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BERING THE UNITY NEGOTIA-
TIONS INTO THE OPEN!

{Contloued from page 1)

Bince the position of the Left Opposi-
tion on the sabject of Party unity, as
on all pther important Issues, is founded
on principle, a consistency in 18 exXpres-
plons on the matter from time to tiowe
can be nobed, From our fleat statement
in regard o unity at the Plenum which
confirmed our expulsion three and obe-
halt years ago, through the various oe-
caslons on which we agaln raized the
guestion in timely communications to
the Party until the present day, we have
been guided by the example and teachlng
of our incomparable leaders, the Rus-
sian Bolshevik-Leninists, Just as they,
In thelr platform and in all subsaquent
declarations, affirmed thelr desire to re-
main in the Party, and their willing-
ness to defend their views by the normal
processes of Party democracy and Party
discipline, s we have always protested
against our enforced separation from
the Party, We never made any special
demands that were not taken for grant-
ed and enjoyed by every party member
In Lenin's time, and we do not take
them now.

Our chief concern, that transcends all
other conslderations, is the refurn of the
Party and the Comintern to the founda-
tlon principles of Marxism. Since 1928,

first within the Party and afterward as|

an expelled group, we have advocated,
ofn all the important questione of the
day, the Marzlst line of the Internation-
al Left Opposition agninst the opportun-
ist and adventprist sig-zags of offlelal
Centrlam. These views, the correciness
of which has been confirmed in every
cage by the events of the clasa strugs
gle, wa still maintain, We have nothing
to repent and nothing to retract,

Unity for us cannot be the formuls
for a reconcilintion with the treachercus
polley of the Stallplst buresueracy, it
a condition for the more &dfﬂ.ﬂlﬂfﬁﬂﬂ!
strogele against §t. The rectification of
the truly enormous errors and crimes,
oot the least of which are the ruinous
gplits that have been imposed upon the
workers" vanguard, will take place only
In the course of the most relentless Hol-
ahevik fight againat the bureancrats of
Btalilnlam, and will be flnally assored
only with their downfall, In ordar thit
the workérs who slneerely desire the
unification of the Party may ‘have no
flluslons as to its sctual meaning, this
mugt be gald directly, openly and plainly.

They are decelvera of the Communist
workers who, abusing their good will,
preach “onity” and capitulate the gen-
eral sentlment for it without speaking
of the principle causes of the demoraliz-
Ing and aplits. No better @are those
worthless intrignants who dicker over
“unlty” in a dark corner without even
informing the workers what Is golng on,
Hke commission merchants with so many
bend of livestock at thelr disposal. No,

the Arst step toward a genulne unifica-
tiom of the Communist forces must be
a frank stotement of the different posl-
tlons mnd the preszent attitode towards
them. All the wishes in the world will
ot bring unity for struggle in any ofher
way.

Thiz §s not to say, of course, that the
differences must be aettled beforehand,
of that the platform of the Left Opposi-
tlon must be accepted as a condiilon for
anity. We have never demanded that,
The demand of the Left Opposition Is
for Party democracy, a8 Lenin's party
defined and practfced it. A firee and

open discussion of the disputes within
the framework of the Party. A onven-
tlon whose delegates are falrly and hon-
eatly selected on the basis of the discus-
slon. A leadership freely elected by the
membership and subject to its control.
The right of the minority to work In
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the party and to advance it viewpolnt
a second, a third or & tenth tme on
proper ocension, within the Nmits of
the party constitotion. ‘This 18 the way
Lenin's party clarified its policles, cor-
rected lts errors, chose its leaders and
safeguarded itz anity.

Nobody has inveoted any other method.
and nobody can. The Stallnist substitute
only succteded in derailing the Party
from the Marxist track, crushing the In-
itiative of the membership and celebrat-
ing ita “monolithic unity™ with spllt
after aplit. It is the borrible bank-
ruptey of this Stalinist sobstitute that
compels the Party membership to think
of unity again in terms of Leninism, and
to sock o way for the Ineclosion of the
Left Opposition.

There i no doubt that the present
objective clreumstances accentuate the
harmful results of the splits and the
consequent weakening of the Party be-
fore its cluss enemies. The sharpening
of the clags struggle at home, the in-
crepsingly heavy blows dealt to the mill-
tant workera by the cotrenched reag-
tlon, the rumbling of lmpending revolu-
tionary struggles abroad—all this gives
a powerful fmpolse to the sentiments for
unity within the Party ranks. The Left
Opposition, which has no epeclal inter-

cats separale fram those of the class
and the vanguard, will do all in its power
to strengthen this corrent and help it to
realize it alms. From this point of
view the last meecting of the Natlonal
Committes of the Communlat League de-
cided to approach the Parly once again
with an appeal for unity and a serles
of practical proposals for its realization.

The first of these proposals, which will
be transmitted to the Party within the
week, will ask the reinstatement of the
Left Opposition without any conditions
excopl the rights of Party democracy,
and with an undertaking to assume any
duties or responsibilities whatever which
are assigned to us by the Party.

The second proposal, to be applied
immediately while the matter of formal
reinstatement remains pending, Is  that
the Party accept the cooperation of the
Left Opposition In the class struggle ac-
tionz, in the teade unlon: and other or-
ganization and on every front where the
pressure of the clasa enemy I8 bheaviest,
The Left Opposition will take its place
in the front ranks of every struggle with-
out exceptlon and will demonstrate ts
revolutionary qualities there now ag it
has In the past. The Oppoaitlonlsts are
ready to prove by deeds their right to
work with the Party milltants, They
will prove by decds their right to be In
the Iarty.

In the Party or temporarily outsids
of it, cooperating with the Party in uni-
ted front struggles or dended the right
to particlpate o them—whatever the cir-
cumstances of the moment, the Laft Op-
positlon will retain its principla posi-
tlofis, and above all lts Internationalism.
We are united for life and death with
the true inherltors of the October revolo-
thon, the Bolshevik-Lenlnists of Soviet
Russia and the international organization
of the HRolshevik.Ieninists which now
amhraces the world. We do not seek a
golation of the problem of unity onm &
national basis; we do not scparate our
cause from theire. If we are readmltted
to the American Party our first demand
in free discussion will be:

Helnstate the expelled oppositionists
in Russla and all other sections of the
Comintern! Recall Trotsky from Con-
stantinople and Rakovsky from Siberia!
Releage the thousands and tens of thou-
samds of Bolshevik-Teninists from the
Staliniat prisons and exile camps and
restore them to thelr rightful place in
the art¥. That and only that will glve
i revolntionary, intornational sobstance
to the slogan of Communist Unity,

THE MILITANT

REFLY TO COMRADE BOJARSHY

A worker who apparently agrees in
part with the trade union policy of the
Communist League has eriticized the
article on the elections in Local § of the
I. L. G. W. U. which appeared in the
fzsue of Aprll 16th. In order that hia
differonces may be falrly presented, his
letter is printed in full oo the corres-
pondence page. The doubls we cxpressed
about the genuineness of the victory of
the Left wing in the Local £ eclections
are attributed by the writer of the let-
ter, comrade Bofarsky, to misinformation
about the conditiens in this local and the
relation of forees between the contending
gronpa. If that were really the case we
would have no hesitancy in acknowledg.
ing and worrecting the error, since hom-
cat Information is the prerequisite for
intelligent and enlightenlng discussion,
But & clozser nvestigation of the matter,
including the consultation of o number
of Informiy] workers in the needle trades,
to whom comrade Bojarsky's letter was
shown, has convineed us that our first
articts was correct, in fact aa well as in
Inference.

As a proof of the strength of the Left

group in Loeral 9 comrade Bojarsky says
it “*was the first to defeat the 2375 tax

On the Anniversary of Marx's Birth

(Continued from last lsspe)

Karl Marx In his early youth bechme
n diseiple of Hegel. It is nol our puar-
pose here to attempt to take up the
Hegelian concept more than to say that
it represented one of the first serlous and
thorough endeavors to break with the
philosophy of the past—particularly that
of the middle ages—which concelved
of all things a8 Axed, constant and eter
nnl, and to formulate In its place a new
logle in accordance with the universal
process of evolutlon.  ‘The essence of
this was the dialectic.

To Marx, the dialectic became the
moethod of investigation of soclal and
cronomlc phepomens, Through It he
formulated his materialist conception of
history, which belongs entirely to Marx,
und Engels. But with that discovery he
aleo separated the dinlectic method from
the Hegelian mysticism and idealism. It
became dialectic materialism. It revidu-
tiomized the stience of history.

By the meanz of the materlalist con-
cepdion Marx wns able :I.'BH-“F e} 'E".I:p'ltlﬂ

proposed by the Inbternational Adominds-
tration.' If the Left alone had fought
this tax, and the other two groups—the
Right ag well as the “Progressive Bloc™
—had defended it, them the defeat of
the tax would indeed have been an in-
dication of the strength of the Laeft
But this {8 not exactly 0. The "Pro-
gressive Hloc" was alse against the tax,
and slnee this group controls the adminie-
tratbon of the loeal, which In itself is|
o demongtration of its strength, ¢ i
manifestly wrong to conclude that the
defeat of the tax showed the supremacy
of the Leflt. We sympathize with the
“patriotic’ loyalty fo the Left which our
correspendent shows, But we do not in
the least help the canse of the Left by
closing our eyes to realltles and making
cxnggerated and easily refuted claims
regarding itz acoomplishmenta,

Comrade Bojarsky also disputes ouar
rlatement that the “Left wing group in
the locel came to lifs only recently and
has played very little part in the life
of the Local.” Against that he says the
group “has been in existence sines 1900
and was incorporated Inko the officlally
orginlzed Left wing groups in  March,
1631". Here again, In our opinion, the
eriticlsm is not a refotation. We did not
apeak of the “exlstence”™ of the group,
but of its “coming to life™ and “playing
fa part In the life of the Local™. These
expreaslons were used deliberately, Af-
ter the practical ellmination of the In-

dustrial Unlon from this field the Left
wing workers in shops under control of
the Schlesinger union were obliged to
reglater again, Thelr sventual formation
lnto & group within the old anicn was
Inevitable. But they could not play a
really effective part In  the struggles
withiy the unlon. And why?  Becaose
the policy of the Party and the ofielnl
Laft wing made It impossible,

Firat the Parly and the TIvduostrial
Uniom declored the I Io . W. U. a
“company union” and forbade an organ-
lzed struggle within it. (See the resoly-
tiona of the Industrial Union Convention.)
It denounced as & “reformist illoaslon®™ of
the Trotakylites, the #dea that it eould
be transformed into an organ of the
class struggle. This insape polley eould

not stihd up under the teat of the actoml
developments, Then the Stalinlsts "chang-
ed” it—in the typleal Stalinist WaY.
without saying so, and without changing
the theory which motivated it. As & re-
sult there was a period during which the
Left members were organized into a
Eroup within the “company unlon" for
the purpose of aplitting nway little sec-
tiona. Thiz muddie-headed strategy also
suffered a collapse. How can you build
a real fighting foree within a anion if
Fou announce In advance your intention
of breaking it up?

Thus it was only recently, that the

Party, while still muttering the “ecom-

the ¢course of history, not only in 2o far
ma it relates to the past. but also ita fu.
ture stages, That beeame possible be
cange this eonceptlon preceeds from the
bagis of the economic conditions of each
society. It holds that the relations of
production, of each given stage are the
foundation for fts soclal order, the
foundation for s legal and  political
superstructare, as well as for its division
into contending olasses, Marx did nol
discover the existence of classes or the
class struggle. That was known long
kefore him. Buat he added the contribo-
tion that its existence g bound ap with,
and is the result of, certaln phases of
the materinl production. Ha added alzo
the essentlal contribution that the op
proessed class today, the modern  prole-
tariat, in achieving ils own emancipation
must therchy liberate soclety as a whole
from clazs divisions, Now this wlll be
accomplished through its varlous stages
Marx stated in precise formulation in
hiz letter to Weldemeyer, writben in
1352, In part it reads as follows:

" . . the clags stroggle leads neces.
sarily to the Dictatorship of the Prole-
tariat; this dictatorship is but the transi-
tlon to the abelitlon of all classes and
to the creation of & soclety of free and
equal.”

There could be no clearer exposition
of the materialist conception of history
than this statement. It pletures the re-
sults of the relatlons of prodoction, and
the social organization necessarily @ fol-
lowing from it, traced to its logical con-
clusion, Yet it skips none of its stages,
but clearly and decisively apeclfies the
Torm of class rule of the proletariat dor-
Ing the transilion perlod, the period be-
tween capitalism and Communism  and

pany unfon” idiccy, gave directives for &
more sensible partlelpation of the Left
gEroup in the Ioternal affairs of the Lacal.
The fAght agalnst the tax was one sign
of this turn. The participation in  the
recent elections was ancther. But there
ie yet a long way to go. The correction
of the Left polley has only begun. A
radieal change must yet take place, bhoth
in theory and practice, before the Laeft
wing can even become g serlous contend-
¢r for supromacy. To contond that this
supremacy has already been demonstrated
comrade Bojursky had to decelve himself
as to the obvious facts.

After the reports of the convention of
the International and the Plenum of the
Industrial Union are recelved we will
return to this subject again. Meantime
both the Milifant and the Unser Kamf
will be glad to print the opinions of the
needle trades workers as to the facls
nnd the Inferences to be drawn  from
them, How does the Left wing stand
now and how can i regain it lost posi-
tions? Letters on this theme, whether
they coloelde with our viewa or not,
will be weloomed. =J. P. (.

the eeonomie transformation of the one
into the other. Truly, with the discovery
of the materialisat conception of history,
Hoclalism became elevated to a4 scicned
Yeb, how pltiful are those contemptible
charlatans who clalm adherence to acien-
tific Socialism but reject the Proletar-
lan Dictatorship—that 15, under the gulse
of the common phrase, “lt might be al-
right for Rossia, bot not in  America”
The truth about them is that they do
not at all accept the esaence of Marxism
—the forceful overthrow of the capital-
ist system., They do not accept this sum
and sobstance of all Marz's teachings—
the Proletarlan Dictatorship. There s
not & ahred of the revolutionary in them.

Engels says of the Communist Mani-
festo, that, “the fundamental proposi-
tiom, whirh forms lts nuclens, belongs to
Marz.," Here 1s toaced, distinctly in the
light of the materfalist conception, the
bistorical development which catablished
the capitalist gystem, from the serfs of
the middle ages to the burghers of the
earllest towns; amd néxt, to the first
elements of the bourgeoisie. Shattering
the fewdal guild monopoly emerged the
manufacturing syatem. “Therenpon,
gteam and machinery revolutionized in-
dustrinl production, The place of many-
facture was taken by the glant, Modern
Industry . . . Each stap in the develop.
ment of the bourgeols was accompanied
by o cofresponding political advance of
that class . . . the bourgeoisie has at
last, since the establishment of Modern
Industry and of the worl]l market, con-
quersd for ltaelf, In the modern repre.
pentative State, exclusive political sway”
The Manifesto could therefore loy down
the postulate that the class struggle is
casentially & political struggle and that
the proletariat must elevate bsell to be-
come the roling class led to this goal by
its revolutionary vanguard.

To this we shall here add further
only by quoting the proposition: “In
place of the old wants, satisfed by the
productions of the country, we fAnd new
wants, requiring for their satisfaction
the products of distant lands and elimes,
In place of the old local and national
seclusion and self-soffelency, we have
intereourse In every directlon, universal
interdependence of oations”, Apparentiy
forgotten, within leading circles of the
Communist parties today, are these
words, Apparently forgotten is also the
concluslon which Marx drew of the sg-
cinl, the internatfonal chiracter of the
protetarign revolution. In Its place has
been gubatituted the theory of Soclalism
in One Country with disastrons conse-

quénces to the world Communist moves
mment,

Viewlng the developments in the great
French revolution im historical retro.
spect Marx noted its contlnuons upward
progreas. The rule of the Constitution-
alists was followed by that of the Giron-
dists and then by the Jacobins, Each
advancing force needing the indispans.
able support of the next succeeding one.
“When each party, In turn, had conduct-
ed the revolutton as far as it could or
dared, and wanted to cry halt, It was
pushed aside by the bolder spirlts who
had hitherto supported It, and cleared
away by the glallotine” But the prole-
tarint, as Marxz observed, had not it
emerged as 8 separate and distinet force
out of the third estate,

In the fateful evevis of 184B.50, and
preceeding them, in the July dava, 180,
in France as well as the large scale
strikes in England in 1842 and in Sile
Alan weavers” insurrection in 1844, the
proleterint  had emerged as a distinet
alass but still remained an appendage of
the middle class parties, Marx notad
that these movements, inspired by Com-
munism on the continent and by Char-
tism In England could no longer be look-
ed upon as chance pheomena, but were
an expression of the aspirations of ao
oppressed clizs.  And, after ihe June
defeat In France of 1848, Marx could

draw the conclusion for the proletariat
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which gronps itaslf “more and more
around revolationary Soclalism, aronnd
Communizm.” . . . “This Soeclalism”, he
said, “la the declaration of permanent
revolution, the eatablishment of the Class
IHetatorship of the Proletariat as o nec-
easary step towards the abolitlon of
clags distinctions in  genernl, towards
the abolitlon of all the conditlons of
production on which class  distinctions
depend, towards the abolltlon of all the
gocinl relations which dépend on thesa
conditions of production, townrds the rev.
olotionizing of all ldeas which emanate
from these socinl relatlons™

Onee ggain we can add, that here we
have, on the basls of the concrete pro-
letarian experlonces, the materinllist con-
ceptlon of history applied and set down
with an Indelible fmprint for the futare.

The revolutionary events during Marx's
Life time closed with the Paris Commune.
The proletariat had then reached o dis-
tinet independnt class position, though
not yet, a3 Marx observed, a position
of revolutionary mailurity and prepaca-
tion. It hod not yet creatod e revolo-
tionary party. Its herale ottempt to
maintain 4 proletarinn regime was ele
cumvented essentially because of thess
weaknesses, And it wns on this experi-
ence that Marx, in his address to the
General Counedl of the International,
miade hiz masterful analysls, eulminating
in the terse statement: “But the work-
ing class cannot simply sy hold on the
ready made state machinery and wield
it for ita own purpose® In these words
are again forcefully reiterated the com.
clusiona from the realistics of the mater-
lal world. Today they serve as the pro-
latarinn revolutlonary strategy.

Our tosk is today, elearer than ever,
to proceed on the foundation of Marxlsm
and to fully comprehend what Marx
embodled §n his thesis to  Feverbach :
"Up to the present the philosophers have
but interpreted the world; it 1s, however,
neeessary to change i

We witness today the completion of
the process of a dialectle evels in human
sovlety. We have renched the last and
final period of the capltatist epoch, The
blood and tears in which the pages of
the history of its birth were written s
agaln belng shed at this stage of fts
violent decay and collapse. It ia giving
birth to & new and higher stage. The
work] Is being changed. A glorious be-
ginning was made by the proletarian rev-
olution in Russia. In that we saw the
theoretieal system of Marx applied and
brought to lts Arst victorlows conclision.
But in that we found also the closest
approximation to the life long revolu-
tionary friendship of Marx and Engels in
the unehakable friendship and harmony
of views, during “be deelsive revolution-
ary events, of Lenin and Trotsky.

The gigantle vislon, the enormous and
all embracing perspeciive unfolded in
the closing paragraph  of the conclse
statement of hisz materlalist conception
of history which Marx embodied In his
Introduction to the “Critlque of Political
Eeonomy'™, s about to be realized. It
rends as follows: “The bourgesis rela-
tions of production are the last antagon-
lstle form of the soclal process of pro-
duction . . . the productive forees devel
oping In the womb of bourgeois soclety
create the material conditlons for the
golution of that antagenism. This so-
clal formation constitutes, therefore, the
closing chapter of the prehistoric stage
of buman soclety.”

~—ARNE BWABECK.

MINNEAPOLIS, ATTENTION!

The Minneapolis comrades have ar-
ranged a JAMBOREE for Saturday
night, May 21st, & P. M. at the home of
the Ulrichson's 4827 Colfax Ave, No.,
for the benafit of the Left Opposition
Preas and as a send off for the N. E. (.
camrades leaving for the Plenum. All
comrades and sympathizers of The M-
tant and Unser Kamf, as well as Young
Bpartiicns are urgently nvited to attend,
An unusually interesting program is pro-
mised. Johnson, Curran and Miles Dunno
have their heads together. Nuff sald.
Bring your friends!

—THE COMMITTEE.
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Stalinist Zig-zags

on the Question of
the «United Front»

by LEON TROTSKY
P

(Continpned from last lssne)

Everyone should read tur Ixrantine Disease or
LerTism; today it is the timeliest of timely books. It
is in reference to just such situations as the present
one in (Germany that Lenin speaks of—we quote ver-
batim—*“the absclute necessity for the vanguard of
the proletariat, for its class conscious section, for the
Communist party to resort to tacking and veering in
its course, to agreements and compromises with dif-
ferent proletariap groups, with different parties of
workers and of small proprietors. . . . The whole mat-
ter lies in being able to apply this tactic for the sake
of raising and not lowering the common level of pro-
letarian class consciousness, of the revolutionary
spirit, and of the capacity to fight and to win.”

But what steps does the Communist party take?
Day in and day out, it reiterates in its newspapers
that the only United Front it will accept, “is the one
directed against Bruening, Severing, Leipart, Hitler
and their ilk.” In the face of a proletarian uprising,
there 1s no gainsaying it, there will be no difference
between Bruening, Severing, Leipart, and Hitler.

Against the October Bolshevik uprising, the 8. R.'s
and the mensheviks united with the Cadets and Korn-

ilov; Kerensky led the Black Hundreds and the Cos-

sacks of General Krasnov against Petrograd; the
mensheviks supported Kerensky and Krasnov; the S.
R.’s engineered the uprising of the junkers under the
leadership of monarchist officers.

But this doesn’t at all mean that Brucning, Severing,
Leipart and Hitler always and under all conditions
belong to the same camp. Just now their interests
diverge. At the given moment the question that is
posed before the social democracy is not so much one
of defending the foundations of capitalist society
against proletarian revolution as of defending the
semi-parliamentarian bourgeois system against Fasc-
1sm. The refusal to make use of this antagonism
would be an act of gross stupidity.

“To wage war for the purpose of overthrowing the
international bourgeoisie,” Lenin wrote in Tae Inrax-
TiLE Disease oF Lerrism, “and to refuse beforehand
to tack and veer in one’s course and to make good use
of the antagonism (ne matter how temporary) in in-
terests between the enemies; to eschew agreements apd
compromises with possible (no matter how temporary,
vacillating and adventitious) allies—isn't that too
funny for words?” Again we quote verbatim: the
word we italicize in parentheses are Lenin's,

more powerful enemy only by straining one’s forces to
their utmost ; and it is imperative that one make use,
most painstakingly, carefully, cautiously and expert-
ly, of any “rift” between the enemies, no matter how
tiny.” But what are Thaelmann and Remmele under
Manuilsky’s guidance doing? With might and main
they are striving to cement—with the theory of so-
cial Fascism and with the practice of sabotage against
the United Front, the rift—and what a rift—between
the social democracy and Fasciam.

Lenin enjoined that use be made of “every opportun-
ity to gain a mass ally, no matter how temporary,
vacillating, unreliable, and adventitious Whoever
hasn't been able to get that into his head—he said—
doesn’t understand an iota of Marxism, and of con-
temporary scientific socialism, in general.”™ Prick up
your ears, prophets of the new Stalinist school: it
is written here in black and white that you don’t un-
derstand an iota of Marxism. It's you Lenin spoke
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But, the Stalinists refute, without & wvictory over
the social democracy, victory over Fascism is impos-
sible. s this true? In a certain sense it is, Yet the
converse theorem is also true: without victory over
Italian Fascism, victory over the Italian social dem-
ocracy 1& impossible. Both Fascism and the social
democracy are tools in the hands of the bourgeoisie.
So long as capital rules, Fascism and social democracy
will exist in divers combinations. All the questions,
therefore, are reduced to the same denominator: the
proletariat must overthrow the bourgeois régime,

But just now, when this régime is tottering in Ger-
many, Fascism steps forward in its support. To lay
this supporter by the heels, we are told, it is first nec-
essary to finish off the social democracy . . . Thus

We quote further: “It is possible to vanguish a

we are led into a vicious circle by schematism dead

as & herring. The only conceivable way out is in the
domain of action. And the character of this action
is determined not by juggling abstract categories but
by the real interrelations between the living historic
forces.

“On, no! the functionaries keep drumming, “we
shall ‘first’ liquidate the social democracy. How?
Very simply, we shall order our party organizations
to recruit 100,000 new members within such and such
a period. Instead of political struggle—merely pro-
paganda; instead of dialectic strategy—departmental
plans. And what if the real development of the class
struggle, at this very moment, has posed the ques-
tion of Fascism before the working class, as a life
and death question? Then the working class must
be wheeled about with its back to the question; it must
be lulled ; it must be convinced that the task of fighting
against Fascism is a minor task; that it will wait and
solve itself; that Faseism in reality rules already ; that
Hitler will add nothing new: that there is no cause to
fear Hitler; that Hitler will only clear the road for
the Communists,

Is that exaggerating, perhaps? No, this is the
exact and indubitable idea that metivates the leaders
of the Communist party. They do not always follow
it to its ultimate conclusion. On coming in contact
with the masses they recoil often from the ultimate
conclusions ; they make a hodge-podge of divers pol-
icies, confusing themselves and the workers; but on all
those occasions when they try to make both ends meet,
they proceed from the inevitability of the victory of
Fasciem,

{To be Continued )

(From Waat Nexr?—Vital Hons ¢
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