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THE MILITANT

Aprl 1, 1929,

In the unscrupulous falsification of the history
of the Russian Revolution by the Stalin clique, the
distortions and total misrepresentation of the views
oi comrade Trotsky and the Russian Opposition on
the peasant guestion stand out in bold relief. On
this question, the position of Trotsky coincided
with that of Lenin.

" Lenin, replying to rumors of differences between

him and Trotsky, wrote:

“The rumors of disagreements between him and
and me are a monstrous lie, propagated by the
landlords and capitalists or their conscious or un-
conscious servitors. ' I, upon. my .part, fully con-
fivm , this statement of comrade Trotsky.. - Th-‘:Fc
zr¢ no disagreements between him and me, and in

; regerd to the middle peasants there are no disa-
;rEc::'.¢i1t5 not only bbween Trotsky and me, but
i1 general in the Communizt Party of which we
arz both members. _

.1 subscribe with beth hands to everything

™

By Martin Abern

puttering around with a program it does not un-
derstand and feel sure about,

But in words, Molotov, Stalin henchman, can
say, among other things, at the March 1929 Mos-
cow Party Conference: _ ,

“The Right deviation,. in the question of the
mode of development of agriculture, takes a dif-
ferent, openly anti-Party position,. ... the es
sence of the Right deviatdon culminates in the fol-
lowing: Less expenditure of money of collective

’ economies. and rtate cconomies, caution;inrthe de-
 velopment of advance payment for harvests, in the
organization of tractor colonies, in the development

of an agrictulural economy based on agrictultural
machinery and tractors. Hence, the Right deviation
means, in the first place, a loosening of the ferters
binding the Kulak economy, which would lead in
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~ Industrialization and the Péasantry

the soviets” without mentioning the matter of
which *“class™ is to dominate in the soviets thus
set up, the Kulaks enrich themselves not only in
an economic sense but also take the opportunity to
establish political rights, i.e., privilege of voting,
etc.

“If the dominant party thould be gulty of one

mistake dfter another, in politics as well as in ¢con-

t omics, if it should retarl- the growth of industry,

. il it should relinguish its grasp of the con-

trol over the political and economic processes in the

village, of course, the cause of socialism would be

lost in the country.” (Leon - Trotsky, “Whither
Russia™, International Publishers, p. 13-14.)

“'The persistent crisis and confusion of policy
these past years in the C.P.5.U. under the 5talin-
Bukharin regime attests eloquently to the warn-
ings of Trotsky uttered already in 1925,

The Stalin-Bukharin regime, contrary protesta-
tions now notwithstanding, saw the “Peasant prob-

HE results and lessons of the dressmakers’
; strike begun in New York on  February 6,
1929 under the leadership of the Ncedle Trades
Workers Industrial Union have not yet been ade-
quately analyzed in the Communist press, The
central English organ of the Party has entirely
neglected this task and has, instead, fed its rcad-
ers with typical philistine optimism about the great
victory for the strikerz, An article in the current

number of Labor Unity ("Some Progress and a

Few Mistakes,” by Philip Aronbers),. however,
while: not complete, comes closcst to a clear and
honest review of the outcome o the 3':ru;:g1|:,
The importance of such an aporaisal is espezial-
Iy neceszary because the strike was the first big
struggle led directly by the new left wing indus-

- trial union. Without a critical examination of its

THE MILITANT

- — .

ress Strike

the Daily Worker signs pacans of unciritical praise
for Zimmerman, Wortis and Co.-——because they
are all members of one faction in the Party, while
Labor Unity cautiously makes a critical analysis of
the same group-—because they are on different
rides of the factional fence. This method is re-
pulsively alien to the Communist movement. It
reflects the transfercnce of “the corrupt practises
of the bourgeois parties” iinto ‘'our movement. I
accomnplishes anything but the clanficaticn of the
movement and the ranne of the messes in the
class stragele. Gy Bk 3T TE
At the outsct of the strile we z2d iy the Mili-
tant (Februzey 17, 1929) thet one of the cauzes of
the setbacks for the left wing in the ncadle trades
wias a stratum of its leadership,
“Gold, Zimmerman, Wortis, ete., whose practices
hzve been a constant obstacle to the development

sgame time; from a complete misapprehension of the
claks role ®f the police toy illusions regacding deals
with .ﬂm. r that ghoup of fakers, has found ex-
pression in the course of this faction of leaders.
To this can be added the survivals of cdious trade
union - burcaucratic and ‘business agent” relations
with the rank and file. The struggle for a truc
Communist policy-—the only fighting @ icy-—was
and 15 a struggle against the tactics and policics of
this group.”

This estimate 15 =till fully correct. The revolu-
tionary needle trades workers, whose courageous
battle against reformism and corription in their
unions led to'the defeat of the $'gmanz, Schles-
mgers and Kautmans and the founding of the in-
dlus_l:rml uition, have a proud recosd that insures
their triumphant future. | The struggle against the
socialist fakers and A. F. of L. licutenants of cap-
italism who repeatedly betray the workers® inter-
ests, aguinst the machinery of the government
which works hand in hand with the bosses, must
he carried on with even greater vigor than before.

The fight for a revolutionary, class course in the

g ey

o : ) the last analysis to a victory of the bourgeois ele- = : e results, the mistakes made will form a millstone and execution of a fighting' Communist poliey Ne€W union itself must, at the same time. still be
s Trotsky wrote.” (Lenin, Pravda No. 35, February, ments and to the restoration of capitalism.” lem™ true Enﬂugh, hut_ they did not seeit correct- | around the neck of the new unions nov I_*,._E{ng vvhich alone is able to mozilize the full resources won, It can be won ﬂnhf in a EtE"nggIg}DF clar-
2 - wfw'}-r_- ad f the views of Trotsky is at- To develop agrictulture along the line of soviet ly, as Trotsky saw it, namely, ﬂ:"“: _ | formed and seriously hamper their future work ;E:ﬁi]:ﬁmﬁLl;céi;hi:nuinﬁﬁlfi u’:if?.““af”i.ﬂﬁ' fication against the opportunists who have been
. The falsification of the views 0 Yy and collectivist farms, there must be an industrial “In the class struggle now going on in the coun- : and development. pocunist prefudics frpin.cralt andon.” conoePtions iyl rsrceated iy the dership. o the o
i tempted both for the period when Trotsky was level t al ialist lines. Without a policy try, the party must stand, not in words but in : » ] _ ta the theory that a struggl 0 be carried-on  © T E i I
e Tenin's closest co-worker, and also for the general ~CYEOPMENT AONE SOFELS “electrificati e E deeds, at the head of the farm.hands, the poor peas- Instead of the official bally-hoo i the Daily again:t the besses end the right wing leaders at the DY the corrupt clique of Lovestone and Co.
. T e 'i i of TI.:{.'ItSk Trotsky “under- and plan which wm'k_s toward e ectrification an ants, and the basic mass of the middle peasants, Worker, Aronberg bluntly indicates the followring
A m#‘-"“:“ Emltm’; frs b L.:';I'ms nob aectia] e the development réf 1:13112 scale Drr::-r]u:t_l:mﬂ in indus- and organize them against ?E ﬁlz:p!ﬂitmitjel.-:sl::i{nv errord of the union’s leadership: O : i oover e . . S
g cstimates the peasan 3 ' = trv. and a use of the re:ources of, the country tions of the Kulak.” (From the Platforiaof the Op- i - ) : . ‘H? 7 R :
. the proper attention”; he “pays no attention to the wft’h this aim in view, agricuiture will remain on the position. Qur c¢mphasis.) , . tit}n:‘Ef‘;r r:::ch s]:::E: :Ims%ﬂ“&ﬁtt? ca E?a%f:-i-l.ari -p!-;mim'ln: CO nlze USSIEL
peasant at_all"—every conceivable idea is at- ) thn ot or Gy denendent production by tens of For those who wish to know the detailed pro- 4 ke i Alate il eking. “This.can ek be flusteabed : : . :
sributed to Trotsky on the peasant question. All millions of small peasants, producing virtually in ~gram of the Russian Opposition on this and other * thy the failire th develop and put forwerd any de- E arc reliably informed that the Hoover gov-  orient, especially against China.” (Our emphasis).

the distorters of Trotsky's ideas have one thing

_in common, They never guote or state his actual

views which differ in nowise from Lenin and the
Bolshevik position. The procedure of Trotsky is
completely Marxist, as even catual investigation
would show. y

=-om a revolutionary ctandpoint, in any rela-

vwill appear hefore the peasantry as its l:‘pmmr.*‘
From “Our Revolution™, Henry Holt & Co., p.
08, (written in 1906).

While the proletariat maintains hegemony once
it achieves political supremacy, nevertheless, “The

- proletariat will be able to hold this position under

one condition: if it broadens the base of the revo-

lution.” (Ibid, p. 96, our emphasis). _
But in what manner shall this base be broadened

and for what groups and classes? Are the class

. = a ' ' L]
Cdifferentiations, for instance, among the peasantry

to be isnorcd? Is only volume of commedity pro-
duction in agrictulture to be the main guide in
the attitude of the proletarian dictatorship and the

“U. S. S. R, toward the various peasant groupings:

the hired worker, poor and middle peasants and
the rich Kulak? The Right Wing, as an instance,
Jead by Rykov, as Trosky pointed out long ago
and which the Stalin regime today repeats without
understanding, bases its policies primarily upon in-
creased productivity by the Kulak with his use
of hired labor, perhaps some horses and other
means of production which the poor peazants do
not have. But the encouragement of Kulak pro-
duction as against development of Soviet and col-
lective farms hinders the socialist development of
agriculture, as well as the productivity of the rest
ol the peasantry.

“The Kulaks and their ideclogical defenders,
hide all their ambitions under a pretense of worry-
ing about the development of their productive
forces, about increasing the volume of commaodity
production ‘in general’, cte. As a matter of fact,
Kulak development of the productive. forces, a
Kulak increase of commodity production, represses

_and checks the development of the productive
forces of the entire rcmainin% mass of the peas
ant, industry.” (From the Platform of the Opposi-
tion). _ _

This means, further, the devolpment along capi-
talist roads, as the Russian Opposition declared,
along the direction of Thermidor, for saying which
the  Opposition are imprisoned, persecuted and
exiled. But now, at a time when the Right Wing,
nurturing for so long the Kulak, Nepmen and bour-
geois ideologies, has grown rapidly and strong, the
shocked and distressed Stalin regime, shouts the
words of Trotsky but finds itself actually only

2 barbaric manner. Industry must produce the
machinery which can transform agriculture into
socialist agriculture production. “The sole material
basis for socialism is a vast machine industry, cap-
able of reorganizing agriculture,” said Lenin, To-
day, this strikes root more strongly than ever.

while the U. 8. 8. R. slowly, at a “snail's pace”
develops industry. This policy dooms socialist
construction in the U. 8. S. R. and inevitably
draws upon capitalist elements for sustenance. Buk-
harin's writings, “Notes of An Economist”™ con-
tain the arguments for this line.

The Stalin regime now has, on the contrary,
an industrialization policy. Unfortunately, it leads
al:o to capitalist domination by another road. The
Stalin regime says: Industrialize! and it calls upon
foreign capitalists to enter and build industries
along modern lines. True, the U.5.5.R. will be-
come industrialized thereby, indeed, along _Fﬂ_rd
methods, if- you please. But it will be capitalist

- ndustrialization and not socialist industrialization.

The Stalin plan of industrialization may 1,-Etulead
to a Dawes plan of development and “cure” for
the U.'8. S. R. Theze are the signs to be noted
in the agreement with the International General
Electrical Company of the United States, the plans
of Colonel Cooper for clectrification, etc., Iann:.l
the “freer” foreign relations that are being indi-

“cated in the present foreign policy of the U. 5. &.

R. (Kellogg pact, etc.). Both Stalin’s and Buk-
harin's way lead away from the Revolution and the
proletarian dictatorship. o 1
The program of the Opposition 15‘1:114:: way of in-
dustrial and agrarian socialization with an absolute
assurance of the retention of the foundation of

proletarian rule: the dictatorship of the prole- .

tariat. That policy has as.it basis the absolute
maintenance of the foreign trade monopoly, a re-
distribution of the national income by means of a
corréct use of the budget, credit and prices, and
a correct use of the bonds with the wotld economy.
There are sufficient resources for a socialist policy
for agriculture and industry in the U. 5. 5, EL, as
against the Stalin “capitalist industrialization™ pol-
icy on the one hand and the “Kulak” hope of
Bukharin on the other. What is needed is the cor-
rect policy. -

The Stalin-Bukharin regime jointly for these past -
years is responsible for the loosening of the con-.

trol of the village by the Party and the proletariat.
When Kulaks are told, as Bukharin told them,

to “enrich themselves” and 5talin says "'Ere?tz P
non-party peasant active centers by reviwifying .

.o the su

questions, there should be read the Platform of
the Opposition published in “The Real Situation

]

in Russia”, the ardcle on the July Plenum and
the Right Danger by L. D, Trotsky printed in
The Militant, etc.

Meanwhile, the grain crisis in the C. P. 5. U,

Sunday evenaing, March 24, comrade Swabeck spoke be-
fore the Plebian. Forum on Madison Street to about 125
workers—Party members, ex-Party members, I. W, W,
¢te. It was an excellent meeting with a spirit of inter-
est throughout, until the ergamized Party hooligans, led
by the Fosterites who have assumed a new responsibility
in fighting the “Trotskyist danger”, marched into the
hall. Swabeck had finished speaking, questions were an-
swered and discussion had finished. The speaker was
summing up when a group of Y. W. L. members, acting
as scouts for the Party “bruisers” began to howl. They
did not want to listen to any counter-revolutionary dise
cussion, and when asked to ta.ia the floor, they wouldn't,
because a Stalinite must not discuss with renegades.
“The workers at the meeting became impatient with the
hoodlums and -began to eject them from the hall for
their disturbance® and their refusal to pay admission.
George Maurer yelled: “Why don’t you speak on Len-
inism?" But when he was asked' to speak on it, he was
in ‘2’ pretty bad way since he hardlﬁ knows how the word
is speiled. The -Stalinites thea began their customary
stiints until the workers would stind for it no long:r. The
heroes suddenly became advocates of non-violence and
set up a demand for peacel The meeting having been
concluded, it was adjourned properly. The whaole au-
dience was thoroughly disgusted with the aztions of the
Party. ) .

Plans are under way to hold another mecting in the
ncar future. ; _

The first attempt to hold a meeting under the auspices
of the Scandinavian Workers Club of Chicago to be ad-
dressed by Arne Swabeck, of the Communist Opposition,

r:jzct of the controversy in the Communist move-
ment, did not succeed. What was responsible for the
failure was the threat of the Farty bureaucrats to smash

the ' meeting violently. Letters were sent out by the Dis-

érict Office calling upon the membership to meet in front
of the hall to break up the meeting. This was done
déspite the fact that the Club had invited comrade
Swabeck to come and address the workers. Swabeck
to come and address the workers. Swabeck had offered

't debate a representative of the Stalinites but the latter

had refused.
About a2 hundred Party members were present, mostly
u

of the top layer of paid functionaries and faction leaders.
Holm, thpql: caretaker of the hall was informed prior to
the meeting by Nels Kjar that if the meeting would take
place the Party would break it up. The Party then used

_the feeble pretense that Swabeck had advertised the meet-

ing with leaflets, in order to force through a motion in
the Club calling off the meeting. The votes stood 12 to
12, with thé chairman Hans Peterson, a Party _m:m’ber.
voting with the Stalinites. Needless.to say, this act of
political .cowardice did not strengthen the prestige of
the Party among the workers in the Club, Naive wor-
kers that they are! They could _l;mt.undzﬁ-tmgl how the
arty could assome. the responsibility for hrr.g'kmg up
their Club meeting. . . .. 31 3
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(*mand which would deal with the =eneraily pre-
vailing piece-work system in the irdustey {a meth-
o ::-? speed-up generally uszed by the lLosses to
intensify their exploitation). The deizrnd for
week-work is part of the econowmic progem of the
new union established only a fev: we.":s pravic sly,
vet it was ot put forth beferz ¢ durin; t/ » sirke.

“But the crassest example of t%¢ iradecuate

duration led to further errors in strategy., Instead
of mobilizing -the 8,000 workers who answered the
strike call to spread the strike to the other 50,000
- workers employed in the dress industry, the lead-
vership of the new union proceeded against the ad-
vice of the T. U. E. L., to make settlements with
the contractors: This made impossible the devel-
. opment of the strike so that the mass of the wor-
skers in the industry did not participate and were
qiot drawn into the struggle; and the new -union
*vhas still the task of organizing the mass of the
workers in the industry.
+ - “But the agreements arrived at between the con-
o otractors and the union and the settlements pro-
‘posed by the union should be the most: glaring
signal of the exteat to which the policies and
' .practices of the social reformist officials of the eld
. union are taken over bag and baggage by the new
union leadership. Agreemenis which call for ‘im-
- partial arbitration’ are proposed and signed by the
. leadership of this union which was built in the
. struggle against class-collaboration schemes of the
‘Schlesingers and the Sigmans.” (Our emphasis).

What Aronberg writes is entirely correct, but
he is naturally backward in establishing the forces
behind these crude opportunist craft union blund-
ers, He is not so naive as to think that the
“failure is beyond comprehension™ On the con-
trary, it is but too clear.

Back of these reformist conceptions and actions
are :the long years of craft union opportunism
brought into the new union—not by the rank and
file fighters who developed in’ jhc struggle against
it—but by the group of leaders that dominate
the anion today, - Zimmerman, : Wortis, Gold and
their ‘colleagues. Aronberg knows this to be at
the .root of the trouble, just as éveryone else in

- the Party knows it. But he dare. not say so. Were

Aronberg a “free agent” he would point out that
Zimmerman, Wortis and Co., all of whom are
Party members, as are the majority of the leaders
of the new union, can flaunt the formal decisions
of the ‘Party and the T. U, E. L., as they have
done repeatedly, because they are guaranteed fac-

‘tional protection from the ruling Lovestone group
-whose. trade union. “specialists™ they are, Any

other: explanation -of the cynical refusal by these
opportunists to accept the proper proposals of the

T. U .E.'L. are entirely invalid,

Q8 ‘oue. pirt, ‘we have nothing in commn twith
the dilletante factional division of labor in shich

crnment is on the eve of understaking nego-
tiztions leading to the recognition by the United
States of the Sovier Government. Our informa-
t-on i3 oz follows:
A. L. Scheinman, chairman of the board of
direcrors of the State Bank of the USSR, who

always repudiated — in the old days at least —
by the Soviet government, since the mOoney was
used to furnish munitions to the counter-revolu-
tion to shoot down the Ru-zian workers and peas-
ants, .

Scheinman has been assuring the American
bourgeoisie that they have nothing to fear from
the Soviet Government, that Communizm and
capitalism can live blissfully side by side. In his
speech before the American-Russian Chamber of
Commerce, on February 7, 1929, he said: - “The
United: States and the U.S.S.R. are two countries
which, through fortunate historical circumstances,
have no political or economic antagonisms at this
present stage of development, nor can such an-
tagonisms be foreseen in the future. On the con-
trary, it would seem that their interests are natu-
rally complementary.”  (Economic Review of the
Soviet Union, February 15, 1929, page 68, Our
emphasis,)

This reactionary drivel is “naturally comple-
mentary” to the Stalinite theory of socialism in one
country. The touching picture of revolutionary
Russia and counter-revolutionary capitalist Amer-
ica, “which have no political or economic antag-
onisms at this present stage of development,” wor-
king side by side to build a “national socialism™ in
the Soviet Union . is enough to make Lenin turn
in his: grave.

: * = &
Those who imagine that Scheinman speaks this

way ‘because of some special dispensation granted -

to - revolutionary . “diplomatic representatives”
should  read the leading editorial in the Daily
Worker of March 28, 1929: :

“The interests of "American nationals’ in the
Soviet Union are continually growing. This is
easily seen in the contracts reached, for instance,
by the Standard Oil Company of New York and
the International Electric Company with the Soviet
government. The United States government claims
to be jealous of the rights of its ‘nationals.” It has
declared a war in permanency apainst Latin Amer-
ica to. protect their interests, maintains a hard-

‘boiled machine gun diplomacy ready for duty at

a moment’s notice, and sends thousands of marines
and . fleets of battleship to danger sectors in the

s

In effect, the Daily Worker is daying to the
Hoover government: Why don't you protect the
interests of - American nationals in Russia? You
claim to be jealous of the rights of American
business everywhere. You protect them in Latin
America and China even to the point of armed in-

: Only a high development of the means of produc- is not solved, and the Et?hmt:ﬁ’ ]m‘fi’l :.'EIEH.HS]!'I,’:,T Pr-.':parz‘.l::'nns. for the strike was the failure to bring has been in the United Et‘.!!“ f‘?r.thﬁ last hf::w tervention. Why d“"‘t_ you make good your claim?
tions with other eocial groups, the Marxist puts ion" and electrification is able to overcome the the Party of the Buifh“.‘m wing, st i forward the most basic demand (=hich was also months 2t the head of a 5?:1‘1! mission, has been  The least you can do to protect the interests of
“orward the unquestioned domination of the pror o hnical backwardness of millions of small indus- all directions, The fight against the Right w._ng {4 incorporeted in the program of the new union) spending a great deal of his time in Wﬂ.’:‘-i‘lmglml American business men in Russia is to recognize
o -+ the ant in any other light : . hi sz of industrialization 15 three-fourths a sham battle. The Rusman ¢ that the jobbers assume the responsivility for con- - condustins unofficial negotiations with American the country
letariat. To se¢ the. peasan o letari tries. However, this process ‘ot Incustria O ition is cut off in the Stalinist way, the way : ditions and wages of the workers that employ  oouernment representatives. A basis of agreement .
fll:‘ld{!.ﬂ'h!lﬂi—lH'}" than as an ﬂll? of the pro Etﬂ.fllﬂ.t must be E.Iﬂ'nﬂ socialist roads if the “agrki_ng I 5585 ppﬁj‘iltlﬂﬂ. 115 ‘I::'Ll L ] p -h E,D & I.h]'_CILi!'-,']'L contractors and for the limitation of the B - : pre. b 1VEs, a3 nstEc = That such revolting anti-revolution s
under the leadership of the latter is to undermine ;. the city and country are to be the gainers of ruin, division and disintegration of the Lom- £ coritractors employed by them. This failure is be. 1as been tentatively reached for the coming recog- . - in the afficial or SMIERY Wik
't'u; foundations of proletarian revolutionary rule; (hereby munist forces. But still the Opposition remains j,- yond comprehicnsion if we consider the needs of nition of the Soviet Union. The process of ac 1;'.1 .QPEEMQFI the official organ of the Communist
for f:n;up'ic such “defenders of the U.S.5R.” as It would be incorrect to say that the Stalin re- and points out the correct line of action for the C. ' z ﬂ::q "'{ljc:}:!r'"‘:l” = L ;t?dusrr}rdq.nd thai: L]:m demand  complishing this is to be somewhat as follows: r,.:: oL s IE;-L: comment on the situation in the
':d:r".]{ut' Rh‘_':-'ﬂ Williams who ®iolls the peasant gim-: has no Pﬂ[i.;}r on induﬁfrialjgatinn_ It 1z in P. 5. U,, the TJ. 8. 5. If.. a_m.l thejptern;tmnal Com- ';-gs-linsl:.1£¢D§§uiallI:'cfu}r‘ini:;u;;d ‘:hc: g:fﬁ;;l:fﬁﬁ The Sm'l:cig arpe t”.?‘&k f:}rmaﬂy for the ﬂFEni'ﬂg an;z?iil-:;-] d~me fan _tull.lt‘ _5’1:3[‘5 ago, %mb&cﬂ,
i above all ‘other groups. The peasant cannot be  porticular contrast with the policy of the Bukhar- munist movement. Stalin falsifies history today. E Y & The demands put forward in the stmke—fory. Of negotiations which is to be followed by the 0 % W - uh e B, Bamminist Eat,
| : 't':-'-nz leader. and driving force comes from the in-Rykov group. The latter has no faith in the pos- But history will correct Stalin. And that will yet | four hour five-day week: increase in the piece appointment of a cormmission by Hoover. Formal Hlm'emm tct “md €r ':]'E DEP“*}E-‘"' and urged the
] o M E o " - E - & ® = 3 P .- . - - - = oo » .. ). - e e - ! 1 -
i city. Hence, the theory of the hegomony of the ghility of a swift industrialization development in  bring the victory of the Opposition under the { f;.tlféu;“f;;?'ﬁ;hfff:f"“th;é“iuff“tf“é?fﬂiigﬂm cﬂj recognition 1s to follovs on the basis that the Ecc}numicﬂg d‘,?n:ari € .:"'“:h lﬁ.{hf’% btc-'ui.shr: 'i'f 1":’1"‘
:_ L, . ' , § - 3 - e . - a - s "'_ H i 3 = = .LI -I.Ir: el a ™ r.‘ ™ " i . " T ,':r -i 1.1.r|:|u I'lﬂ:
Ak proletariat in the revolution is accepted_natulraliy the U.S.SR., and hence bases its major policy on leadership of Laz_r.m D. Trotsky. rot be very effectively enforced if the jobber can Soviet goy €rinent w ill rezognize the debt incurred bourgeoisie. In titD;E dave Stali .I-g mh dc: g
i by the Communist from historical, political and agricultural production, especially in the develop- A . _1[?_ discharge at will any number of werkers and hire by Bakhmetieft, former ambassador of the Keren- corrupted the C e . P e
s ecicin] TEASONS ment of the productive forces of the Kulak. " This T hl _,t' SJ. Chl CaAo0 ) any other number he wishes by discharging and :ky government to the United States! The debt, T i -ommunist movement, and Bom-
el SR . . letaiSat i ot in their view. will continue for years WO ccungs 1n - g o N - ‘hiring his contractors. ... ) amount'ng to the tidy sum of $180,000,000, was ooy VoS expelled. Today. when the Daily
Trot:ky wrote, “Once in power, the proletanat situation, 1n their view, ’ - This conception that the strike must be of short = '

W‘urker outstrips. Bombacci, it is in perfect accord
with ILhe official theory of the Comintern, -with
Stalinism, and no action is taken against it,

Recognition of Kerensky's debt and rejection of

revolutionary principle by the Daily Worker! Are
these the price that will be paid for American
recognition?

Il Duce Speaks up for Stalin

The New: York Times of March 28, 1929, carries
a -copyrighted Associated Pre:s dispatch from
Rome in which the maniac of the Pilazzo Chigi,
Mussolini, airs his views on the world situation,
He expresscs himself on the present situation in
the Communist movement as tollows:

“The Premier then indicated that he
thought communism was in full retreat while
the danger was quite past in Germany. In
some other parts of Europe he thought there
might be a good deal of vitality left in the
Communist movement. Returning to the
question of Russia, the Premier said that the
struggle between Joseph Stalin and Leon
Trotsky was most important because M.
Trotsky represented the Left.”

Mussolini is keen enough to detect the character-
istics of the struggle between the Leninist Oppo-
sition and the dominant opportunists. The strug-
gle is important for him because “M. Trotsky rep-
resented the Left™ and Trotsky has now been “put
out of the way™ by Stalin, for which Mussolini,
like the reaction everywhere in the world, is duly
thankful. But then, it is only fair exchange when
Litvinov finishes praising Mussolini for the latter
to return the compliment by praising Stalin for

persecuting the Left. One good turn deserves
another,

NOTICE TO BUNDLE AGENTS

Bundle Apents failing to receive their bundles within
two or three days after the date of issue should notify
us at once. Hereafter each number will go to pres
beforz the date of fssie. '
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