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THE MILITANT

What They -Say in“Prague About
the United Front

From the Series of Articles in the Forthcoming Book ‘The Only Road’ : -: by Leon Trotsky

——

4 HEN THE Communist International made a
W united front with the social democratic lead-
ers in 1926, wrote the central organ of the
Czechoslovakia Communist party, Rupe L'Bavo, on
February 27 of this year, alegedly in the name of a
worker-correspoudent “from the bench”, “it did this in
order to expose them before the masses of supporters,
and at that time ‘Lrotsky was terribly opposed to it.
Now, when the social demoeracy has so weredited it-
self by its countless betrayals of the workers’ strug-
gles, ‘Urotsky proposes the united front with its leau-
ers . . . LUrotsky 15 today against the Anglo-Russian
Committee of 1926, but for any sort of Anglo-Russian
Committee of 1982.”

"These lines lead us right to the heart of the ques-
tion. In 1926, the Comintern sought to “expose’ the
reformist leaders with the aid of tne united tront pol-
icy, and that was right. But sincg then the social
democracy has “discredited” itself. Before whom?
There are still more workers following it than the
Communist party. This is sad but true. The task
of exposing the reformist leaders thus remain un-
solvea. It the method of the united front was good
in 1926, why shoyld it be bad in 19327

“I'rotsky is for an Anglo-Russian Committee of
1982, against the Anglo-Russian Committee of 1926.7
In 1926, the united tront was concluded only at the
top, between the leaders of the Soviet trade unions and
the British trade unionists, not in the name of definite
practical actions of the masses scparated from each
other by state frontiers and social conditions, but upon
the basis of a fricndly-diplomatie, pacifist-evasive
“platform™. During the miners’ strike—and later the
general strike—the Anglo-Russian Committee could
not even come together, for the “allies” pulled in two
opposite directions: the Soviet trade unions strove to
assist the strikers, the British trade unionists sought
to break the strike. The substantial contributions
collected by the Russian workers were rejected by the
Genernl Council as “damned gold”. Only after the
strike had been finally betrayed and broken did the
Anglo-Russian Committee come together again to the
scheduled banguet to exchange small talk, Thus did
the policy of the Anglo-Hussian Committee serve to
cover up the reformist strike-breakers before the work-
IIIE MESES.

At the present time we are speaking of something
quite difterent. In  Germany the social democratic
and the Communist workers stand on the same ground,
before the same danger. “U'hey mingle with cach other
in factorics, in trade unions, at the unemployment re-
gistries, cte. It is not a question here of a word-
“platform® of the leaders, vut of thoroughly conercte
tusks which are calculuted to draw the mass organi-
zations directly into the struggle.

The united front policy on a national scale is ten
times harder than on a local scale. The united front
policy on an international scale is a hundred times
narder than on a national scale. To unite with the
British reformists around so general a slogan as “de-
fense of the U. 8. 8. H.” or “defense of the Chinese
revolution™, is to talk the blue out of the clouds. In
Germany, on the contrary, there is the immediate dan-
ger of the destruction of the workers’ organizations,
the social demoeratic included. "T'o expect the sociul
demoeracy to fight for the defense of the Soviet Union
against the German bourgeoisie would be an illusion.
But we certainly can expect that the social democracy
will fight for the defense of its mandates, its meetings,
periodicals, treasuries and finally, for its own head.

Only, even in Germany we in no way advocate laps-
ing into a united front fetishism. An agreement is
an agreement. It remains in ellect so long as it serves
the practical goal for which it was concluded. If the
reformists begin to curb or to sabotage the movement,
the Communists must always put themseclves the ques-
tion: is it not time to tear up the agreement and to
lead the masses further under our own banner? Such
a policy is not an easy one. But who has ever argued
that to lead the proletariat to victory is a simple task?
By counterposing the year 1926 to the year 193%Z,
Rupe I'kavo has demonstrated only its lack of com-
prehension of what occurred six years ago as well as
what is happeming today.

The “worker-correspondent” from the imaginary
bench also turns his attention to the example adduced
by me of the agreement of the Bolsheviks with the
Mensheviks and Social Revoltionists, “At that time,”
he writes, “Kerensky really fought for a certain time
agamst Kornilov and at the same time helped the pro-
letariat smash Kerensky, That the German soecial dem-
ocracy today does not fight against Fascism is evident
to any little child.”

The Thilmann who so closely resembles a “little
child™ contends that an agreement of the Hussian Bol-
sheviks with the Mensheviks and Soecial Revolutionists
never even existed. Rupe Pravo, as we see, pursues
a diflerent course. The agreement it does not deny.
But according to its econception, the agreement was
Jjustified by this, that Kerensky really fought against
Kornilev, in distinetion to the social -I'll."'l'l'l.ﬂ{'.]'ﬂ,-l:}' which
18 pl'E’pﬂl‘iﬂg the road to power for Fascism. The

udealization of Kerensky here is quite astounding. When
did Kerensky begin to fight against Kornilove At the
very moment when Kornilov swung the Cossack’s saber
over Kerensky’s own head, that is, on the eve of Aug-
ust 26, 1917. On the previous day, Kerensky was
still in a direct conspiracy with Kornilov with the aim
of jointly crushing the Petrograd workers and soldiers.
If Kerensky began to “fight” against Kornilov or more
correctly, to offer no resistance, for a time, to the fight
against Kornilov, then it was only because the Bol-
sheviks left him no other alternative. That Kornilov
and Kerensky, both of them conspirators, broe with
cach other and came into open conflict, was to a cer
tain extent a surprise. That it would have to come
to a collision between German Fascism and the social
democracy, could and should have been foreseen, were
it only on the basis of the Italian and Polish experi-
ences, Why should an agreement with Kerensky
against Kornilov have been concluded, and why is it
forbidden to preach, to fight for, to advoeate and to
prepare an agreement with the social democratic mass
organizations? Why must such agreements be de
stroyed wherver they have come into  being? That,
however, is just how Thiilmann and Company proceed.

Rupe Pravo naturally pounced ravenously upon my
words that an agreement on fighting actions may be
made with the devil, with his grandmother and even
with Noske and Grzesinski., *“Look, Communist work-
ers,” writes the paper, “you've got to come to terms
with Grzesinski who has already shot so many of your
comrades-in-arms. Come to an agreement with hom
for he is to fight together with you against the Fasc-
ists, with whom he hobnobs at banguets and in the
boards of management of factories and banks.” The
whole question is shifted here onto the plane of spuri-
ous sentimentality. Such an obpection s worthy of
an anarchist, an old Russian Left wing Social Revolu-
tionist, & “revolutionary pacifist” or of Minzenberg
himself. There isn’t a glimmer of Marxism in it.

First of all: is it corrcet that Grzesinski is a work-
er's hangman? Absolutely correct. But wasn't Ker-
ensky a hangman of the workers and peasants in far
greater measure than Grzesinski?  Nevertheless, Rupe
Pravo approves after the fact the practical agree-
ment with Kerensky.

To support the hangman in every action directed
against the workers, is & crime, if not treachery: that
is just what the alliance of Stalin with Chiang Kai-
Shek consisted of. But if this same Chinese hangman
were to find himself engaged tomorrow in a war with
the Japanese imperialists, then practical fighting
agreements of the Chinese workers with the hangman
Chiang Kai-Shek would be quite permissible and cven
—a duty.

1id Grzesinski hobnob with the Fascists at banguets?
I do not flnew, but I'm quite prepared to grant it.
Only, Grzesinski was subsequently obliged to sit in the
Berlin prison, not in the name of socialism, it is true,
but only because he was loath to give up his warm
seat to the Hnnaparﬁﬁts and the Fascists. Had the
Communist party openly declared at least a year ago:
aguninst the Fascist assassins we arc prepared to fight
juintly even with Grzesinski: had it invested this for-
mula with a fighting character, developed it in speech-
es and articles, brought it into the depths of the mass-
es—Grzesinski would have been unable to defend his
capitulation before the masses in July with references
to the sabotage of the Communist party, He would
either have had to go along with this or that active
step or clse expose himself hopelessly in the eyes of
his own workers. Isn't this clear?

To be sure, even if Grzesinski were drawn into the
struggle by the logic of his situation and the pressure
of the masses, he would be an extremely unreliable, a
thoroughly perifidious ally. His prineipal thought
would be to pass over as quickly as possible from strug-
gle or half-struggle to an agreement with the eapi-
talists. DBut the masses set into motion, even the so-
cial democratic masses, do not come to a halt as easily
as do outraged police chiefs. The approach between
the social democratic and the Communist werkers in
the process of the struggle would offer the Communist
party leaders a far broader possibility for influencing
the soeial demoeratie workers, especially in face of the
common danger. And that iz precisely what the final
aim of the united front consists in.

To reduce the whole policy of the proletariat to
agreements with the reformist organizations or, still
worse, to the abstract slogan of “umty™, 15 something
that only spineless Centrists of the stripe of the So-
cialist Workers Party can do. For the Marxists, the
united front policy is merely one of the methods in the
course of the class struggle. Under certain conditions
this method becomes completely useless; it would be
absurd to want to eonclude an agreement with the re-
formists on the socialist upheaval. But there are
conditions under which the rejection of the united
front may ruin the revolutionary party for many de-
cades to come. That 1s the situation in Germany at
the present time, (Continued in the Next Issue)
raixkiro, September 2, 1932, L. TROTSEY.
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Pioneer Publishers Notes

EXTRA! EXTRA!

Iy much patient digging in second-
hand book stores we have unearthed a
very small number of comrade Trotsks's
earlier works that are out of print in
this country. We have them on hand all
ready to ship. Out-of-town comrades
need not fear that the New York com-
rades will gobble up our small stock.
If there Is to be any discrimination It

=T

will be ngainst the New York comrades;
for two reasons. First beepuse the New
York comrades can do what we have
done; dlg In the dust of sccond-hand book
stores; secondly becanse out-of-town CoEm-
rades eannot get them locally, even by
thiz merpz, Dut orders will be  filled
strictly in the order in which they are
received. And they must be acompanied

with the price of the ook ordered,

Here is what we have: 1 copy of Ouf
Revolution—§2.50; 2 coples of the Bolsh-
eviki and World Peacs—$1.50; 3 coples

of Lonin, a Biography--$2.00; 1 copy of
Whither Rusala—3$1.00.

Bemember—iirst come, fivst served. We
have hopes of getting a few more of these
titles and o few of other titles. As we
get them we will annoones them. If yono
are willing to take a chanpes you SaAn
order these books in advanee of our got-
ting them. We will make every effort
to get them, EBhouold we fall you will
lose nedthing, (We will elther refund or
gend you somethlng else according to your
inatructions,

et

LEON TROTSKY

SATURDAY, OCTORER 22, 1932

Pr:le-tariat and Peasant War in China

(Continued from last issoe)

Thus, in Chinn, the canzes and gronnds
for the confiicts between the army, which
ia peasant in composition and petty bour-
geods in leadership, amd the workers, not
only are nmot ellminated but alse all the
clerumatances are auch as to make these
conflicts extremely possible and even in-
cvitnble: and in  addition thercto the
chancés of the proletarint are Incompar-
ably less favorable thanm woas the case
in Ituswia,

From the theoretical and politienl side
the dangor is inereazed manifold as a
conzequence of the fact that the Stalin-
ist burcaveraey bides the contradictory
situatlon under a blanket by its slogan
of “demacratic dictntorship” of workers
and pex=antz. Is 1t possible to conceive
of a snare more altractive in appearances
and more perfdions in essence? The epi-
gones go  througl their proeesses  of
thinking not by mediovm of socinl con-
erpts, but by  meang of plgeoncholed
phrasea; formallsm is the basic trait of
burenucracy.

A REACTIONARY ACCUSATION

The Russlan Navedoikl (“Populists™)
betimes aceused the Russlan Marxists of
“lgnoring” the peasaniry, of not carrying
on waFk in Lhoe vl]lllgESl, ete. To this
the Marxists replicd, “We will arouse
and organlze the advanced workers and
through the workers we zhall arpuse the
peasants.” Such in general Is the only
conceivable road for the proletarian
party.

The Chinese Htallnists have acted
otherwisge. During the revoluflfon of
102527 (hey subordinated directly and
immediately the interests of the workers
and the peazants to the Interests of the
pationul bogwrgeoisie, In the vearzs of
the conuter-revolwiion they passid over

from the proletnrint to the peasantry; L

e, they undertook that role which was
fulAlled in our eountey by the 5 R's
when they were still o eevoelolionary
party. Had the Chinese Communiat Party
concentrated Its efforte for the last few
vears In the ciiles, In industry, in the
rallroada:; had it sustnined  the  trade
unions, the edueational cluls and elreles;
had if, witheut bréenking off from the
workers, taught them fo undarstand what
whis ocenrring in the villages-=the share
aof the proletariat In the gemeral correla-
tion of forces would have been Lodey in-
comparably more favorable, The party
ns o maiter of fact tore lsclf away from
its elasa, Thereby o the last analyvais
it ean ennse Injury to the peanntry as
well, For should the proletarial
tinpne atill to remain on  the sidelines,
without organimtion, without leadership,
then the peasant war even Iif fully vie.
torious will inevitably drive into o blind
alley.

In old hina every victorlons peasant
revolotion was coneluded by the ereation
of & new dynasty, anid sabzequently of
0 new growug of large proprictors; he
movement was eonlined wilihin o yiclons
cirele,  Uader (he prescol cowdilions the
poasant war by ltself without the direct
lendership of the proletarian  vangoard
can only pass on the power to a nDew
bourgeols clique, some “Left” Koo Ain
Tang or other, “a third party"™, ete, ete,
which in practise will differ very lttle
from the Kuo Min Tang of Chiang Kal-
Bhek. And thls would signify in turn o
néw onslaught on the workers wilh the
weapons of “‘democratic dictatorship',

What then are the conelusions that
follow from all this? The frst conclu.
shon is that one must boldly aud openly
farse the facts as they are. The peasant
movement is a mighty revolutionary fae-
tor, inscfar as it ls directed agalnst the
large farm ownoers, militarists, serfdom
and usurers. DBat in the peasant move.
ment itself are very powerful proprietary
amd reactionary tondencics, and oo a
given stage It can become hostlle to the
workers, and sostain that hostility al-
ready equipped with arms, e who for.
gets about the dunl nature pf (he Deas-
antry I3 not a Marxlst. The advanced
workers must be fonght to  distinguish
from among “Communist” signs and ban.
pers the actunl social processes,

The operation of the “Red Armles™
must be attentively followed, and the
workors muost be explained systematie-
ally the direction, the significance aod
the perapectives of the peasaont war; and
the enrrent demands and thie tasks of the
prolatariaot mwest be tled up  with  the
slogans for the Lliberation of the peas.
antry.

STUIYY THE CLASS
TENDENCIES

On the bases of our own obscrvations,
reports and olber doecaoments  We must
painstnkingly stndy the ioner life pro-
cessis of the pensant armies oand
arder established In the reglong oecupled
by them ; wee must discover in living facts
the contradictory class  tendencles and
clearly point out Bo the workers which
tendensies we saupport and agalnst which
we are Hghting,

With espécial care muast we follow the
inter-relatlons between the Hed Armles
and the local workers, without leaving
out of sight even the minor misunder-
stamdings  between  them. Within  the
framework of particular clties and re
glons, conflicts, even if acute, might
appear to be Insignificant local epizodes.
But with thé further development of
cvents the elass conflicts may take on a
natlonal sweep and lead the revolution
to a catastrophe, 1. e, to & new devasta-
tion of the workers by the peasants,
hoodwinked by the bourgeolsie. History
of revelutions iz full of such exnmples.

The more clearly the advaneesd work-
era Will undersitand the living dinlectic
of the class Inter-Telations of the pro-
letarint, the peasantry and the bourge-
olilg the more confldently will they seak
unity with the strata of the peasantcy
closeat to them, the more soccesafully
will they counteract the coonter.revolo-
tionary provocateurs, within the body of
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| A Letter to the Chinese

Bolshevik-Leninists

the pensant armles themselves ns well as
within the clties,

The trade unfon must be built up and
the party noclei; the advanced workers
must be edocated, the proletarian  van-
guard must be fused togeiher ond muost
be drawn into the battle,

We must turn to all the members of
the officia]l Communist party with words
of explanation and challenge. It is quite
probable that the rank ool file Commun.
ists whoe hove been led astray by the
Bialinlst factlon will pot understand us
at onee, ‘The bureaucrais will set up a
how] aboat onr “revolution'” of the pea-
saptry, perhaps even about our “hostil-
ity to the peasantry (Chernov always
aecnsed Lenln of belng hosatile to the pan-
santry).  Naturally, soch bowling will
not  confuse  the Bolshevik.Leninists,
When prior to April 1927 we warned
ngaingt the Inevitable coup d'Etat of
Chinng Kai-5hek, the Stallnists accused
us of hostility to the pational Chinese
revolution, The events have demonstrat-
aff who was right. The events will pro-
Tvide a check thiz time as  well The
"Left Opposition may turn out too weak
"to glve the ovents the direction in the
"interests of the proletarint at the prosent
stage. But it Isx sufficiently srong even
now in order to point out to the workers
the correct Way, and by depending upon
the further development of the class
struggle to demonstrate to the workers
its corfeeiness and fta poliiical insight.
Only in thizs manner can o revolutionary
party gnin confidenee for iself, only thus
will it grow, become strong and take lta
"plase ab the head of (he national miass-
"B,

=T, TIROTSKY.
| I'rinkipo, September 22, 1932

™ B In order to express my  ideas
; With the greatest possalble Iucldity, I ahall
i sketeh the following wvariant which s
| theoretically quite poasible.

| Lat us presume that the Chinese Left
Cppesition ecarries on within the searest
| Tuture—widespread and swecessful  work
| among the Indostrial proletariat and at-
tainsg (e preponderant influencee in its
"midat. The offkcial pariy, in the mean.
| time, econtioues o concentrate ol s
| forees on the “Hed armies™ and in the
peasant reglonz. The moment  arrives
when the peasant armmies take oteupa-
tlom of the lmwdostrial eesters aml are
brought fnee fo faee with the workers.
In swch o sltwation, In what manner will
the Chinese Stalinists act? It is not dif-
fleiedlt to foresce that they will coupter-
pose In g hestile manner the peasant
army nguinst “the connter-revolutlonaey
Trotskylstz", In ether words, they wiil
y wie the afmed peasants on the advaneed
workers. This i what the Russlan 8.
% and the Mensheviks did in 1017 : hav-
ing lost the workers, thoy fought might
and menin for thelr sapport mmong the
soliliery, inciting the barrnceks against the
factory, the armed pensant agminst the
worker Baolshevik. Kerensky, Tserctelll
and Tran, if they did not abel the Bol.
sheviks outright as counterrevalutionists,
cilled them either “upconsclous alds™ or
“invalnntary agents” of  counter-revoln.
thom, The Stolinists are lesz choles in
their application of politleal terminology.
Bot the tendeney is the same, mallelons
baiting of the peasant—and genccally
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In the year ISG7 there was held at
Geoneva o ecopgresa of the Leaguo of
Pegea and Frecdom. The Peace Congress
uitempded to secure the backing and
support of the First International, and
did oetually secore support  from  the
Lauvsanne Congresa of the International.
Writing to Engels under date September
4, 1867 Marx has the following to say
about the League of Poance and Frecdom,

“Tou know that in the General Couneil
I opposed our having anything te do with
these peace windbagse, I spoke on the
subject for abool half an hour. Eeeariog
who was mingte secretary, preparcd a
report for The Bedhive, but he reproduced
only one or two sentences of my spesch
coe-mmovertheless what I saild  at the
General Councll mesting attracted o good
deal of attention. The jackasses of the
Meace Congress . . . have  completely
moditied thelr original program, smug-
{pllng Into the new one (which i3 far
more deinoeratie) the words “the harmon-
izing of economic lnlercsts with liberty
= vague phirase which may mean noth-
ing more than free trade. They bom-
barded me with correspondence, and
had the Impuedenee to send me the on-
closed specimen of eye-wnsh. You see
they have the cheek to addeess me on the
envelope asz ‘s member of the Geneva,
ete, Congress’."

Hteklof who reports the inchdent in
Iis “Higtory of the First Ioteroational™
continues with the following remarks.
“Thus, the mere alluslon of the bourgeosls
pacifists to Marxz as o member of their
contemplated congréss, serlonsly annoyed
bhim." We can readily understand, there-
fore, how profoundly disturbed he must
have been by the resolution of the Lau-
sanne Congress of  the International,
which not merely aceepted at its foace
vilue the bourgeois mouthings of the
Leagne of Peace amd Freedom, but ae-
tually  promised ‘full  support” to the
League—thua giving It an  endorscmcnt
in the name of the Intermational prole-
tarlat. Unfortonately, Marx was not
able to convinee his colleagues on the
General Council, and some time was to

Archives of the ©@pposition
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petiy-bourgeois-clements ngainat the van-
guard of the working class.

CENTRISM SEEKS SUPFORT
FROM THE RIGHT

Bureaueratie Centriam, as - Centrism,
canngt have an independent closs ape-
port. Hut io its struggle agninst the
Holzhevik.Leninisis it is compelled to seck
support from the Kight, i «, from the
peasuntry and the peily Gourgeoisie, coln-
terposing them to the proletariat. The
strnggle between the two Communist e
fioaes, the Htalinists and the Bolshevik.
Loniunlsts bears In M=elf, in this manper,
an juner tendency toward transformation
Into s cliss struggle. The revoloulionary
development of events in China may draw
this tendency o it conclslon, L oo, Lo
n eivil war between tho peasant army Jed
by the Stalinists aml the proletarian vaos
gurrd led by the Leninists,

Were such a teagic condlict (o arise,
due entively to the Chinese Stalinists, it
wonld slgnify that the Laft Opposition
and the Stalinlzsts coased to be Commuan-
st fractions aml bad become hostile pol-
itieal parties, having o differént closs
fonndation.

However, s such a perspective ioevit-
able® No, I de not think so at all, With.
in the Bralinist fraction (the oficial Chi-
nese Communist Paviy) there are oot
only prasant, I e, petly bourgeols tepd-
encles hut also proletarlan tendencles,
It s important in the highest degFee for
the Left Oppodsition to seck to cstablish
conneetions with the proletarion wing of
the Stallnists, by developing  for  them
the Marxist evaluntion of ~Hed armics™
aud the inter-relations between the pro-
Ietariat and the pea=antry in general,

While malntalning its poilitical fndepen-
b, Ehe praletaring vangward muost b

luvarlably ready to pssure the united
aetion  with  revolutionary  democracy.
While we refuse to ldentify the armed

pensant detachments with the Hed Army;
aml while we have no inclination to shut
opr eyes fo the foct that the Commun-
ist banner hides the petty bourgeols con-
temt within the JEEa s MG eanent [ wWe,
an the other hand, take an  absolately
clear aceount of the irememlons revolo-
tionary-demoecralic signiflcamee of  the
peasnnl war, wie toach the workers Lo
comprehem] this signifieanee and we are
remdy to do all fn onr power in order o
arhieve the meceszacy  militnry  allianee
with the pensant organizations,

uﬂl'l:‘ﬂ."'q'l.ll"li“b.‘ our tazk consists nol only
ben mol peeenitting the political and milis
tary ecommand over the preolelnrinl on
the part of the petty-hourgeois dem-
acrney that leans apon the armed pea-
sints bwt also in prepacing omd assuring
the proletacinn lendership of the pensant
mevemment, s “Med acmies", in pacti-
enlar,

The wmore elearly the Chiness Bolshevik-
Loeninksts comprehemt  the politienl  en.
viromment and the ta=ks thot spring from
if, the more suceessfully they extend. thelir
bases within the proletariat nned the mors
persistently they put throngh the policy
of the united fromt in reladion to the
officinl party aml the pearant movement
ihat is led by it, all tle more sorely will
they sweceed not only s shiclding  the
revolution from the frightfully danger-
omg confiiet Betwesn the proleineint and
the peasantty, aml in assaring Lhe neces-
ssary unifed actlon beltween the twa Pev_
olutionary classes, but also in transform-
ing Ahelr nnited feont inte the historical
step toward the diciatership of {he pro-
letnrint.

Priukips, Seplember 56, 19382

—TI. T.

Marx and the Peace Conference

elapse before they wonld appraise the
democratic-pacilist League at ity true
worth."

The balones sheot ean thuez casily ba
dreawn.  Im 1807 Marx opposed the Flest
International’s having anythiog to do with
the Pence Congress: in 1932 Stalin be-
comes the prime mover in the  calling
tegether of & “Peace Congres="™ In 1867
Marx was seriously annoyed beennse the
Peaco Congress attempled  to use  his
nouwe.  Today, the Stalinlsts seem fo be
falling nll over themszelves in order to
have thelr nomes appese at the head
of the list. Im 1032 the Communists are
made o vole willi both hawds Tor pack
izt dribblivgas and resolutions; in 1867
Marx referred to them with contempt ns
“eve-wish',

But the parallel doed ot end here.  In
13GT ALarx hal (o oppose the cntive Gens
eral Council in presenting iz point of
view, and some time had to clapse hefore
the ofther members of the Conneil were
convineed of the correctness of Marx's
position. Today, comrade Trolzky and
the Left Opposition  stand  pracileally
alone in opposing the opportunizm  of
the Stalin lepdership.  How long will §i
tike before the corfectness of The stonpd
taken by the Left Opposition will have
been proven correct? Yes, hilstory does
repeat leself,
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