the 
Russian revolution to make its choice. To 
attempt to have a correct policy nationally 
without a correct international basis is the 
very essence of social-democracy and the 
antithesis of Communist internationalism. 
Wash your hands of the “ Russian issues” 
upon which the fate of the revolution de
pends; and you wash your hands of the In 
ternational Communist movement which 
would be smashed simultaneously with the 
collapse of victorious Bolshevism in Russia. 
That is Loyestone's path. We go the other 
way. The Stalinists have a foot walking 
in each direction.

Let the Philistines and “ national Bol
sheviks” make the proud announcements of 
their liberation from the control of a “ Rus
sian faction” , as H illqu it did not so many 
years ago. As for us, we are an insepar
able part of an international faction, led 
by the Russian Opposition. In our sup
port to this Opposition we express our 
struggle for the heritage of Bolshevism and 
the October Revolution.—M. S.

same Browder who, on orders from Stalin, 
belabored Bucharin most mercilessly, de

nounced him as a Right winger seeking a 
united front with the Trotskyists, must now 
maintain a discreet and humiliating silence 
on the subject. A bare 48 hours after he 
proclaimed the united front of Bucharin 
and Trotsky, Bucharin actually united with 
Stalin. The big struggle by Stalin and his 
chief lieutenant Browder against the Rus
sian Right wing is now over. Bucharin is 
no longer a renegade.

How does Browder know that he w ill 
not get an order tomorrow to quit scolding 
Lovestone and Co.? To take them back into 
the party? Anything is possible under the 
swift tempo of the third period. A ll Stalin 
has to do is to make the decision, send 
the cable, and Browder w ill have to turn 
out an article justifying the new right
about-face. That w ill not be a very enjoy
able task, even for so w illing an artisan as 
Browder. The way for Browder to avoid 
the the consequent humiliation is not to 
write his nonsense now in order to be able 
to write his nonsense later with less 
qualms of conscience.

Our advice is given without malice or 
enmity. I t  is, as we said, intended only to 
preserve Browder for the future. As to 
what earthly use a Browder can be in the 
future, there IS a point, we'll admit. But it  
needn't be made an issue of now: that 
bridge can be cressed when we get to it.

H ail the W e e k ly  M ilitan t!
The first appearance of the Weekly 

Militant, after months of sacrifice, the 
canvass of hundreds of Left-wing and re
volutionary workers, of scraping together 
and collecting our pennies, signally marks 
to us the triumph of a fearless, honest 
Leninist determination in face of tile reac
tionary forces at present in American labor 
movement.

To us, the Weekly M ilitant is the living 
concrete, incontestable vndication of our 
unshaking confidence that here in the 
Unted States, the citadel of world imperial
ism, there can be founded and built a 
movement based on the revolutionary ex
perience of history as taught by Marx and 
Lenin and at the same time sending its 
roots deep into the soil of the American 
class struggle.

After our expulsions from the Commu
nist Party it  seemed at first that the Stalin 
course would be completely victorious. The 
entire prestige and moral authority of the 
Comintern was wielded in a concentrated 
attack upon us. But in time, our analysis 
that Centrism has no consstent principle or 
policy, but staggers between Communism 
and reformism, became strikingly clear. 
Each, new zig-zag brings forth more 
damage and shame to the cause of Com
munism. The most recent “ new line” of the 
Party is towards the “ Left” . After the ex
pulsion of the Left Communists, however, 
this maneuver does not deceive us. I t  is 
merely the preparation for a d rift of the 
ruling faction back to the Right—-and that 
in the near future.

By throwing overboard the precious 
teachings of Lenin and the Comintern on 
the united front, democratic centralism, the 
role of the party, etc., the present leader
ship flounders without landmarks, without 
a clear course, from one extreme policy to 
another, sinking s till further into the bog 
of factionalism generated by this lack of 
principle. This is demonstrated in a multi
plying host of abuses perpetrated by the 
party, from Cleveland and the needle 
trades scandals to the miners’ union and 
the cooperatives on the Range. The present 
course, completely eliminated the party as 
a constructive factor, and, i f  persisted in, 
w ill call for merciless exposure and revolu
tionary struggle from the Bolshevik-Lenin- 
ists.

The Daily Worker, once a promising 
spokesman of American Communism, has 
now degenerated into a faction paper of 
the Stalin clique. On the other hand, the 
straighforward, critical, revolutionary tone 
and content of the M ilitant appeals to our 
shopmates and is winning ever wider sup
port. We must resolutely assume the tre
mendous task in spite of a ll difficult
ies, of winning over to the side of Com
munism the many millions of the American 
working class.

In  the words of Trotsky: “ We stand 
at the helm of Bolshevism. You w ill not 
tear us from the working class.. . .  We w ill 
not surrender the October revolution to the 
politics of Stalin. . . .  The proletariat thinks 
slowly, but i t  thinks strong. Our Platform 
w ill hasten this process.”

And our Weekly M ilitant w ill hasten 
this process. I t  is a great step towards the 
victory of the revolutionary unity of our 
party and of the Communist International.

Minneapolis branch of the 
Communist League of America

Friendly A dv ice  to an Unfriendly Critic
first “ Communist” minister of agriculture 
in the Hankow' government. At the Plenums 
of the Comintern he would proudly boast 
of how severely the first manifestations of 
Chinese Trotskyism had been defeated by 
him. One day he quit cold. The Trotsky- 
k ille r became the leader of a Kuo Min Tang 
Left wing, a foe of Communism. His fight 
against “ Trotskyism” was a mask for his 
fight against the Chinese revolution.

Take Pepper. Was there a more fe- 
rocius or consistent “ exposer” of Trotsky
ism than he? Do not all his old writings 
against the Opposition read word for word 
like Browdder’s? Of course they do. And 
where is this noble knight today? That 
gruesome fate overtook him too. He was 
sunk without a trace.

There were Jilek and Hais in Czecho
slovakia. No more unyielding opponents 
of the Opposition could be found. Came 
a test. Now they are moving towards social 
democracy so fast you can't see them for 
dust.

And Lovestone. And Wolfe. They are a 
living lesson for Browder. Only a year ago, 
when they expelled us from the party with 
Browder’s enthusiastic support, they free
ly  predicted that we would travel with 
camp of the renegades,’ that we would soon 
“ express train speed” to the international 
camp of the renegades. That we would 
be in one united front with Brandler and 
Co., etc. One year passed. We were not and 
are not with Brandler. But Lovestone, that 
wholesale consumer of Trotskyists, he IS 
with Brandler!

Were space to permit, and i f  these were 
not already enough, additional instances 
could be adduced by the score.

Yes, Browder should quit w riting on 
the subject, for who knows what tomorrow 
w ill bring? The same comrade who today 
rashly announces that we have a “ united 
front” with Lovestone and Co., with the 
Right wing, may have to eat crow—a most 
unwholesome dish—a week from now. The

We refer, of course, to this man Brow
der, who has become theoretician, pract
ician and general master of ceremonies in 
the great ideological war against “ Trotsky
ism” in the United States. And our friendly 
advice to him is to quite writing on a sub
ject that requires stronger heads, and turn 
to  fields that are less dangerous, require 
less falsification and less understanding. 
We hasten to assure Browder, lest he suc
cumb to a baseless vanity at his own prow
ess which would be ignoble in such a 
leader, that his “ heavy assaults” cause us 
no sleepless nights. Our advice is moti
vated only by an anxiety to preserve him 
and his reputation for the future.

I f  Browder w ill only reflect for a mo
ment he w ill see that our advice is sound 
and free from all questionable motives. 
There have been Trotsky-killers galore in 
the past, veritable armies of them, and 
one by one they have disappeared from the 
scene or gone to that side of the barricades 
where they accused Trotsky of being. I t  
is quite clear that a gruesome fate ac
companies the path of all these anti-Trotsky 
heroes.

Remember Mr. Bessedoysky
Take Bessedovsky. He expelled Trotsky 

and Rakovsky from the Party. He took 
over some of the work Rakovsky had been 
doing as Soviet Ambassador to France. He 
denounced Trotsky as a counter-revolu
tionary and an ally of the “ Wrangel of
ficer.” Then one dark night he slipped out 
of the window of the Soviet embassy into 
the hands of the Miliukovs and Kerenskys.

Take Paul Marion, another great war
rior against Trotskyism. He was head of 
the agitation and propoganda department 
of the French Communist Party. A ll the 
theses and denunciations against the Op
position emanated from hs office. Even as 
Browder does today, he used to “ prove” 
the “ united front of the renegades” . Then 
one bright day, he skipped out of Russia 
and joined the reformist enemies of the 
revolution as an “ exposer”  of Bolshevism 
and its “ brutality and utopianism.”  ffl

Or Tang Pin-San. He was the leader 
of the Chinese Communist Party and the
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The Russian Opposition Replies to the Capitulators
By Christian RakovskyThe departure of the capitulators from 

the Opposition served as an impetus to the 
formation of a crisis, which was ripening 
within the Opposition (mass arrests, prov
ocations everywhere, solitary confinement, 
the hard material conditions of the exiles 
as a result of the reduction of the allowance 
by half, the banishment of L. Trotsky, etc., 
and on the other hand a certain division in 
the Opposition caused by the “ Left course” 
of the Centrist Leadership.) Without the 
severe persecutions, the Left course would 
have pushed new sympathizers into the 
ranks of the Opposition because it  would 
signify the intellectual bankruptcy of Cen
trism. But it  is just as true to say that 
without the new course the persecutions 
would not have had the same effect, which 
they have now achieved. The “ Left course” 
played the part of fig-leaf for a Centrist 
decay and opportunism.

Between Two Fires
It  is superfluous to characterize the 

methods of persecution. We’l l  note only 
that i t  manifested itself not in open vio
lence alone but also in depriving the Oppo
sition of the elementary rights of corres
pondence, and in the "technical aid” of its 
own particular kind which the G. P. TJ. ex
tended to the capitulators, reaching the 
point where the apparatus itself, at least 
in certain localities, distributed the docu
ments of the capitulators. Some of the 
capitulators, staying with the Opposition, 
acted according to the instructions of the 
apparatus (Istchenko) or according to the 
preliminary agreement with it, negotiations 
between Preobrazhensky and Yaroslavsky, 
or Preobrazhensky and Ordjonikidze) 
that the "bombardment” of the Opposition 
w ill proceed from two shores: the Cen
tr is t and the Oppositionists’. The Oppo
sition was caught between two fires. The 
famous "freedom of correspondence” actu
a lly amounted to a real freedom for the 
capitulators alone, and to an "abstract 
freedom” for the Leninist Opposition. I t  
must be noticed also that even here a spec
ial differentiated postal policy was applied: 
the documents of the capitulators were not 
allowed to reach those comrades from 
whom a definite resistance could have been 
expected. Answer« to the capitulators’ 
documents were suppressed entirely.'

The intellectual crisis had begun a l
ready a year ago last April. Preobrazhen
sky and Badek were the inciters of the “ re
valuation of values” . The first with a certain 
consistency, the second, as usual, wriggling 
and making jumps from the very extreme 
Left position to the very extreme Right and 
back again. Radek, by the way, reproached 
Preobrazhensky for his negotiations with 
Yaroslavsky.

Preobrazhensky was writing and say
ing approximately the following: “ The Cen
trists’ leadership is beginning to fu lfill one 
part of the Platform, its economic part; 
as far as the political part of the Platform 
goes—it  w ill be realized by life itself. The 
Opposition has fulfilled its historical mis
sion, i t  has exhausted its values. I t  ought 
to come back to the Party and rely on the 
natural course of events.”

Thus the question of the interpretation 
Of the Platform created two camps: the 
revolutionary Leninist camp fighting for the 
realization of its whole Platform, as for
merly the Party fought for the whole pro
gram, and the opportunist capitulatory 
camp, which expressed its readiness to be 
satisfied w ith the "industrialization”  and 
the collective farming policy, not giving a 
thought to the fact that without the realiza
tion of the political part of the Platform the 
whole socialist construction might fly  up 
In the air.

Defects in  the Opposition 
The Opposition, which came out of the 

Party, is not free, in certain of its sections, 
from the defects and habits cultivated by 
the apparatus year after year. I t  is not 
free, first of all, from a certain dose of 
philistinism. The bureacratic atavism is 
especially hard to k i l l  in those Opposition
ists .who used to stand closest to the lead
ership of the Party or the Soviet apparatus. 
I t  is infected partly with the fetichism of 
the Party book in contrast to loyalty to the 
Party itself, to its ideals, i t  historical task 
—loyalty inherent only in  those who still 
wapt to fight further for the reformation of 
the Party. Finally, i t  is not free from that 
most injurious psychology of the falsifiers 
of Leninism, which was cultivated by the 
same apparatus. That is why each cap
itulator, running away from the Opposition, 
w ill not miss a chance to kick Trotsky with 
his small hoof, shod with the nails of the 
Yaroslavsky-Radek factory. In  different 
conditnOnei itlfis inheritance Of the appar
atus would De eataly outgrown. In  the1 
; resent conditions of heavy repression i t  
' out on the body of the Opposition in

the form of an eruption of capitulators. 
The sifting out of those who did not think 
the Platform through to the end, who 
dream of quiet comfort, naively hiding it 
under the desire to take part in “ grandi
ose fights” was inevitable. Moreover, this 
sifting out may have a salutary effect on 
the ranks of the Opposition. Those w ill 
stay in who do not regard the Platform as a 
sort of restaurant menu from which any
one can pick out a dish according to his 
own taste. The Platform was and remains 
the war-banner of Leninism, and only its 
complete realization can lead the Party and 
the proletarian land out of the blind alley 
into which they were herded by the Cen
tr is t leadership.

Those who understand that precisely 
the fight of the Opposition is that “grand
iose fight” on the issue of which depends 
the future of socialist construction, the

fate of the Soviet power, of the world revo
lution—those w ill not desert their posts.

As a leit-motif in the theses of the cap
itulators, the same thought was repeated 
again and again: We must return to the 
Party. One who does not know the story 
of our expulsion from the Party might 
think that we left i t  ourselves and volun
tarily  went into exile. To put the question 
that way means to transfer the responsi
b ility  for our being in exile and out of the 
Party from the Right-Centrist leadership to 
the Opposition.

We were in the Party and we wished 
to stay in  it  even when the Right-Centrist 
leadership denied the very necessity of 
drawing up any kind of a five-year plan, 
and calmly encouraged “ the Kulaks grow
ing into socialism” . S till more do we wish 
to be in  the Party now, when—even if 
only in  one part of it—a Left turn is taking 
place, and when i t  has gigantic task3 before 
i t  to fu lfill. But the question before us is 
of an entirely different order: W ill we 
agree to go off the Leninist line to please 
Centrist Opportunism? The greatest enemy 
of the proletarian dictatorship—is a dis
honest attitude towards one’s convictions. 
I f  the Party leadership, imitating the Cath
olic church, which at his death-bed compels 
an atheist to be converted to Catholicism, 
extorts from the Oppositionists a recogni
tion of imaginary mistakes and a denial of 
their own Leninist convictions, it  loses, by 
this very fact, every right to be respected. 
The Oppositionist who changes his convic
tions over-night deserves only complete 
scorn. This practise developes a clamor
ous, light-minded sceptical attitude towards 
Leninism, the typical representative of 
which Radek has again become, gener
ously scattering to the Right and to the 
Left his philistine aphorisms about "mod
eration” . The types of Shchedrin* are eter
nal. They are reproduced by each epoch 
of social-political relations, with only their 
historical costumes changed.

Arguments of the Capitulators
One of the favorite methods of the 

capitulators is to sow panic by represent
ing the present conditions in the country 
as “ pre-Kronstadt conditions” (Preobra
zhensky’s expression). On his way to Mos
cow, at the Ishim station, Radek repre
sented the struggle between the Rights 
and Centrists as similar to that which took 
place in the Convention on the eve of the 
9th of Thermidor (French revolution). He 
said: "They are preparing arrests for each 
other.”  Radek pointed out also that the 
Rights might get hold of the majority in 
the Central Committee and the Central 
Control Commission, although out of 
approximately 300 members and candidates 
in  the last Plenum, the Rights did not get 
more than a dozen votes. The same people 
who, in their declaration of July 13, assert 
that the Centrist leadership has completely 
prevented the back-sliding or the "ro lling” 
(as they delicately express themselves so 
as to save the virginal modesty of the 
leadership) are ¡now saying. In other cif-*

•A  famous Russian satirist of the late
1890’s.

cumstances, something altogether different 
Which to believe? But even if  we accept 
the first hypothesis, does it not follow from 
that, that we must sacrifice Leninism to 
Centrist opportunism? Of course not!

In the brief periods of his intellectual 
enlightment, Radek understood this per
fectly. Last year, after the July plenum of 
the Central Committee, he wrote to Ra
kovsky in Astrachan that Stalin had com
pletely surrendered his position, that the 
Rights w ill seize power, that Thermidor is 
on the threshold, that what the Leninist 
Opposition has got to do is to preserve the 
“ theoretical heritage of Leninism.” A po
litica l person must take into considera
tion the posible variations of events in the 
fututre, but his tactics would become risky 
adventurism i f  he were to base them only 
upon confused suppositions. The following 
small example shows how imperinissable i t

is: I. N. Smirnov supposed that the C. C., 
in view of the difficult conditions in the 
country, would not demand from the tr in ity  
a capitulatory document. But seeing the 
negotiations slow up, Smfrnow wrote a 
postal card on July 12: “ I think, that the 
alleviation of the crisis (the harvest) play
ed a definite part in it.”  The capitulators 
themselves, by the way, spread rumors 
about the conciliatory moods of the Cen
tris t leadership towards the Rights, in  con
nection with the above-mentioned harvest. 
I t  is doubtful if  even those moods are last
ing. The liquidation of the Right leaders, 
their removal from leading posts, seems to 
be a settled question.

Radek is “Always Ready!”
The Centrist leadership cleared the way 

to the Left and to the right so as to 
maneuver itself. I f  it  makes up its mind to 
a new swing to the Right, the removal of 
the Right leaders w ill insure it  against the 
loss of power. Exactly in the same way, it  
is indispensable for it  to remove the Left 
Opposition: to remove a political group 
which could stand at the head of the 
Left current in the party, and which is 
now fighting particularly against bureau
cratic methods of rationalization at the ex
pense of the working class. In answer to 
a question about Trotsky, Radek said at 
Ishim: “ We may have to make concessions 
to the peasants, and Trotsky w ill accuse us 
of Thermidorianism.” Does this mean that 
some kind of rumor has already reached 
Radek’s trained ear, or is i t  that, wishing 
to please the hidden, desires ofth e Centrist 
leadership, this political “ Communist 
youth”  shouts in advance: "Always ready!” 
No one can guarantee that in case of a new 
grain strike, the Centrist leadership w ill 
not jump from Article 107—against the 
Kulak—to the Neo-Nep. On the contrary, it  
is very probable that they w ill.

•  • e
The declaration of the trio  on July 13, 

is a false and opportunist document. One 
part of i t  is a continuation of the work 
which the three havo been conducted al
ready last year, and especially in the latest 
months, spreading false notions about the 
opinions prevalent among the Opposition. 
By bringing the accusation against Trotsky 
and the Opposition, pretending that they 
assert that power is not in the hands of the 
working class, that Trotsky is "revising 
Leninism”  and that the Opposition as 
a whole is going towards the creation of a 
new party, the three capitulators furnish, 
by this very fact, a new weapon to the 
party leadership for the further persecu
tion of the Opposition. In its second part, 
thedeclaration of July 13 tries to rehabili
tate not only the majority of the C. C. but 
also the whole past policy of the Right- 
Center bloc. The policy of the Right Center 
bloc, which promoted the strengthening of 
the class enemy, is now being presented as 
a "Leninist” nolicy; the policy of the Le
ninist Opposition, on the contrary, under 
the, direct influence of which the line of 
the party, if  even but partially, was straight
ened out—is presented on ",..............
W ith their declaration of the
trio  openly ...........

corruption of Leninism in which the majo*. 
ity is engaged. Instead of a Marxist discus
sion of the concrete changes that took 
place in the Soviet state during its ex
istence (its ecou-v-'i-. political and jurid
ical institutions and in the relationships ol 
classes in tuu c»..r.uv, the capitulators 
began a metaphysical argument about the 
“ nature”  and the “ essence" of the prole- 
tarism dictatorship in general. They imi
tate the chaff-threshing metaphysicians, 
scholiasts and sophists against whom every 
page and line of the works of Marx, Engels 
and Lenin rebel. This, from the standpoint 
of historical materialism, good-for-nothing 
argument has nevertheless pursued a defi
nite practical goal. Uncermoniously dis
torting the texts taken from the documents 
of their adversaries, replacing the terms 
"Centrism” and “ Centrist leadership” with 
the terms "Soviet government” and “ pro
letarian dictatorship” , the capitulators in
tended to approach, step by step, to the 
point where they could call Centrism one 
hundred percent Leninism. To call such 
methods of polemics anything but theoret
ical forgery, is impossible.

What Radek & Co. OTerloked
In their document, the capitulators 

write: “ We overlooked (!) the fact that the 
policy of the C. C. was and remains Lenin
ist” . How does it happen that it  “ was** 
Leninist, when it  was one half enected 
by the Rights, against whom the capitu
lators call for a struggle in the same do
cument? But you cannot demand from 
people who have acepted the road of intel
lectual capitulation to be logical. Even be
fore the actual presentation of their declrf. 
ration, the trio  were getting the comrades 
in exile ready for their “ evolution.” Al
ready in a letter from Radek to Barnaoul. 
on May 21, the word "Centrism” disappears 
and in its place appears a “Stalinist 
nucleus,” which proves to be more Left 
than the workers' sector of the party. Ia  
the document "Questions and Answei * — 
a commentary on the draft of the declara
tion with which Preobrazhensky had left 
for Moscow—the term “Centrism”  is al
ready put in quotation marks. But while 
wearing out the front steps of the C. C., 
Preobrazhensky lost the quotation mark* 
as well as the term itself, together with his 
draft of the declaration. Some people as
sert that there never was but one copy of 
that draft made. Probably Preobrazhensky 
did not want to leave any material traces 
of the swift metamorphoses to which his 
sociological “ nature” was doomed. Neither 
was anything left of the heroic pose which 
Smilga, on the trip  from Minusinnslc to 
Moscow, assumed against Centrism.

The basic issue between the capitula
tors and the Leninist Opposition was and 
remains Centrism. To those wrhose memory 
is short, i t  is necessary to recall how Cen
trism was defined by the Platform. Centr
ism, as Its name testifies, represents a ten
dency “ to sit on the fence” : I t  does not 
consistently reflect either the interests of 
the proletariat or the interests of the bour
geoisie. Centrism is distinguished by its 
eclecticism. I t  introduced into Communism 
its own intellectual substitutes, like the 
building of socialism in one country, the 
development—without conflict—of socialist 
economy, making middle peasants out of 
the whole peasantry, and similar inventions. 
The Platform regarded as the basis of 
Centrism the "upravlentzy”—the party and 
Soviet bureaucracy, breaking away more 
and more from the working class and 
aspiring to life jobs, or according to 
Preobrazhensky in “Questions and Ans
wers”—"hereditary”  ones.

The third peculiarity of the apparatus- 
centrist group consists, according to the 
Platform, in its desire to substitute itself 
for the party in seizing more and more 
power in its hands, in a haughty and scorn
fu l attitude towards the masses—especially 
towards the unskilled workers and farm 
hands, in. intolerance of discussions and 
persecution of the Left Opposition |“ Fire to 
the Le ft!” )

The Capitulators Turn to Slander
Powerless to fight the Leninist Opyosi- 

tion with the aid of the Platform, seeing 
that i t  is impossible to acquire any con
siderable number of sympathizers by meta
physical tight-rope walking around the 
"essence” of power, the capitulators turn
ed to slander—a favorite method of every 
theoretically beaten movement. They ac
cused Trotsky of playig with the “ idea” of 
a revolt and the "idea of a bloc with the 
Rights” . I t  is a double hypocrisy when 
such accusations come from people who 
know the complete and enduring loyalty 
of Trotsky not only to the Soviet govern
ment but also to his enemies inthe par It* 
On tlie ir part, accusations of this sort are 

Continued on Page 2

Concurrently with the drawing up of their declaration, Rakovsky, Okudjava and 
Kossior drew up an extensive principle thesis in which they characterize the conditions 
in the country and in the Party, define the meaning and tasks of the declaration of 
July 22. These theses, in manuscript form, received a wide dstribution among the 
exiles and in the country. After a considerable delay, the two copies of the concluding 
chapter of the thesis reached us. In  view of its size we can only give extracts from 
it here.

Since some very "radical”  critics saw in the declaration of Rakovsky almost a 
capitulation, we present here first of a ll that part of the theses in which Rakovsky 
characterizes the capitulators (Radek, Preobrazhensky, Smilga) and the tendency to
wards capitulation in general.
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LETTERS FROM  THE M IL ITA N TS
AN OPPOSITIONIST IN BERLIN

Berlin, Germany.
Pear Comrades:

The Party Is facing a pretty serious 
Situation. Based on Thaelmann’s estima
tion  of the revolutionary ripeness of con
ditions, the party press is developing ever 
more and more a "barrikadenphilosophie” . 
(At the other end, the social democracy, Se
wering, Zoergiebel and Co., are more than, 
meeting the fighting manifestoes of the’ 
Bote Fahne half way. After the general 
appeal of the party against the prohibition 
• f  the Red Front Fighters, the R. F. wrote 
Chat “a ll that the masses need is arms”  and 
Che police would be beaten to bits. At the 
Bed October demonstration in Lustgarten 
filé  police answered with fighting cordons 
a f  Schupo (police) ready to attack. The 
nervousness of the police and the increas
in g  boldness of the R. F. lead many out
siders to believe that the party has some
th ing  up its sleeve, especially since it 
•penly and daringly quotes Lenin’s letter 
S f September 17.

But from all that is apparent, the or
ganizational weaknes of the party can be 
Belt. The party lost the cable-layers’ strike, 
I t  failed to organize a militant resistance 
to the reduction of unemployment insur
ance and has not at a ll reacted on the 
Noung Plan. I  can’t  put my finger on any
thing definite, but witnessing demonstra
tions and meetings gives me the impress
ion that the German Communist Party is 
Ao: prepared for the task it seems to have 
cut out for itself. I  hope I  have a wrong 
Impression.

To add to this, there are the scandals 
In which party leaders or former leaders 
llave had a hand. This doesn’t increase— 
to say the least—the confidence of the 
masses in the party. Outside of that there 
Is  the struggle in the leadership itself. 
Neumann and Remmele vs. Thaelmann. A 
temporary truce seems to have been establ
ished but the whole affair breathes i l l  
ptnens.

Brandler is developing along the lines 
Indicated by comrade Trotsky in his 
Various letters. He has established pretty 
firm  connections with the Czecho-Slovakian, 
the French (Alsace-Lorraine) and the Aus
trian Rights, no doubt with Lovestone too. 
The strength of the Brandlerists here in 
¡Berlin is negligible. In  the province there 
may be a different story. Thalhelmer is 
making a great play for the shaky elements 
among the party members and the left 
social democrats with his “ national pro
gram” , which is an opportunist reform plat
form slightly favored with Leninist phrases. 
In  contrast to the Stalinists, who call it  
the party of Lenin, the Brandlerists speak 
• f  the party of Liebknecht and Luxem
burg. This- seems significant to me. There 
lies a grain of their opportunist alms. 
Further, they bring forth the point that 
they mean to follow Lenin "in  spirit” , 1. 
©., the “ spirit” of Leninism, not its words 
(as—they saw—the Stalinists do, with their 
long quotations).

M. N. Roy is their Comintern expert. He 
Writes long and demagogical articles, as 
equivocal as can be, about the leadership 
In the C. I. and the C. P. S. U., about de
mocratic centralization, organizational pro
blems, etc. On the first point, he is w illing 
to  give the C. P. S. U. a “ place of honor” 
In the C. I. and nothing more. He begins 
by saying that the C. P. S. U. is quite 
correct in its line in Russia, .only to end 
up with the old Bucharinist arguments 
about the collapse of the financial system, 
etc.

On the second point, he speaks of each 
party “ working out its own national pro
blems and the collective elaboration of the 
international problems,”  which means leav
ing a minimum of points for a program of 
International action, or a revival of the 
pre-war Second Internatonal. Number 
three: he thnks that since the parties, ac
cording to Piatnitsky’s last report, have not 
been able up to now to build their organ
izations on a factory nucleus system, they 
w ill never be able to do so an'd ought to 
give up the idea—whch would make room 
for a broad opportunist policy in the trade 
unions.

Most generally, the writers in Gegen 
den Strom (Brandlerist central organ) 
draw the analogy between the crisis in  the 
F irst International before its disruption 
and the present crisis in the Comintern. 
They seem to predict that just as the First 
International broke up because of anarch
ism, the Tihrd w ill break up because of 
the ultra-Leftism of the present: line 
Which,, they say, is akin to anarchism. .Then 
they; go on to speak of decades' of peaceful 
growth and the need of mass parties “ for 
whicn the Second International was found-

International? By the dialectical fates it is 
thus willed! Already Hausen wants the 
slogan to be issued: We must become THE 
party and Thalheimer may shout ten 
times: “ We are only a tendency (richtung) 
in Communism, but .the little  speculation a- 
bout where the present line may end” 
breathes unmistakably with Hausen’s 
words and spirit.

There is much to write about.the Len- 
inbund, but at present I ’l l  confine myself to 
a few points.

From all appearance, the Leninbund i t 
self and the International Left wing as 
well are passing through a severe critical 
period. In  such a period it  should be the 
duty of the various Left leaders to strive 
for clarification, for precision in theory 
and tactic. Unfortunately, we get no such 
picture from the doings in the Leninbund.

Aside from the internal weaknesses 
there is a lack of sharp demarcation from 
the Rights. In  more than one case, articles 
in the Volkswille might easily have fitted 
into Gegen den Strom, especially those ar
ticles of a critical nature. But to get back 
to the internal troubles. The muddled 
theoretical articles -of Urbahns in the Fah
ne des Kommunismus remind me a great 
deal of the party discussion in the U.S. be
fore the last convention, where the inge-

In the lockout of 2,500 Chicago Union 
cleaners and dyers, lasting for a period 
of two weeks, during the month cf Nov
ember, the workers clearly recognized the 
issue as being the one of the continued 
life and existence of the union. I t  there
fore becomes a rather sad commentary 
upon the situation to find these workers 
back at their jobs on open shop conditions 
pending further negotiations. That this 
could be accepted with nonchalant ease by 
the officials Is, of course, not to be won
dered at.

However, one should not forget that 
after all, even under open shop conditions 
the union has what the bosses almost look 
upon as the whip in the ownership of a 
large cleaning and dying plants, the build
ings of which are just being completed. Os
tensibly this plant and the union presi
dent were the issues in the conflict, made 
to appear so by the bosses as a better pub
lic front; but the real issue becomes clear 
when one understands the struggle as it 
began in 1927.

The Bosses’ Anti-Union Drive
At that time the bosses started a cam

paign to crush the union. The union count
ered with a threat to establish its own co
operative plant and began active prepara
tions to sell stock to its own members 
and to those of other Chicago unions. The 
bosses changed front and signed an agree
ment granting the workers the 44-hour 
week with a guaranteed seven months’ em
ployment per year, also agreeing to give 
one week’s notice before discharging any 
worker and to paying an amount equal to 
2 per cent of the weeky wages into the 
workers’ unemployment fund.

This agreement was lived up to until 
six months ago when the bosses again be
gan their campaign to crush the union. 
Their firs t act was the employment of an 
expert union smasher, coming from the 
Pittsburgh Chamber of Commerce, a cer
tain Clayton Patterson, with a past record 
in the 1919 steel strike and in the break
ing of the telephone operators’ strike of 
St. Louis, Mo. He became the secretary 
of the Master Cleaners’ Association and 
added some specific features to the new 
line of policy. New workers were brok
en into the trade, the bosses going to the 
extent of paying their union initiation fee 
of $25.00, hoping thereby to have one set of 
workers to rely upon against the older 
union members. The union countered with 
raising the initiation fee to $200.00, a line 
of action in perfect harmony with the con
ceptions of narrow craft, job trust unions. 
A better way would have been to make 
real union men out of all and then tell the 
bosses what they could not do.

The bosses stopped any further pay
ments to the unemployment fund and went 
ahead with preparations of their side of 
the fight. The union started to build a m il
lion dollar plant to be known as the “ Su
per-Method Cleaners and Dyers, Inc.” , 
funds having been realized from stock 
sales to union members. While workers’ 
co-operative enterprises naturally have 
great value, i t  is certainly no solution in 
a case like thjs where the life  of the uhion 
is at stake. Additionally, i t  Carries the

nious “ apex” and “ exceptionalism” theories 
were ingeniously balled UP- The same sort 
of hash is served us by Urbahns in his 
theory of the hybrid state (ZWitterstaat). 
After the attacks of Trotsky and the Lenin
bund minority, he has twisted and bent it  
until it  looks like a pretzel. Born to defend 
the unclear and equivocal position he had 
taken in the Sino-Russian question, the 
theory is now the basis of the entire line 
of the Leninbund majority led by him.

He took Trotsky’s theory of the Keren
sky up-side-down period as a base. Natural
ly, we would assume such a period to be 
one in which government (the representa
tive in this reversed state of the proletariat, 
as them, the bourgeoisie) is defending 
“ incompetently” the last positions of its 
class. But Urbahns does not seem to want 
to think naturally. He leaves Trotsky here 
and goes back to quote from Lenin against 
him. Without the slightest understanding 
and in the best eclectic manner, he draws 
in the self-evidence argument of Engels, 
which Lenin discussed in "State and Re
volution”, viz., that even after the revol
ution, the classes do not immediately cease 
to exist, that for a long time the econom
ically stronger class remains the bourgeoi
sie, because of its international connec
tions, etc.

pie corporation in which the officials wield 
all the power and finally have it  become, 
to all intents and purposes, their private 
property.

Boses Declare a Lockout

The lockout was declared, the bosses 
concentrating their publicity campaign 
against the new plant and against the 
union president, Ben Abrams. The bosses 
demanded his removal; even went to the 
extent of a cheap police frame-up stunt, 
the result of which was rather to increase 
any prestige he might enjoy. To the work
ers, however, who remembered conditions 
prior to the advent of the union with a 
ten to fourteen hour day at $25.00 per 
week, the issues of this fight lay much 
deeper. They know it  was a matter of 
the very life and existence of the union 
and they stood solid together, Negro and 
white. About two-thirds of the member
ship is Negro. I t  was somewhat strange 
to have the demand for removal of the of
ficials cosing from the bosses, particular
ly  when coming with a lockout notice, 
"promising”  a later return to work w ith
out a union.

Ben Abrams is a type of the A. F. of L. 
official who a little  more than ten years 
ago posed as the Le ft of the Socialist 
Party and since went through an evolu
tion to a complete reactionary position; 
one of the type who w ill sell the interests 
of the workers for a consideration, mak
ing necessary that the membership watches 
very closely the negotiations now going 
on w ith the bosses. Yet to join in  the 
chorus ol the capitalist press to call this 
whole fight just another racketeering bat
tle as the Daily Worker did, is incorrect. 
A struggle involving the existence of a 
union of 2,500 members and their union 
working conditions is not a matter of rack
eteering regardless of the performances of 
the bosses’ agents.

In  the negotiations taking place after 
one week’s duration of the lockout the 
bosses showed clearly that their effort was 
to change the conditions of wages and 
working hours. With several break-offs, 
these negotiations are s till being contin
ued. The workers are back at their jobs, 
some of the most m ilitant ones having been 
discriminated against under the excuse of 
the slack season. A t present the workers 
have no agreement and practically the only 
union recognition represented is the fact 
that there are negotiations on.

Yet the bosses know perfectly well that 
the union members, during* the period of the 
two weeks’ lockout, displayed their solidari
ty and they did not dare carry their threat 
through to the end of opening up the 
plants w ith scab labor. This makes them 
hesitant. Nevertheless the struggle is of 
such asharp character that only the 
greatest alertness of the rank and file 
members can serve as their security. The 
negotiations must be watched very, close
ly. Only the conscious, m ilitant elements 
combining themselves and fighting as an 
organized Left wing can guaranty .that 
rank and file  interest? w ill really oe pro- 
tooted.

A rank and file Cleaner and Dyer.

Combining this with the Marxist theory 
(in a most blind manner) that the state is 
the organ of the economically stronger 
class, he produces his Q. E. D.: Stalin re
presents the bourgeoisie in truth, but only 
sways between the classes at present for 
some mysterious reasons. But if  the state 
is the organ of the economically stronger 
class, and the bourgeoisie, long after the 
revolution, necesarily remains the stronger 
class, we can ask the question, Did not 
Lenin then also represent the bourgeoisie 
(in reality!)? Which is what the ultra- 
Lefts actually claimed at the time of the 
Nep. . . .

With revolutionary greetings,
S. GORDON

<P
STALINIST PROGRESS IN K. C.

Chicago, 111.
Dear Comrades:

A few weeks ago a news item was pub
lished in the Daily Worker, under the 
heading “ Big Anniversary Meeting in K. 
C.”  Among other things in this account, 
there appeared the following: “ One of 
the biggest and most successful mass meet
ings ever staged in Kansas City was held 
on the anniversary of the Russian Revolu
tion.” But sadly enough, further on we 
learn that over one hundred workers at
tended this tremendous mass meeting. 
Judging from the ability of the Daily Work
er writers and editors to exaggerate, i t  is 
a safe guess that there were no more than 
80 people present. Had there been over 
one hundred present the account would 
have been sure to claim over two hun
dred.

Allowing for the possible ignorance of 
the story writer, there is no excuse for the 
ridiculous claim on the part of the edi
tors. Any worker in or around K. C. 
whose experience in the movement goes 
back more than a year or two can recall 
dozens of mass meetings attended by from 
300 to 900 workers. Between 1918 and 
1925 there were scores of such meetings. 
Seldom were there less than 250 pres
ent during this period and on several occa
sions the Labor Temple which seats , about 
1800 was packed.

Kansas City has a tradition in the 
movement which is second to none and any 
worker who took part in these meetings 
during the above mentioned years w ill 
never forget the merciless persecution of 
our movement by the forces of reaction. 
There were meetings broken up, arrests, 
jailings, clubbings and frenzied press arti
cles galore. The K. C. police, the Cham
ber of Commerce, the American Legion, 
the K. K. K „ and the press were as one 
against us. No fiercier or blacker persecu
tion of our movement ever took place any
where in America. Truly there wan a 
united front of all reactionaries.

Yet, through it  all the militant work
ers of K. C. steadfastly refused to be in
timidated. They stood their ground and 
fought for their rights. And it is well-to re
mark here that these meetings were most
ly  conducted under the leadership of those 
who now stand with the Communist League 
(Opposition).

Under the leadership of the Lovestone- 
ite Holy Rollers, the Party in K. C. not 
ouly made no progress but rapidly disinte
grated. Evidently, under the leadership of 
B ill Foster and his latter-day saints, who 
were selected by Stalin to wear Lovestone’s 
spurs and high boots and who are now 
clumsily aping Lovestone’s methods, the 
Party there is faring no better, when they 
are compelled in the 9th period to boast 
of a meeting of a mere handful. The work
ers of K. C. have voted against Stalinism 
with their feet. The job of bringing the 
many hundreds of progressive. and radi
cal Workers, who have become disgusted 
with Stalinism, back into contact with 
the movement remains for the Commun
ist League.

—JOHN MIHELIC.
O

WORKING IN  GRAND RAPIDS
Grand Rapids, Mich.

Dear Comrades:
I t  was away from Grand Rapids fo r a 

few months. Now I  have returned and 
found many copies of the Militant and your 
letter awaiting me. I  am glad to read the 
M ilitant and distribute i t  among the Party 
members.

We are trying to work among some 
Russian comrades. I  have found out that a 
Russian group was expelled from the Party 
a few years ago. I f  you w ill send me some 
copies of the Russian Bulletin of the Op
position, I  am sure i t  w ill help us among 
the Russian workers.: They w ill be able to 
understand things better In that: way than 
through my explanations..

Fraternally your?,,
FRED. wWEDLER•d” and so-onv. ¿ » v Thebirtb of the Fourth great danger of becoming a-pure and sito*

The Fight of the Chicago Cleaning Shop W orkers


