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WHERE 1S THE BRITISH
COMMUNIST PARTY?

The catastrophic collapse of the Bri-
tish Labor government I8 oo example of
reformist bankruptey that rings around
the entire world., Hinee the world war
there has Ween no more steiking illustra-
tion of the truth that social democraey
{s the shield behind which capitalizm
marohes in fts pssanlts upon the work-
ing class, In the dramatic cvents of he
past week the whele game stands reveal-
gd. Moaclxonald and Company led the
Britizh masses up to the edge of the pre-
ciplee and then pushed them over 1t
A redoctlon in the miserable unemploy-
ment dole and a cut in wages for the
elvil employees, the slgnal for a furlous
attack on wage standards in industey:
theése are the concrete results of the
workers' experiment with a reformist
Labor government, What will the laboer-
ing mazges of Great Britnin learn from
this terrible experience and how will they
prevent n repetition of it on n still
greater scalef These are the most lm-
portant guestions arising out of the pre-
sent aituntion,

And here it must Dbe acknowledged
that, as far as can be seen now, there
i nothing to warrant optimistic expecta-
tiong on this sdere in the (mmediate
future. It 18 true that the masses learn
only in the sourse of thelr own experi-
ence. But even this is pot an antomatle
process. It 1s the historle functlon of
the Communist party (o askist the mass-
s to asalmilate the experience and rabse
their strugele to higher ground. And it
is preclaely this indispensable factor
that ix lacking, thanks to the devastating
regitme which ravapes and dizrapts the
Communist movement from within, Tha
heavy blow which reformizm has dealt
to the workers ought to be fransformed
fnto o still heavier if not a mortal blow
against itself and its future usefulness
to the moszters.  Bot the arm which ¢ould
deal the Mow-—the party of the vanguard
—jia palaled.

The stabilization of FBritish eapital-
fsm rpested In the Arst place on the
reformist labor buwreaucracy, aml partl-
cularly on itz “Left wing”. The polley
of Stalln in the general strike covered
ita mdvance and disarmed the revolu-
tlonary workers., Only this enabled the
labor bureaucracy to escape unpunislhed
for the betrayal of the general sirlke and
to prepare the way for the new debacle,
The peeudo-Left wingera are now organ-
Izing another division of lubor to bead
off the furlous resentment of the miss-
a3 and divert it again into the same
chaonel of reformism. Awd again thelr
mangwvee 13 faellitated by the helpless
regime in the Comintern.

The Stalinlsts content themselves with
rouline denunciations of the strategy of
the Left reformists, in all of which can
be read p fatalistic acceptinee of their
victory., ‘The quesiion «f what could
b done to defeat {his sieategy and open
the way for the Commuunist party fo
bound forward at the head of the In-
surgent masses has et yet oceurred o
tham,

They will not press the counterfeit Left
wingers to the wall, split thelr ranks
and take the workera away from them
with a hghting policy of the united front
on eoncrete izsues of the Jday, God
forbid! Only o few vears age they could
make & Moe with these same poople—
gocinl imperializts 40 the core—"against
imperfalist war™! They could sit at the
apmie table with the betrayera of the
ganeral strike at the moment of their
betrayal and even after ft! Hut they
have becoma wvery tadical sinee then,
Having burned their fingers on the “un-
fted fromt™ with the strike-breskers—af-
ter expelling the Left Oppesition for op
pozing it—they will not think of a united
front with reformist= any more under
any rlrcnm=taneea, And with this ]_mguﬂ.;].
radlcalism, the British Commuonist Party

alrendy enfeebled, disrupted and beaten
down by the international leadership=—1is
®illl further handicapped and prevemted
from taking o =ingle =tep forward in
the face of this tremendous opportunity.

With an alr of wisdom, pathetie in s
emptiness  and  impotence, the Daily
Worker “expozes” the aims of the “Left”
laborites. In the i=sue of Augost 27 they
sy the Labor “Opposition™ fo MacDonald
is “trying 1o prevent the workers from
turning to the Communists”, This 18 the
lnst sentence In the leading editorinl. Tt
represents their conclusion on the sub-
Ject of the Laborite “opposition”, the
ouly conelusion they have offered up to
date, Hat the matter does not end with
thiz inference, which Is a fairly obvious
one. That 1z rather the premise from
which we should begin, What s the
Communist party poing to do about §F7
—that i= the question, On thiz crucial
point the Dnily Worker has not yet re
ported any program of the Britlsh Com-
munist Party. Nelther has it offered
ane of ks ows aa it I8 in duty bound to
dao If I!Ilﬂrhatlunuljam FC NS Eﬂ}'rh’ng to
them. Let the Americs 2talinists rum-
Inate over thiz question and tell va what
they think about it. And while they are
at it, perhaps they can pive some in-
formatlon on another gquestion of pri-
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mary importance lo every Internntional-
{ot: Where iz the DBritish Communist
Party? Did it expire completely in the
embraces of Purcell and Sialin? Up to
the present writing, we have heard o -
ing of its activities or its proposals in
{hese events which are so fateful for the
proletariat of the entire world. Could
there be & more devasting commentary
on the present reglme in the Comintern
than the rékital of this alngle fact?

VWA

THE RETURN OF GERRY ALLARD

The return of comrade Gerry Allard to
the ranks of the Left Oppositon iz of
{tself n matter of intereat to those who
are fighting under the flag of Mprxism.
In g time of reaction against the basic
principles of International Commission,
when those who remain faithful to the
banoer are numbered by tens, and not by
hundreds or thousands, every man ia
important. And when one of the most
optstanding militants of the younger
generation of revolutlongry miners—as
comrade Allard ls withowt & doubi—
finds his way for & second time to the
platform of the Opposition, afier o long
pertod of study and contlict, it can be
regarded oply as a viclory fer our cause
and a significant sign of hidden develop-
ments taking place decp within the ranks
of the congcientioua and oocorrupted
Communist workers,

Comrade Allard, who supported the Op-
position at the time of its explusipn from
the party three years age and then a
few months later capltulated to the Stal
fuists, gccompanied his application for
readmission inte the Communist Leaguae
with a manly and straighiforward se-
knowledgement of his misiake and a de-
claration of solldarity on all the fmpor-
tant principle guestions, The National
Committes readmitied him fo  member-
ghlp with a zlx months probationacy per-
iod. This action is to be regarded as an
extra-ordinary one whivh 13 not designed
bt sl a precedent, The relerence, of
courss, Ia not Lo the guestion of probation
=fhat goes without saying—buat to the
readmisslon of g capitulutor. Omnly wn
exceplional set of circumstances cotld
justify such g decislon. As a peneral
rule it cannot even be thought of,

There were & number of extennating
circumetances fn this particulne  case
Comrade Allard came fo we in the first
wave of protest In the party agalnst the

"outrageous violations of party democracy

commitbei by the combined forces of
Lovestone and Fodter against the Op-
position, e did pol remain with wa
long enough to asslmilate the more pro-
found principle conclusions at the bot-
tom of the diepute—another ilesteation
of the truth thal party demoerscy alono
2 not and cannot be the basis of fhe
faction.

Comrade Allard was @anght by the
argianent, which was Foster's eontribn-
tlon to the cducation of the miners, that
“mass work” In the mine fields, unob-
gtructed by dispuates with the party lead-
ership, was the most Important and de
clalve questlon—proof again  that  the
ballyhoeo nhout “mass work”, without re-
gard to the prigeiple basis upon which
It Is econducted, 18 a capitulatory Lend-
eney. Lacking at the time of the great
quastions In thelr  world-wide scops,
comrade Gerry allowed himself toe be
swayed by personal atfachments and tie
immediate lssue of agltation among the
mingre—a further coufirmation of the
necedzlty of a principled and an interna-
tlongl orientation.

A closer exambnation of the funda-
mental [sdues of the struggle, during
the courss of which he also had the ap-
poriunity of testing the practical poliey
af the Oppositlon oy aesinat that of
the Cenirists In concrete action,. cnabled
comrade Allard o clarify hils siews and
take his stand. In wiew of @l these
conditlonz the National Commities, hav-
ing confidenve in his  serlousness and
geod faith, could noet do therwise than
welénme him back Inte the ranks of the
Commidnizt Leagpe, We belleve thal wa
will justify that confidence and that
the organization as a whole wil ap-
prove the aclion taken.
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The Anonymous Factional Struggle in the Party

A new factional struggle, a new Ly
of factional struggle, Is brewing in the
party. It §g a new type becanse it eor-
responds so perfectly with the bureau-
cratie, aetifclal “monollthism” of the
“third perlod” in the Comloters.

In the early years of the Comintern,
gronps and fuactlons teock shape on the
basls of clearly defined standpoints In
principle, and the discussion betwesn CoD-
tendlng groups took place openly on gues-
tione of principle. That Is how the doc-
irine of Marx and Lenin waes elackied
and strengthened o the Commonist lo-
ternational: After Lenin's death [netlon-
al struggles began to degenerate into
unprincipled combinations, mechanical-
Iy concocted o serve the momentary lo-
terests of elmilar combloations in the
olitteal DBoreau of the Russlan party—
Zinoviev's, Bucharin's or Stalln'a. With
the fAnpl trlumph of the Stalin factlon,
with the organizational orushing of all
oppozition in  the parties, “factienal
lem was eliminated”, The destruction of
a virlle internal ideclogical life In (he
partles—falsely labeéled “‘mooollthism®
or “antl-factlonallam™—was made peosal-
ble by the ecanonization of the system
under which leaders exlst only thanks
to an ungquestionlng obmilence to the In-
fallible Stalin fectlon. Nobody In  the
leadership of any Comiotern sectlos
dures to develop a “différent” point o
view without koowing whet Hialis (ot
Kuuvalnen, or Manullsky) has to say
about the laswe, And dnce elther of the
latter has apoken, then there li surely
nobody In the national leadershipa wha
dares to develap this “differont” viee-
polnt. Thia 18 the way factlonal atrug-
glea are “ellminated™ In the “third per-
lod" of the Comintern.

Unfortunately for this consummately
buresueratic “solutlon™, political siruggle
has a logle which Is more powerful, The
cffects of it are being partly disclosed
in the present etruggle of the ellguea
It the Americhan party.

An Anemymons Stroggle

For the peasons already mentioned, the
ekruggle has two additlonal characteris-
ties to Justify {ta deslgpnotion os a “new
typa”. Fiest it 18 earrled on anonyroogs-
Iy. Policles are mentioned, viewpoints
are referred to, but the owter world is
not informed as to who represents them.
Second, the ranks of the party arc kept
in abysithal ignorance of what I3 going on
or what §a Involved., For, to sobmit the
dizgpute to the membership of the party
fa to submit the buresaucrazy as g whole
to the decizion of the ranks—which wonld
b the heglnning of the and for the
Browders of all stripes. Tat In splte of
all the disguises and camonflage and an-
onymity, the principal actors in  the
tragiceomedy can alvendy be discerned.
The first hint as te whe 13 who and whist
iz what was glven to us by the prisent
leader of the party, Earl Browder, in
his apeech to the alzth convenkion of
the ¥, C. L.:

“It 18 meceasary that our comrodes,
eaperially the youth should have mors
definite understanding of the terms ‘de-
fenzlve’, ‘offensive’ and “countler-offes-
slve'" (Dally Worker, July 14, 1931.)

A commendable fdea. How doss Brow-
der Mnmirate he problem?

"The capitalisf class Is conducling &
vielowa esconotmile and political offenslve
pealngt the working clasz. Within the
working class thera s wideapresd rodi-
callzation and upsurge of activity and
beginning of stroggle, The main body of
the working class is, howewver, a8 yot

only beginning e overcome the Iyind-
rances and o reslst wage outs specd-
up, the starvation of uwnemployment,

The boginning of the mass actions
has primarily & defensive charae-
ter. Wherevor  this  defensive move-

ment beging to Invelve Lroad massea and
sharpan the strogele, it simultaneously
bheginsg to develop the elements of a coun-
ter-offensive against the offensive of the
capltalizsts. The gencral character of tha
amall stelkes that sprang up doring the
past period all over the country i, in
the maln, that of the defengive, In the
mijners’ sttlke we alred ¢ ses this defén-
alve in the proceas of passing over Inbko
a counter-alenaive™  (Thid.)

A truckload of muod eould reareely he
clearer, But what—that iz who—Is
Browder really aiming at? et us read
Tuarebaer

“It I& therefore clear that it i3 abso-
lately wrong to speak of the “sifensive of
the working ¢lnxs and the counter-ofen-
glve of the capltallzis'. An example of
this wrong tse of these tértis, which can
eroate am entlrely erronecus politiead
atmosphers around our struggles, may be
found in & recent lssme of the Daily
Waorker, which =ays: ‘Increased moss ple-
ketlng at Piney Fork and other mines
Baturday morning checked the connter-
offensive of the conl operators”.”  (Ihid.)

Browder vz Dunne and Foaster
Af we ser, the comrnde whoe “ls absg-
lutely wrong” remaing anonymous, That
e has g name which {s far from on-
konown., We look through onre files of Lhe
Daily Worker, and find that the guota-
thon made by Browder refers to o dis-

pautch to the Worker from Bridgeport,
Ohio, signed by Willlam . Dunne, o
collengme  of IHowder’s on the omnk-

potent Political Bureau, Having reveal-
ed fhe man who bas erepted “an entirely
erronesns polltical atmosphere around
our struggles” woe find that the unre-
lenting Hrowder resumes the thread of
hils atruggle a month later, more shorp-
Iy amd morea anoenymonsly. In the Aug-

ust izsue of the Communist, Browder
writes:
“At the miners’ conventlon, there oe-

curred unprecedentedly burenucratic dis-
tortions of the correct revolutionary lioe.
This waz typliled by the meilbod wnsed
in making n change in the name of thé
Unfon. The minera were all for the old
name, National Miners Union ; the Party
bod mever made any decizlong Inatroet-
log its members to try fo change the
name. And yvel, one comrde holding a
girategle position proceeded wupon nls
parzonal whim and by ose of personal
prestige to propose and to have adopied
without diztussfon the chapnge of nome
te Mine, (Ml and Smelter Workers Unlon
(without even a discussion wiilh the Com-
mnnlat feactlon!y . . . IL was an ex-
trame example of boreawncratizm [hear!
hear! This {rom Browder), of polng over
the heads of fhe workers—and even of
the party. Further demorallzation wos
thrown into the work of the Unlon at
this convention by another irresponsills
action, the poztponement of the electlon
of the official leadershlp and the tnstall.
ing of o "provislonnl” committes instead.
This again was an Individual actlon . . ™

Omnee more, our aponymons, high-hand-
ed, bureancratic, freeaponsible, cte., ete.
criminal proves to he Ihmnne, who re-
preseénted the T. U, 1. I, at the N.
Al T convention, maklng the moln #o
port and-—as Browder so delicately In-
forms us—running affairs In  peneral,
But Thanne appenrs to be not the only

one for whose throat the rapecious Brosw-
dier Iz BHelking. In the same article, wa
repd a condemnbntion of

w .. the ldea that, becavse we have
a splendid fightlng apirit among  the
ma=ses  (herefors we are alreidy davalop-
ing an ofenzive of the working class.
Hometimes this is theorized . . . In ils
least harmfoal form, this is no better
than phrasgec-amongering, It s o substita-
tion of the wish for the deed.*

Apain, who i3 the phinse-monger i
question? e appears to be no less a
ome than Foster himself! In the wvery
same issoe of the Communist, he writes,
using the same “anonymons langosge”
aa lrowder, about Che mine strike:

“IE would be fo completely misnnder-
stand this strike to consider It merely
a defensive strugpgle While this
began as o defensive fight npalnast a local
wige cob at the Avella mbves, (he sirike
I tnking on a counter-ofensive charge-
e, e, ebe.

Thus, atcording (o Browder : Dunne 18
absolutely wrong ond what fs more, s
Irresponsibe amd bureauerntie,

Avennding to Foster: Browider ecom-
pletely misunderatands the mine atelke,

Acveording to Drowder again: Foater,

f hiz least harmfal formwm, i o phrase-
manger,

Ta those who Enow
invalved, ns well s the RBiflelmans,
Welnstonea  Jolnatones,  Stachels and
iHher shadows who Inrk even more dinily
in the wicinity of the Factionsl staza,
what hos been guoted alove §s ocnongh
to indicote the “line-up”. For that mot-
ter, to have imagined (hat Foster or
the others, who have abest as much Fes
spect for Browder as be has for themwm,
would stamnd by =ilently under Browder's
managership would menpn te display a
callow fgnorance of the party siiaation,
IT there are no lsaues, they will be fonmd.
[tleht  wow, they all juesie with  “de-
fensive” aml “offensdve™  and  “counter-
offenslve™ ax If the ferms were =0 meny
colored balls withoul menuing or impor-
tance. Hut nnderneath all 1hisz word-play

the fhree men

the ecligues are buzy  awdesmining  each
other—anonymonzly, for the vank  amd
file must pot And out about 6 “prema-

furely™ amd ilie fighters wnst ke no
chances in burning their fingers in open
combat, ‘Thax It i% that they serve them-
selvea well who szorve Stalin best!

==MAX BITACIITMAN.

Maurin and the Anarcho-Syndicalists

We must pitilessly  eriticlze  Maurino
without surceass; the evedals will com-
pletely confirm onr eritlelsm. In a shocs
Limie Maurin will only be o comical fig-
ire with his provincial reflections, his
voreoded docirines and his  primitlive
slogans,  Everything lies in knowlng who
will sueessl him, The Left Opposlilon
will b unable to beome a leading force
i Hpadn withowt being one in Cotalonia,

The second wrgent guestlon js that of
the anarche-syndicalists, 1t is indispens-
able to publish & pampblel sgoinst anp-
archo-eypdicalism amd o distribute at
widely not only in Spain, but also o
other countries. Have you read the ar-
Licles by Monatie [leadiog French sypdi-
callgl,—Ed.] in which ho expresses his
hope to see the Bpanish anarchoe-syndieal-
Igts appaise to the Holshevik state o gen-
uinely “angrehist” state? The whole fate
of worldl anrchism, or reather of the
fragments saved from the Russian rev-
olution, fs intimately bound ap today with
the Tate of Spanlsh anarcho-syndicalism.
And slnee auarcho-syndicalism in Spain
Iz moving inevitably fo the most pitiful
nmd  ridiculons hankropter, there ls mo
dloubt that the Hpanish revelution will bhe
the tombstone of anarchism. Buat atten-
tion mu=t b paid =o that the tombstone
of anarcho-syndicalism does Bot ot the
=ame time become the one of the rey-
olation. If Maurin is the temporary cov-
er for the Stalinizts, anarcho-zyndicallem
iz a lemporary cover for the socialisia
and  the republicans, that s, for the
bourgeoisiec. Just as Maorin can turn
over the advanced Catalonlan  workers
Into the homds of the Centrist Lureii-
oraey, =0 the anarcho-svodiealists  can
turn over the whole revelution into the
hands of the bonrgeoisic. The thearet-
cal and practical struggle agninst ap-
archo-syndicalism now stands on the ar-
der of the day. Tt is manifest that this
sbruggle mnst be conducted on the basis
of the policy of the unlted front, of the
unity of the trade union organization,
cte.  But we must unmask the leaders of
anarcho-syndlcalism and, above all, ex-

pose that pitifal lay priest of a 1"estazna
who will undoubtedly play  the  most
infamous and cowardiy role fn the com-
ing developments of ihe rovelution _ |

The samples of Alaurin's speeches pro-
duee n pablulul bnpression, Conirary Lo
s, he eonsiders, you see, (e Five Year
I"lam as an acquisition of the revolution®
Con 16 e that be has read polline?

By the way, the Renter I'ress Ageney
nmd other agencies wilh If, are spirel-
Ing false telegrams concerning  alloged
articlez and interviews wilth me on tho
Five Year Plan (complete failure, falge-
hood, ete, . . b I fs exiremely imper-
tant o nnmask and o deny thees in-
famies=, In the prezent case, the bonre
peolsle uses against the Stalini<ts  the
Ltter's awn falselunds nnd calumies, |
Kadikoy, June 20, 1001

—l. TROFTERY.
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Hovestone
10 Years Ago

It 13 not costomary or sesmly to write
anniversary articles about the livisg
but we fecl that ander the clreomstances
our peaders will understand; and to an-
dorstand, eays de Stael, is to forgive.
It is Sepfember 1831 and in theae lines
we shall engage to commemorate the
tenth apuviversary of Jay Lovestone's
conversion from coudter-réevolutionary
Trotskyizsm to Stalinlzm. The fact that
Lovestone, ten years ago, woas a “Toob-
gkyist"—we hasten to explain to  the
wondering reader—is adegoate Justifica-
tiom for & memorial ootice today,

The last few lesues of Lovestone's pas
per, the Revolutionary Age, have been
pubklishing & serles of artleles on “The
soviel Unlon and Ita Bourgeols Critics:
Boilding 2Boclallmm in U, 8, 8 H", In
which Lovestone makes a moving attempt
to appear as the defender of Stalin . . .
agalnst Walter Duranty, The oceasion
for this ardent and touching defonre
wag a series of artielea by Duranty in
the New York Times, in which he arpned
that Leninlsm had been replaced in the
Boviet Union by Stalinlsm, which has
subprdinated or cast aslde the perspee-
tive of international revolution in favor
of the "practical reallty™ of national soe-
lalizm. The Lovestons defense consists
of an argument that Stalinism does not
exigt; If it does It 13 merely a legitimate
repetition and continuatlon of Leninism
Itzelf. It iz not Stalin, you are given to
undlerstand, who lnvented the theory and
practise of “soclallsm In one country™,
but Lenin himself. The only opponent
of this theory la Trotsky.

“The Russzlan workers have seized polit-
fcal power,” Lavestone announces “What
shall they do with their power within
the Hovlet Unlon¥ This s no abstract
question, To play with the state power
ia to play with fire, The questlon of con-
structing socialism In the Sovilet Union
should never be treated abstractly. What
ahmll the Soviet proletarlat de in the
Hoviet Unlon except build  soclalsm P

[Is this not g positively  annibilating
question?  They might build a system of
barbarlsm. And they might build up a
fewdal sovlety. But they do peither. In
spite of the Trotskyisis, the Russian
workers have decided te build soclalism ]
“For what other purpose shall they use
their state powet In the Soviet Union
except for constructing soclalism thepe?
Let the eritics of the Soviet Union—
bonrgenis  and otherwize [“otherwize™
means . ., Trotskyista] —tell o what
ahould the Soviet workers bhuild In the
Boviet Unilom except socialism.” (Kew
Apa, 5-22-1031.)

We assume thls means that the Op-
pozition is in favor of the Huassian work-
ers bullding capitalism, or feudalism, or
nothing at all. If such wnrefined idiocy
were a0, Lovestong has already won the
first vlctory. DBut let os pass thia by
out of Eindness, and rend farther;

"It was at the Fifteenlh Party Con-
sresg in December 1927, that DBucharin
speaking for the Congress, administered
thie moest crushing ldeologienl defeat to
Trotskyism on this viewpoint. If  (he
C. I, 5. UL were pot correct in eonclud
Ing that the Soviet proletarlat was cap-
able of overcoming fully all bourgenis
alementa wlthin ts country, that 1s, of
bullding a sociallst society, then, 1t would
really have no reason for maintaining
power™,  (Thidk)

The lne of division is clear: “Lenin-
fgm™ (& la Lovestone) deciares that the
Russlan proletariat, by itself, is eapable
af the suecassful constrociion of a0 na-
tional soclalist  society, “Trotskyism”
declares that thiz ean be done only with
the ‘state ald” of the revolutionary pro-
letarint of a8 number of other counntriss,
If this isg the line of division, we are
now in m position te look back ot The
Communist, official organ of the Com-
munist Marly of America (the under-
ground C, ' of a deeade agod Vol 1,
No, 3, for Beplember 1921, where we
read an artlele by Roger B, Nelson, an-

pitledd “Russin's Honr of Need™:

"“Our speakers and agitaors should util.
fz¢ the movement for the relief af
Hoviet Russia for speclfic urpnees. Tk
at no Hme must we compromise the class
character of our campaign for Immediate
results. Any other polley would In the
end do more harm than good to the
stnrving  workets of Russln . . . We
must bring to lght she fact that no
successiul revolution ean be aecomplish-
od in ANY ONE COUNTRY without the

assistance of the internatlonal proletir-
fni.™

Who iz this counter-revolutionary
Trotskyist who smuggled his anti-Lenin-
ist viewa into the official organ of the
Communist Party of America under the
puise of a famine relief article? Az we
have snid, it was Hoger B, Nelson. And
whe is Roger B. Nelson? He ks, of was
~=it 1% not much of & sseret today—Tay
Lovestone, yes, the snme Jay Lavestone
whom we quoted above, And §if the rev-
olution eonld not be accomplished success.
fully In “uny one country™ by the forces
of the proletariat of that country alone,
why il not Lovestone, In  September
1921, tell the Russian workers—in line
with bis argonments of September 1931
—that they “have no reason for main-
taining power"¥

But Ia it oot poszsible that this was
& momentary “Trotskylst” alerrution of
one individual? Let ws look further in
the same Issge of The Communist, and
on page five we find an  article “The
Third Congress' written by “James A,
Marshall, Delegate Commuist Party of
America™ who, affter speakifp of “Lenin,
Trotsky and other irreproachable lead-
ers” (he changed his mind about that
laterd, writes:

“Soviet Russla cannot exist as an lso-
lated =tate within a capltalist world.™
[Name of a fdame! Trotsky was expal
led for saying no more than that!] “This
is the problem. Twb solutions are pos-
gible.  Ooe puts the burden of the actlon
upon the revolutionary working class
outzide of Rossia, The other must be
enfricd out by the workers of Russla,
The first is the overthrow of capltallsm
in the countries of Furope or Amerien,
amnd the establishment of a proletarian
dictnorship there, The other s 8 meth-
od to break the deadly economile [sola-
Lion of Bussla. It walted untdl it eould

e — e ———eee———
————

wall If Tendn “In 195" s=ald {hat they
need fear no isolation becanse they could
build =socialism with their awn forces?]
“It now propoges to hrank the nnbegrable
economic lsolation. The concesslons pol-
ey I one of the methods of ilodnge IL"

And whe is thls Trotskylst No. 29 1=
he Cannon or Hwabeek? No. At the
rigk of producing the rupture of a bleod
vessel, we must polnt out that James
A. Marshall was and 18 Lovestono's
bozom fricnd of yesterday--3Max Redache,
member of the Political Burcan of fhe
party teday and professional Trotsky
killer,

But perhaps we hove before vz ooly
two individual abérvations? Mot at all
In The Communist, oilicial organ of the
United Communist 'arty of America
(both Lovestone and Bedaeht wers mem-
bera of its Central Commiffec), No. 3,
for August 15 020, we read the follow-
ing official pronownscement,  presonably
representing the standuoint of the whoie
party, unless Lovestone's and Redacht's

protests were coneealsd by the  other
“Trotskyists™:
“The ®ovicts will realize fthat  the

theoretieal deduction from the factg of
the struggle belween caplialism and com-
mufism, that a proletarian state cannot
exlat In o ecapitalist world, must e fol-
lowed in practi=e and that Soviet Iinssia
can only preserve it=ell by developing
Bl Tiuesian revolution inte the world
revolution. Soviet Dossia will stand or
Ml ax the revolution in that country be-
comes, or does not berome the world eev-
olution.™

Cannot even cxist! Can only preserve
ftzelf! But what about building wp a
complete noatlonal soclalist soclety with
their own forces, without “developing the
Buzsian revolutlon into the world revaly-
tHon™? Where was Btalin to put the
quletus on such arrant Troskylsm? Where
winz Bueharin? Where was  Hedacht?
And Lovestone? The horriblé truth is
that they were all, all, “Trotskyists” in
those days, . .,

L] L] L] -
There 13 no exact record of when
Lovestone was convertedl. He may tell

us some day what caused him to soe
the light and when, But we doubt it.
He appears to be foo husy dividing his
tongue between Stalin's boots In Mosca'w
and Muste's In the Tinited States,

wait ne longer.” [Why did it have to

—MARSH,




