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Spector’s Statement to Canadian Part e Phixiasbi by thits At i
L | Toronts, November 6th, 1928, We print herewith in part the statement of Comrade glution is of course by no means isolated. I have dwelt ; t anger in t e : m er lcan Pa r’ty
The following is the -

"o The Political Comwmittce,
Conmunist Party of Canada, . _

Following upon the motion at :-.-'{":_itrml:ty s session
of the Polcom to endorse the expulsion of the three
comrades |. P. Cannon, Max Shachtman, and Mar-
tin Abern. from the Workers Party of ;‘-‘&_lm'rh:‘:l_fm‘
their stand: on behalf -of the opening of. o wer=oes
discussion of the fundamental problems of the Com-
murist International, a motion which 1 was unable
to support, certain questions have h:‘r:'l_dm::p:‘jl £
gie by the Polcom as to my own position. 2 hese
mav be boiled dewn to the following: ‘

First whether 1 believe that the ideslogical line
of “Trotskvism” is correct and whether I am pre-
pared to carry on an aggressive Campign against
T'yorskyism and the comrades who have been ex-
petied iror the W. P. for their solidarity with the
platform of the Russian Opposition.

[ renly to the question whether I am pf’l!}'ﬁll'fd
“to u'n;{c:-:m agoressive campaign against “Trotsky-
tey’. 1 ean assure the Polcom that 1 am |m'p:t1.'4:d
to wase an ageressive campaign for Leninism. Iist-
orical Trotskyism was liguidated with the entrance
of L. P. Trotsky into the Communist Party and his
collaboration with Lenin following his return to
Ruesia in 1917, Trotsky has declared before the
Russian Party that in all questions bearing any
character of principle at all, in which he had ditfer-
ences with Lenin prior to 1917, Lenin was correct.
The revival of the issue of so-called ““Trotskyism
by the majority in 1924 and 1925 was an attempt to
obseure the real issues by an artificial issue. -:fm_uﬁ
viey who was one of the leading comrades in the
fivht against Trotsky has not only admitred since
that the latrer was correct in his fight for internal
Party democracy in 1923-24, but also that the issue
of “Trotskvism’ was then invented by himself and a
fow other comrades for strategical purposes, to liak
un she current differences with differences thar had
Lo passed into history, B ,

‘e comrades in the vanguard of the fight agamst
“Trotskyism,” were most of them further removed
fron the position of Lenin on his return t-J_H*.i:;ﬂE;i
sl his presentation of the April Theses of 1917,
than L. D. Trotsky, Zinoviev and. Kamenev, Ry-
bov, Losovsky, ete. were opposed to the insurrection
by which the Bolsheviks conquered power and were

for a coalition of all the Socialist Parties. Comrade

Stalin, prior to Lenin's return had written articles
fur co-operation with Tseretelli. When so '.mu‘.i_l
i« made of the differences between Trotshy and
Ienin during the course of the revolution itself, it

shiould be borne in mind that all these ditfercnces
are beira exaggerated and distorted for T-EHZTIi-:'}_i!ﬂI.
ends, and that silence is maintained on the differ-
eaces that other comrades, Bucharin for instance,
had with Lenin but who are nevertheless reggrded
as one hundred percent Leninists. Comrade Hm:h:q_rin
not only feught Lenin on the Brest Litovsk question
but also on a Trade Union question, and on the
question of State Capitalism. On the Peasant ques-
rion he was the author of one of the most dangerous

slogans ever put out by a leading comrade, t!']_t‘___j
slozan of “eiirich yourselves,” the objective signii-3}
icance of which meant a call on the Kulaks to m-:
tensify their exploitation of the poor peasantry. I'he s

present leader of the C. 1., Bucharin, had to _br:
overruled on the question of the validity of partial
demands in the Conmunist Program by the inter-
vention of Lenin, Trotsky and others at the Fourth
Congress. ..

Not only did Lenin during his lifetime deny all

slanderous rumaors of any differences between him-
selt and Trotsky on the Peasant Question, but up
to his last days he considered L. D). Trotsky his
closest collaborator as may be seen by the corre-
spondence which passed between these two leaders of
the revolution in the letter to the Institute of Party
History by L. D. Trotsky. Lenin called upon the
latter to defend his views for him on the following
questions, the National Question, the Question of
Workers and Peasants Control, the Monopaoly of
Foreign trade, the struggle against Burcaucracy, etc.
lt.is high time that a stop be put to the falsification
of "Party histary that has accompanied the unscru-
pulous and demagogic campaign against the revolu-
tionist who next to Lenin was the most authentic

leader ‘and organizer of the October Revolution,

and was so recognized by Lenin himself. Trotsky

toilay stands foursquare for the maintenance of the
principles of Leninism, uncontaminated by the op-
pactunist deviations that have been smuggled into
the Comintern and U.S.S5.R. policy by the present
Rykov-5talin-Bucharin regime and to which the les-
soiis of the Chinese revolution, the economic situa-
tion in the U.S.5.R,, the situation within the C.P.

Party at its meeting en Nov. Gth, 1928 in response to the
demand that he state his position on the expulsion of Can-
non, Abfrn and Shachtman from the Workers (Com-

munist) Party of America and on the issues connected
with the expulsion, As reported in the last number of
The Militant Comrade Spector was forthwith suspended
irom the party and remoted from all vesponsible positions.
o * o= he was declared cxpelled from the party for
refusing to rewact his stand.

In view of the great prominence and popularity of
Comrade Spector as i . ¢ ‘anding Communist leader in
Canada his arbitrary expulsion has made a sensation mm the
labor movement and has called forth the greatest indig-
nation of the rank and hle of the Party. Comrade Spec-
tor was clected to the Executive Committee of the Com-
munist Imternational at the Sixth World Congress. He
has been for vears the Chairman of the Party and editor
of its organs, the Canadian Worker and the Canadian
Labor Menthly, He represented the Communist Party of
Canada at the Fourth and Sixth World Congresses of
the Communist [nternational.—Editor.

S.U.. and the experiences of the Anglo-Russian
Conunittee bear eloguent witness,

For these latter are the real issues. In retrospect
it 1s clear that the Sixth Congress, meeting after a
delayv of four years, nevertheless failed to measure
up to its great tasks, Eclecticism and a zig-zag line
replaced a real analysis of the rich treasures or
political f‘.‘-:pt'l‘il:lli_‘r of the past four vears, The dis-
cussion of the Chinese revolution, the. greatest up-
heaval since the November revolution, was utterly
inadequate. As in the case of discussion of the
failure -of- Gctober 1923 in Germany, the attempt
to throw major responsibility for. what happened in
China on the leadership of a Chinese Communist
Party will not down. The responsbility for the
npimrtunist Lmlit}' of our Pm‘t}.' in China lies in the
first  place with the Ex. Committee of the Comintern
and with the formulations of policy of Stalin, Bucha-
rin, Martynov, Lenin at the II Congress proposed
a clear line in the Colonial question, for the inde-
pendence of the Communist Parties and the working
class movement even in embryvonic form; against the
National bourgeoisie, strugele for proletarian hege-
mony in the the National emancipation movement
even when the National Revolution has only bour-
geois democratic tasks to solve; comstant propa-
ganda of the Soviet idea and creation of Soviets at
the earliest moment possible; finally, possibility of
the non-capitalist development of backward colonial
and semi-colonial countries on condition that they
receive support from the U.S.5.R. and the prole-
tariat of the advanced capitalist countries,

Otherwise, Lenin pointed out, the alliance with
the national bourgesisic would be dangerous to the
revolution, This alliance could only be affected on
the basis that the bourgeoisie carried on an effective
struggle against imperialistn and did not prevent the
Communist Party from organizing the revolutionary
action of the workers and peasants.” Failure to exact
these guarantees would lead to a repetition of the
Kemalism of the Turkish natinnal struggle which
has made its peace with Imperialism.  Nearly every

- one of these cardinal points of Lenin’s revolution-

ary colomal poelicies was violated in China. By
throwing out the smoke screen that the creation of
Soviets would be tantamount to the dictatorship of
the proletariat, despite the fact that Lenin proposed
the Soviets already as a form of the democratic dic-
tatorship of workers and peasants in the 1903 rev-
olution, the leadership of the Comintern misrepre-
sented the criticism and theses of the opposition and
covered up their own opportunist mistakes.

Our Chinese party was subordinated to the Na-
tional bourgeoisic in the Kuomintang under cover

of the old Menshevik Martynov policy of the “Block -

of Four Classes” (renunciation of right to criticize
Kuomintang from the outside, renunciation of the
right to criticize Sun Yat Senism, renunciation of
an illegal fighting apparatus, and of the creation of
cells in the National Army.) The working class
movement was subordinated to the Government of
the National bourgeoisie (prohibition in certain cases
of picketing and strikes, disarmament of the work-

ers, ¢te.)  The C.P. maintained silence at the be-.

ginning of the repression period (coup detat of
Chiang Kai Shek etc.) The enlarged Executive of
the C. I. did not subsequently straighten out the
line. The slogan of Soviets was issued not when the
revolutionary movement was at its height but when

" the bourgeoisie had already betraved and the work-

ers and peasants were being decimated. Stalin was
making a speech still hailing Chiang Kai Shek as a
revolutionary warrior only a few days prior to
Chiang Kai Shek coup in a speech, which was criti-

< cized at the time by Comrade Radek, and which was

of course suppressed to avoid compromising himself,
The opportunist line followed in the Chinese rev-

at some length on the opportunist line followed m
the refusal to break with the traitorous British Gen-
eral Council in the Anglo-Russian Committee. The
Anglo-Russian Committee was a political block be-
tween two trade union centres. The proposal of

the oppesition demonstratively to break with the

Creneral Coucil was falsely represented as being a
|;|.=1rul!l:] L0 IEH'r'illg the old unions. ﬂ:l}' Communist
who reads the resolutions adopted by the Anglo-Rus-
sian conferences of Paris, July 1926 and Berlin,
August 1926 and finally of the Berlin confercnce,

~at the beginning of April 1927 should convince

themselves that an absolutely impermissable capitu-
lation line was followed. At the latter meeting the

Soviet representatives went on record recoguizing

the Creneral Council, “as the sole representative and

spokesman” of the British Trade Union movement”
at a time when the traitors of the General Council.

were suppressing the munority movement. But at
the Enlarged Executive of May 1927, Comrade
Bucharin sought to justify the Berlin capitulation
by the theory of “exceptional circumstances,” that. is,
that it was in the diplomatic interests of the Soviet
Union which was under threat of war danger from
the provocation of the British (Foverament.

Such an atritude has little in common with the in-
structions of Lenin to the Soviet delegation that
went to the Hague Conference, to ruthlessly un-
mask the Pacifists and Reformists. By the policy
pursued in the Anglo-Russian Committee the Brit-
ish Conununist Party developed such a degree of
opporturisin that it was at first even opposed  to
the Soviet Trade Union manifesto announcinz the
treachery of the Left as well as the Right Labor
takers of the Cieneral Council and wanted to con-
tinuwe a tight for the re-establishment of the mori-
bund Anglo-Russian Committee. The whole line
followed in the Anglo-Russian Committee was, like
that in the Chinese Revolution, based on manoevers
with the reformists at the top instead of regard for
the unleashing of the mass movement below,

The economic aznalysis of the opposition on the
situation within the U.5.5.R. on the danger of the

.growth of the Kulak, the Nep man, and the bureau-

crat has been swiftly vindicated. Undoubtedly
there are Thermidorean elements in the country
which are striving to bring their class pressuye to
bear on the Party. The highest duty of a revalu-
tionist is to warn of these dangers and to propose
the necessary measures to combat them. That was
alwavs the case while Lenin was alive. The crisis
last February in connection with the grain collec-
tivn proved strikingly the danger of the Kulak., The
events in Smolensk, the Don Basin, the Ukraine,
etc. proved the absolute necessity not only for such
a campaign of self-criticism as Comrade Stalin felt
the need to initiate but for cffective internal Party
democracy. One of the first guarantees of such
real Party democracy would be the return of the®
exiled revolutionary oppositionists and their rein-

statement with full rights to their former positions

in the Party.

I have been a foundation member of the Com-
munist Party of Canada since its organization in
which [ took a joint part. I have also been a mem-

ber of the C.E.C. practically all the time since. Re-

gardless of the immediate organizational consequenc-
es. I find myself compelled to make the above state-
ment and to further register the fact that nothing on
earth can scparate me from the Revolutionary Com-
munist movement. Everything that I have stated:
flows from my convictions that the deviations from
Leninism in the C.I.-can and must be corrected by,
a struggle within the International and its sections.

Long live the Communist International!

Long live the Proletarian Revolution!

MAURICE SPECTOR.

In The Next Issue

“THE JULY PLENUM AND THE RIGHT DANGER™
By L. D. Trotsky -

This Leninist analvsis of the present conflict in
the Communist Party of the Soviet Union has just
been received and is now being translated for pub-

lication in the next issue of the Militant, The wild

rumors in the Capitalist Press and the silence of the
officials party organs throw no light whatever on
the swiftly-moving and momentous developments
now taking place in the Soviet Union and in the
Communist Party there, Trotsky’s article throws a
clear and searching light on the entire situation,
analyzes the class forces at work, explains the posi-
tion and role of the conflicting groups in the party
and indicates the revolutionary bolshevik policy for
the solution of the problems.
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CONTINUED FROM LAST ISSUE o
The perspective of the Lovestone group is in
cpposition to that outlined above. Its perspective

35 based upon an overestimation of the reserve

power of American capitalism and an underestinra-
tion of the leftward drift of the masses. It is
characterized by:

1. Owerestimation of objective difficulties and
underestimation of the growing favorable opportuni-
ties lor the proletarian class struggle.

2. Oweremphasis of the weakness and smallness
of the Party and underemphasis of its great task for
leadership in the developing class struggles and its
ability to undertake the solution of these tasks.

2. Failure to realize the seriousness of the war
danger and the coming of serious struggles as is
seen in the failure to build an underground apparacus.

3. Playing down the symptomatic significance of
such sporadic struggles among the unorgamized as
the oil strike in Bayonne, automobile strike in
Oshawa, etc.

4, Seeing in the present political situation no
gigns or promise for political conflict and mass polit-
ical movements.

5. Revising the perspective for struggle outlined
in the February thesis which was forced upon the
majority by the minority of the Central Committee.
This revision was made in the policies of the Love-
stone group since February in ‘articlés by Lovestone
.and Pepper, and in the May resolution of the C.E.C,
Plenum. Failure to publish the February Thesis.

These characteristics of the perspective of the

= Lovestone group lack the outlook for struggle and

onentation towards it

IV.—Failure to Orientate Towards New Unions
and the Organization of the Unorganized.
‘To organize the manv millions of unorganized
workers is the major task of our Party. The build-
ing of the Party as the leader of the workers in all
phases of their struggle against American imperial-
ism ‘depends largely upon its carrying thru vigor-
ously this basic task of organization. With great
masses of workers developing moods and move-
ments of struggle, under the pressure of the in-
dustrial depression, rationalization, and the capital-
ist offensive, the organization of the unorganized

now becomes the more urgent and possible.

The old craft unions, which are chiefly based

- upon the skilled and privileged workers, are con-
trolled by ultra-reactionary leaders, and following-

a class collaboration policy, and which have been
undermined and driven out of the basic industries
by the employers’ offensive, will not organize the
great unorganized masses. Thiz can be accom-
plished only through new unions, militant in
character and based upon industrial instead of
craft lines. It is fundamentally necessary that our
party aggressively take the lead in the formation
of these new industrial unionz. At the =ame time
the Party shall continue and extend through the
trade union tractions, and the T.U.E.L. itz revolu-
tionary work in the old unions,

In the organization of the unorganized, the
Party must base its orientation upon the unskilled
and semi-skilled masses in the basic industries, the
most exploited. and decisive sections of the work-
Trustified Amarican capital, with
all its economic strength and awith all the powers
of governmental repression at its disposal, will
violently resist the organization of the workerz in
the ‘basic industrics. The new unionizm will be
gstablished, but only by determined struggle.
Hence the Party in its great task of organizing the
unorganized must undertake its work with firm
determination and with a thoroughgoing moebiliza-
tion of all available forces.

‘The line of the Lovestone group in this vital
wak is a right wing line which liquidates the
Paity's efforts to organize the unorganized. Its
1 rincipal defects are: (a) resistance to reorientating
the Party decisively in the direction of the build-
ing of new unions, and, (b) dilettante approach
to the mass organization campaigns and failure to
carry them through with the vigor and persistence
necessary to this success. The whole American
Tarty was-slow in orientating towards organizing
new unions, but the Lovestone group iz primarily
responsible for this, because it has resisted and 1=
still resisting despite the pressure of the Comin-
tern, the Profintern, and the minority of the CE.C

Principal causes of wrong Lovestone policies in
organizing the unorganized are:

1. Lack of faith in the possibility for cffective
struggle of the masses resulting from the overestima-
tion of the reserve powers of Américan capitalism and
underestimation of the industrial depression, the
capitalist offensive and the developing mood of re-
sistance among the workers.

2. Tendency to orientate .upon the organized

second  installment of the
documient submitted by the delegation of the Op-
position in the American Party to the Sixth World
Congress of the Communist International, in July
1928 and signed by James P. Cannon, William Z.
Foster, William F. Dunne, Alex Bintleman, J. W.
Johnstone, Manuel Gomez and George Siskind.

The Lovestone-Pepper majority has voted to prohibit
the publication or circularization of this document in the
ranks, We will print it consccutively in “The Militant.”
—EDITORS.
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skilled workers rather than upon the unorganized
semi-skilled and unskilled workers.

3. Underestimation of the diminishing influence
of the skilled workers due to the mechanization of
industry and the growing gull between the skilled
and unskilled. i

4. TEEJL]E:J-_'}‘ te oricniate upon n]|cgn:ﬂ differences
in the upper strata of the labor burcaucracy,

5. Underestimation of the crigiz in the trad=
unions, and a tendency to minimize the necessity for
fiew unions.  lllusions regarding posabilitics of or-
ganizing the masses nto the Al F. of L. unions.
(Articles and specches -by Comrades Pepper and
Lovestone).

6. Constant practice of placing the interests of
the Lovestone {raction ahead of those of the Party,
and the sacrifice of mass campaigns for Jactional
advantage. s

7. Tendeney to toy with mass organization cam-
paigns instead of pushing them through aggressively.

The majority leadership of the Y.W.L. which
is an organic part of the Lovestone faction in the
Party, follows the same opportunist line in its in-
dustrial work.

Typical examples of these wrong tendencies and
policies are: :

1. ‘Rejected as dual unionizin the proposal made
by the C.E.C. minoxity, in May, 1927, {or the calling
of an open conference of the left-wing and pro-
gressives in the coal industry to wage direct struggle
agxinzt the Lewis machine.

2. Condemned as dual unionism by a campaign
throughout the whole Party the proposal of the C.E.
C. minority in its thesis of May 1927, that the Party
should “unhesitatingly™ establish new unions where-
ever the old unions are decrepit or non-cxistent.

3. In the February, 1923 thesis, the Lovestone
group simply repeated the year old Comintern de-
cision regarding new unions, although the Comintern
was then in the process of developing another reso-
lution, which on the basis of the industrial depres-
sion and the deepening crisis in the old unions, laid
far greater emphasis on the formation of new unions,

4, Resistance to the introduction of the slogan
“"Organize New Unions in Unorganized Industries™
into the Party national election platform,

7. Faillure to push forward vigorously for new
unions in the needle industry. In this industry the
Lovestone leadership has a craft union ideology and
is afilicted with right wing theories that the workers
cannot fight the employers and that the unions must
cooperate in building up associations ot employers.

. Resistance to open struggle against the Lewis
maching and building new union in mining industry.

7. Failure to concentrate Party forces for de-
termined organizing campaign: example, total lack
ot preliminary work in Mew England textile industry
prior to New Bedford strike.

8. Systematic factional discrimination  against
comrades capable for trade union work, Placing and
displacing of field and district organizers and in-
dustrial organizers solely owith regard to factional
interests, with resultane 'l;,l.-fl.l.'F:.'Lgﬁ‘ Lo milss 1;-rga:1§:a1:i4;m,

The correctness of this characterization of a
perspective of struggle given by the Comintern in
April has been more than justified by develanine
class struggles and increasing foment among the
masses since.  (New Bedford and Fall River strikes
i textile, continuation of the desperate miners
struggle, Bayonne strike in oil, maturing struggle
situation in ‘automobile, meat packine, shoe, etc,
foment among the farmfers, the intensifying poli-
tical situation, ¢te))

V. Resistance to Orientation of Active Struggle
Against Lewis Machine and for ‘Building
Mew Union in Mining Industry.

The most important industrial struggle ever car-
ried through by our Party and its biggest achieve-
ment in trade union work iz the left wing strug-
gle now -being waged n the mining industry., The
driving force in the formulation and execution of
correct pelicies and mobilization of Party forces in
this campaign was the CEC minority. The pobli-
cies of the Lovetsone group, dictated by an under-
estimation of the whole fight. definitely militated
against the development of the aggressive action
necessitated in this crucial struggle and prevented
this work making greater success, With the coal
industry in a deep crisis (due to the over-develop-
ment of the industry, use of substitute for coal,
etc.) and with the union, weakened by the heavy
unemployment and the shifting of the industry to
the South, being rapidly torn to pieces under the

impact of the attacks of the employers and the
treachery of Lewis, our Party orientation should
have been definitely in the direction of an open
struggle against the Lewis machine and for the
formation of a new umwon, The policy of the
Lovestone C.E.C. majority placed many obstacles in
the way of developing and executing such a poli-
cy. Among these are:

I. Rejection of the open conference propused by
the CEC minority. This activn checked the Party
orientation towards a new union and confused and
demoralized the miners" left wing and left the miners
movement without a definite perspective and discon-
nected our Party from the discontented masses of
miners who wanted to struggle against Lewis. Re-
newal of the motion several months later by the CEC
minofity for an open conference and a direct strugelc
against Lewis, its acceptance by the Poleom, reestab-
lished our leadership over the masses who were in
grave danger of being demoralized by the T.W. W,

2. Failure of the GEC to vigorously combat the
deepscated pessimism and systematic resistance against
the application of the policy of open struggle, a‘ier
this policy, upon mation of the minority, had been
formally adopted by the CEC., The task of Dreakine
down the resistance of the Lovestone District Organ-
izers fell chiefly upon the CEC minority who wore
sharply criticized by the Lovestone majority (or
these actions.  The right wing tendencies of these
organizers, signalized by reluctance to fight the Lewis
burcaucracy and by a gencral underestimation of the
fighting spirit of the miners, were most clearly ca-
emplificd by the letters of Comrade Bedache, Lise
trict Organizer of Ilinois to the CEC.

3. From December 1926 till December 1927, ia-
cluding 9 months of the miners’ strike, the Love
stone majority failed to publish a left wing miness®
organ. This was due on the one hand to the under
cetimation of the struggle and on the other to yield-
ing to the demand of the so-called progressives
{Brophy, Hapgood, etec.) that no criticiesm of Le s
should be made during the strike.

4. For six months no efforts were put forth to oo
tablish a lelt wing miners” reliefl ordganization aoad
reliefl campaign, which offered exceptionally favar-
able means for the left wing to cstablish mass con-
tacts. This relief organization could only have bern
built by an open fight against the Lewis machine and
the A F of L burcaucracy.

3. Factional juzglery in the anthracite distriote.
This was based upon the established principle of. the
Lovestone group of keeping minority comrades froia
key positions, By placing incompetent organizers in
charge of the Party apparatus and by carrving on a
sharp factional war, the whole campaign in the aa-
thracite was gravely injured.

6. Failure to initiate in time and to prosecute vigoe
ously the campaign to erganize the unorgenized in
Western Pennsylvania prior to the calling of the
April 6th Strike and for the fonmation of a new

union, ‘TO BE CONTINLEL
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HELP FE_-.TELISH ?HE SUPPRESSED
IDOCUMENTS OF THE RUSSIAN
OPPOSITION!

The Editors of The Militant are under- %
taking the task of publishing all the sup- §
pressed documents of the Russian Opposi- 3
tion, a treasure of Leninist literhture, in |
pamphilet form as well as serially in the col- §§
umns of The Militant. This material throws '§#
a Marxian search-light on the historic events ‘B
of the past five vears and draws the neces- §
sary deductions for the tactics of the Com- §
munists in the great revointionaiv struggles ¥
which fie shead. * A study of this matesia!, B
hitherto prevented by its cuppression, is
indispensible for the education of the Party.

1 Your help is needed in this revolutionary
4 work. Contribute to the fund for the pub-
lication of this material and the maintenance
of The Militant. Follow the example of a

group of Communist workers in New York |
in pledging a regular contribution weekly or B
monithly., ¥
'se this blank.

THE MILITANT,
Box 20, Madison Square Station
New York City.

1 enclose § for the fund to publish §
the suppressed writings of Trotsky, Radek and B
other leaders of the Russian Opposition in pamph- ¥
let form and to sustain The Militant. - ¥

4 & -
I pledge a regular contribution of $
-
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