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What They Say in Prague About
the United Front

|me the Series of Aurticles in the Forthcoming Book ‘The Only Road’ : -: by Leon Trotsky

(Continued from last issue)

The united front on the international scale, as we
have sanl above, contains the greatest difficulties and
dangers, for there the formulation of the practical
tasks and the organization of mass control is harder.
That is how matters stand above all in the guestion
of the struggle against war. The prospects of joint
actions are far slighter here, the possibilities of sub-
terfuge and deception by the reformists and pacifists
arc far greater. By this, of eourse, we do not con-
tend that the united front in this field is out of the
question. On the contrary, we demanded that the
Comintern should turn directly and immediately to the
Second and the Amsterdam Internationals with the
proposal for a joint anti-war congress. It would
then have been the task of the Comintern to work out
the most concrete possible obligations, applicable to
the various countries and differing circumstances.
Were the social demoeracy compelled to agree to such
a congress, the problem of war, providing there werc
a correct policy on our side, could be driven into its
ranks like a sharp wedge.

The first premise for this: utmost clarity, political
as well as organiational. ‘There is involved an agree-
ment of proletarian, million-membered  wrgunizations,
which are today still divided by deep antugonisms in
principle. No ambiguous intermediaries, no diplomatic
masqueradings and hollow pacifist formulue!

The Comintern, however, found it proper this time
also to act counter to the A B C of Marxism: while
it refused to enter into open negotiations with the re-
formist Internationals, it epened up negotintions be-
hind the scenes with Fricdrich Adler through the
medium. . .of the pacifist literary gentleman and first
class muddlehead, Henri Barbusse. As a result  of
this policy, Barbusse gathered together in Amsterdam
half-masked Communist or “related”, “symputhizing™
organizations and groups, together with the pacifist
free lancers of all countries. The most honest  and
sincere among the latter—and they are the minority-—
can each say for himself: “I und my confusion.” Who
needed this masquerade, this bazaar of intellectual-
istic conceit, this Miinzenbergerie, wlich converges
into downright political charlatunry*

But let us return to Prague. Five months after
the AppeArance of the article discussed above, the
same journal printed the article of onc of the party
leaders, Kl. Gottwald, which bears the character of an
appeal to the Czechoslovakian workers of the different
tendencies to make fighting agreements, The Fascist
danger menaces all of Central Europe: the onslaught of
the reaction can be beaten off only by the unity of the
proletariat ; no time should be lost, it is alrcady *“five
minutes to twelve®. The appeal is very passionately
written. In wvain, however, does Gottwald swear, fol-
lowing Seydewitz and Thilmann, that he 15 not pursu-
ing the interests of the party but the interests of the
class: such a contrast is absclutely improper in the
mouth of a Marxist., Gottwald stigmatizes the sabotage
of the social democratic leaders, It is necdless to say
that the truth here is entirely on his side.  Unfortun-
ately, the author says nothing direct about the policy
of the Central Committee of the German Communist
Party: evidently he is not resolved upon defending it,
but does not yet dare to eritieize it. Gottwald him-
self, nevertheless, goes into the grievous question, not
resolutely, it is true, but still fairly correetly. After
he has called upon the workers of the various tendencies
to come to an agreement in the factories, Gottwald
writes: “Many of you may perhaps say: Unite there
‘at the top’, we *below” will get together pretty easily.”
We believe, continues the author, “that the most im-
portant thing is for the workers to agree ‘below’.  And
as for the leaders: we have already said that we com-
bine even with the devil if enly it is direeted against
the rulers and in the intercsts of the workers. And we
say to you openly: if your leaders give up their alli-
ance with the bourgeoisie for even a single instant,
procced in reality against the rulers even in one ques-
tion—we will greet it and support them in it.”

Almost everything necessary is said here, and almost
the way it should be said. Gottwald did not even for-
get to mention the devil, whose name the editorial board
of Rupe Paavo printed five months before in pious in-
dignation. Gottwald did indeed omit the devil’s grand-
mother. But God be with her: for the sake of the
united front we are ready to sacrifice her. Perhaps
Gottwald would be prepared, for his part to console
the offended old dame by turning over to her disposal
the article from Rupe Pravo of February 27, together
with the inkwell—*worker correspondent”.

Gottwald's political considerations, let us hope, arc
applicable not only to Crechoslovakia but alse to Ger-
many. And that’s just how it should have been said.
On the other hand, neither in Berlin por in Prague can

the party leadership confine itself to the bald declara-

* The fact that the Brandlerites (see their Stuttgart Tei.
hume of August 27, carefolly separated Itself from us in this
question too, and supported the masguerade of Sialin, Man.
uilsky, Losovsky, Muenzenberg, surprises us leust of all. Afler

supplying the model of their united front polley in Saxony
in 1023, Bropdler-Thalhelmer thercopon supportsd the Stalin-

ist policy towards the Kuo Min Tong and the Anglo-Russian
Committes. How can they deprive themselves of the oppor-
tunity to enlist nnder Barbusse's banmer? I they  didnt,
thelr political physlognomy would ool be roooded ont

Now OUT

tacus has hecn off the press for several | G. Steklov.
weeka, It contalns artleles on the presi-

“ihe Anti-War Congress, the activities of | comemmoration of the anniversary of the
Gctabtr Yﬂ'“ﬂg Sp’.ﬂlcui ithe Spartacus Youth

clal educationnl featurcs consist of an| first week of November. This issue will
article on John Heed and a review of| be an elght pager—the regular size of
The October issue of the Young Spar.ithe History of the First International by| subsequent numbers of the Young Spar-

Comrades shonld hasten the distribu=| Readers of The Milltant should sub-
deytial elections, the German situation, |tion of the issne, The November nomber|seribe  to the Youmg Spartacus (ffty
Illinots miners’ convention, Youth and. which will be devoted primarily to thef cents a year).

tion of its readiness for a united front with the social
demoeracy, but must demonstrate this readiness in
deeds, enterprisingly, in a Bolshevik manner, by means
of quite definite practical proposals and actions. That
is just what we demand.

Gottwald’s article, thanks to the fact that it rings
with a realistic and not an ultimatist tone, instantly
found an ccho among the social demoeratic workers:
On July 31 there appeared in Rupe Pravo a letter,
among others, from an unemployed printer who had
recently returned from a visit to Germany. The let-
ter bears the imprint of a worker-democrat who 15 un-
doubtedly affilicted with the prejudices of reformism.
All the more important is it to pay attention to how
the policy of the German Communist Party reflects it-
self in his consciousness. “When in the spring of last
vear,” thus writes the printer, “comrade Breitscheid
dirccted to the Communist party the appeal to begin
joint actions with the social democracy, he evoked in
the Rote Fauxe a veritable storm of indignation. So
the social democratic workers said to themselves: ‘Now
we know how serious are the intentions of the Com-
munists on the united front”.”

Here you have the genuine voiee of a worker. Such
a voice contributes more to the solution of the ques-
tion than dozens of articles by unprincipled pen-
pushers. As a matter of fact, Breitscheid didn’t pro-
pose any unifed front. He only frightencd the bour-
geoisie with the possibility of jont actions with the
Communists . . .. Had the Central Committee of the
Communist party promptly put the guestion right on
the edge of the knife, the social democratic party lead-
ership would have been pushed into a difficult position.
But the Central Committee of the Communist party
hastened, as always, to put itself into a difficult posi-
tion,

In the brochure What Next?, 1 happened to write
on Breitscheid®s apeech: “Isn’t it self-evident that
Breitschcid’s diplomatic and equiveeal offer  should
have been grabbed with both hands; and that from
one’s own side, one should have submitted a concrete,
carefully detailed anmd practical program for a joint
struggle against Fascism; and have demanded joint
sesgions of the.executives of both parties, with the
participation of the executives of the independent
trade unions? Simultancously, one should have carried
encrgetically this same program down through all the
layers of both parties and of the masses.” (Page 56.)

By spurning the trial balloon of the reformist lead-
ers, the Central Committee of the Commumst party
transformed in the minds of the workers the ﬂ.l'l'-lll.lig'u'
ous assertion of Breitscheid into a direct united front
proposal and prompted the social democratic work-
crs to the conclusion: “Our people want joint actions,
but the Communists are sabotaging.” Can you im-
agine a more inappropriate and stupider policy? Could
Breitscheid’s maneuver be better supported?  The
letter from the Prague printer demonstrates with re-
markable plainness that, with Thilmann’s aid, Breit-
schetd completely attained his Eua.'l,

Ruoe PPrave endeavors to  perceive contradiction
and confusion in the fact that in one case we reject
an agreement, but in another, we acknowledge it and
deem it neessary to determine anew each time the
scope, the slogans and the methods of the agreement.
Reoe Pravo does not understand that in polities, as
in all ether serious fields, one must know well: what,
when, where and how. Also it cannot hurt to under-
stand: why.

In our Criticism of the Program of the Comintern
four years ago, we set down a few elementary rules
for the united front policy. We consider it worth
while to recall them here:

“The possibility of betrayal is always imbedded in
reformism. fTChat docs not mean, of course, that re-
formism and betrayal are one and the same thing at
every moment. Temporary agreements may be made
with the reformists, if they take a step forward. But
to maintain a bloe with them when they commit treason
shortly before the development of a movement, sig-
nifics a eriminal earelessness towards the traitors and
a veiling of betrayal.” (The Strategy of the World
Revolution, page 51.)

“The most important, best established and most un-
alterable rule of every maneuver says: Une's own
party organization should never be diluted, umited or
combined with another; no matter how ‘friendly’ the
latter may still be today. Such a step should never
be undertaken which leads, directly or indirectly,
apenly or maskedly, to the subordination the party to
other parties or to organizations of other classes and
therewith limits the freedom of one’s own agitation, or
a step through which one iz made responsible, even if
only in part, for the political line of other partics.
You shall not mix up the banners, not to speak of
kneeling before another banner.” (Ibid, pp. 60-61.)

Today, after the experience with the Barbusse Con-
gress, we would add still another rule:

“Agreements should be reached only openly, before
the eyes of the masses, from party to party, from or-
gamation to orgamization. You shall not avail your-
self of equivocal middlemen. You shall not palm off
diplomatic affairs with bourgeois pacifists as a prole-
tarian united fromt.™

rrinkirvo, September 2, 1932, L. TROTSKY.
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Now that the Dally Worker has “cor-
reclid its mistake”™ In appealing to the
workers 1o protest agoinst the arrest
and poasible execfition of comrade Chen
Du-Hsiu in Shaopghai, the leader of the
party, Earl Browder, endeavers In the
issue of October 21 to explain to his
readers that comrade Chen betrayed the
Chinese revolution ond that the arrest
of thizs “Trotskylst 15 no concern of
the working cless, At the same time,
Hrowder, smarting uvnder the Opposition’s
|1'!I'i1:|-|'-|3|!|I'IH of hiz leadership of the party
and our exposure of his role in China
durlng the 1427 events, takes oconsion
to defend himself in particular and
"Ztalinlam In general In the gquestion of
the gresl trogedy of e Chinese revolu-

j thom of T025-1825%.

“Ihuring n part of the croncial period
of 1027, wriler rowsder, "the writer
af this arlicle was  in Hankoew—when
the deslsive iganes of armament of dis-
armament of the workers and  peasants
firast became # sharp lszoe within the
Communist pardy, In view of e fact
that the Trotakyites In Ameriea have
gystematleally spread slanders about mys
gelf in relation to that perlod, ottempt-
ing with all their power to create the
liggemdd that the Chinese party and the
Communizt Internationnl, ineluding ‘the
Amerfenn Sialinizt, Browder, falled to
curry on a resolute  stroggle  agoinst
Chiang Kal-8hek, it may not be oot of
place to take thia occasion to eall at-
tention (o the records”

And what are the "record=” which dis-
prove the “legend” that the Communist
International (I e, the Browders of all
shapes and magnitades) failed to carry
an @ resplute struggle  against Chiong
Kal-2hwek? We read onc:

BROWDER'S RECORDS

“Thise ghow that in Apreil, in the
p-q'!ril}u;l when (hen Tuh-sin was ﬂ{':l‘l'l.'l'!lj'
and bitterly Hgbiting for the disarmament
aof the workers and peasants, | wrole a
siatement for the All-China Federation
of Labor cncrgeilealiy ealliog for  the
further armamcnt of the workers and
peasanta amd the development of selzare
ol fhe land. This statvment was print-
g o Emglish in (he magnzine “Chinese
Correspondeid’ gpaillished of (hat fime in
Hankow.'™

First, what Biowder wroobe In his
statement at that time, we do not know.
It wonld fee inferesting to read it of
thot we have no deubl. Mot it ia oot
nepded for an estimatlon of Browder's
presitton in China during thoat pevied, for
wi have st our dispoaal fairly adequate
nmierind on that seore,  Morve importont
than that, is the even more damnping
riscord of the whoele officinl poliey of e
Atalin-Fuchorin fiction In the  Chinese
rivolution, which Browder's lalesi in-
diseretion in even speaking of himself
in this econnestlon permils us (o review
Ofee T

HSepond, as to comrade Chen Da-Dsia,
the princippl founder of the Chinese
Commuulst movement aml one of the
lenders of the Chinese Left Opposition,
there ia this to be snid: With n spicit of
rovalitionary responsibility and eandor
of which Browder s lnl:n]ly inempalile,
comrade Ohen some three vears age, 1s.
auwad an open letter (o the Chineas Com-
munlsts in which he took his fnll share
af the responsibillty for the ailastro-
phic course followed by the Comintern
in China. What pnts him forover  Des
yond the pale of forgivenesa of the Stal.
inizls Is*the fact that be revexled with
Indispotable faciz that the =ouree of the
great defeat wins fo be found in the
pelicy imposed upon the Chinese Com-
mundzts by Blalin and Co., that his own
mistake consfsted in following it out to
the letter. The straciores now directoed
ot him by the apparatus seribblers are
gimply part of the notorions Stallnist
aystem of monufactaring seapegoats,

Amd now, back to Browder and hia
“resolute struggle™ of the Comintern.
For the moment, we shall quote from a
responsible asurce, the Daily Worker of
the time, which merely echoed falthfal.
Iy the official policy of the international
leadership (nll emphasis 18 onrs).

DAILY WORKER AND
CHIANG KAI-SHEK

On April 4, 1ET, with the whoele bBowr-
geols press talking abouot Chiang’s pre-
parations  for  counter-revolution, the

put them off thasir Ellﬂ!‘d, anid assured all
and sondry that there was oo Jdanger
fromm Chinng Kai-Bhek or of a ¢risie
hreaking ont In the Koo Min Tang. In
its front page dispateh from Ilankow,
it ampounced : “Now that the eriziz |8
past the Nationallst revolutionary move-
ment % in a position to moeve on une
haumpered by the slighiest sosplcion of
inner eonflict.”

And In its pencteating editorinl com-
ment in the zame sme; “There iz polog
to e mo split In the Kuo Min Tang,
Chigng Kai-8hek romeins In command
of the dreive on Peking, he accepts the
authority of the Politieal Comanities of
the party, and the ¢leavage bhetween the
Leeft and Right wings of the party npon
which the Imperialists have been building
great hopes will not materialize at pre
sent. The Chipese Hbgration movement
ia a unit againzst imperialism,”

Ian't It ¢lear how “resclute”  wasn
Htalin's stroggle agninst  Chinng Kai.
Shek?  For, we repeat, the Dally Worker
merely echoed the pest of  the officlal
press. When Chiang “pledged” himself
b b “loynl”, in order o gain tiine for
hiz coup A'Etat, 'rovda hailed him in
thess ferms:

“Chiang Kal-Shek's declarationg  re-
ktive to his falthfulness toward the rev-
olution, toward Soo-Yat-Scenlsm  and
loyalty to the Koo Minh Tang, are dls-
tinguished from his former statements
and testify to the pressure of the revolo-
tlonary rank  and  #file.” (March 16,
1827.)

Mo more than elevenn days after our

Daily Worker lulled its readers to sleep, |

The Arrest of ChenDu-Hsiuand
the Apologist of Stalin

first guotation which guarantecs not
“the slightest spapicion of Inmeéer ¢on=
flict”, the Daily Worker announced on
page two, April 15, 1927, under & Mos-
cow date line that “grave fegrs are felt
here that General Chiang Kal-8hek, the
Chinese Natiopalist  Commander, may
turm connter-revolutionary and join forces
with Chang Tso Lin and the Northoern-
era”, while on page one, the editors
who, oz we gee, foresaw and warned and
fonght vesolutely, printed a  belated
“hanghal report thet “General Chiang
Kal-2hek hax gone over to the side of
the Dngerinlist  powers  conspiring  to
ernah  the revelutlomaey  MNathonnlist
movement.”

“"WE" AND FENG YU-HSIANG

Chinng’s “defection™ was promplly ¢x-
plained away as & mere cpisode; “We™
sEill hadd. .. Jankow and. ... Feng YYo=
1Tslong. Buocharin, Browder's boss of
yesterday, declared accoridng to a Mos-
cow dispateh in the Dally Worker of
April 21, 1927 “We must remember fhat
we {(Ahem! '} have the army of Feng
vu-Heiang, which, as yef, hag nol becn
brought Ints the fight. It i3 necessary
ro aveld forms and organizations that
will mive the imperialisis enuse to yell]
abont “the Aoviectlzation of China® (Femd
that will mobilize the workers aml pens-

RN E L T e S ]
FPFROIESI!

The leading militants of the Chinese
Left Opposition have bheen  arrested
I Shanghal, with comreade Chen Do
Hein, former secretary of the party,
at thelr bead., The sangoinary record
of - Chinng Kal-Shelk leaves no doubt
a8 to his Intentions, The lives of
our seven comrades are in real dan-
ger. The party leaders are display.
ing a eynical imlifference (o the case.
The T, s Ik leaders are dolog 1fe-
wize, The primciple of International
proletarian solidarity demands that
wie mlse our volees In unmilstakable
protest against the Imprisonment of
thess  comrades. Militants, parly
memhbers!  Domnd a change of front
from the party and the 1. 1. 1).! De
mand s campaign for the release of
the seven Bolshevik Aghters of Shan.
ghai?

e e T

anta for o renl  stroggle  ngnivat the
trafitors and  vocillators [—3A. 8.). The
| Comnmmists must pot leave the Ruo Min
| "Tang, but must push owt the Right wing
Lelemend= instead,  Workees mus=t  enter
| the K. M. T. aud bore from withiy,
' never forgeiling for a moment that Han-
(kow Is a Left governmend and o consl

' dorable part of the national army favors
it and that Hankow will become more and
more the eemter for the workers anid the|
masses.”

Thus Browders hoss of veaterday cons
corning the Wohan government  and
Fuvng, the suecessors o Chiang Kai-Shok
in the boresguerats’ st of white hopes!
Anil here is what was sald by Brow-
der's bogg of today, Stalin, the repowned
“hest disciple of Lonin®: “The revelu.-
tonary Kuo Min Tang in Wuhan will be
transformed into an organ of the Pay-
olutionary-demnoeratic dictatorship of the
proletariat and pensaniry by o decisive
strnggle agninst  imperialism.”  (Daily
Worker, May 13. 1927.)

following (his goldanee with  éxem-
plary fadelity, the Baily Worker oditorial
of Aoy 19, 1927 told its rteaders  that
“the Hamkow government, the genuine
expression of the Chinese liberation move-
menk, iz growing stronger each day".

BROWDER'S GREETINGS
IN HANKOW

Aund Browder? IMd he, on the apit,
“kouewing” the altnatlon—dikl he perhaps
express some skeptlelsm about ITankow,
abowe Woang Chin Wei and Co., did he
glve some warning to the Chincse mass-
s [Ilere, if xon |:||E'EHI.", is the mnnl.
tnken from Drowder's pamphlet of 1027,
=il War In Nationalist China™, on
pagr 32, which quotes on aothentie re-
port of hiz specch in Ilankow on April
2: “Barl Browder, delegate from Amer-
ien, spoke wext....greeting  the gath-
ering as the highesi organ of the Chinese
revolutlon™, What gathering? The Fn-
larged Political Council of the Koo AMin
Fang Central Executlve Commitiee—the,
at thad time, =06l eopbined {rencheroas
cligues of Wang ("hkin Wel and Chiang
Eai-ghek !

Tat ws resume the thread: On July 7.
1027, o wevk after Feng Yo-lIsinngs opon
treachery, the Dalfly Worker editorial
blandly observed 1hat “the defection of
Feng Yu-H=lang (was) on cventuality
caslly to bave been peroeived™. JTal us
see how ensily onr Stalinists “pereeived”

——

it. While Feng was already negotinting
the terma of the betraynl with Chiang
Kal-Z2hek, the I W, wodltors  agoin
“fotight resolifely™ by refssiring fheir
readers that it is undBely that  after
having been sont to conclude s military
alliamce with Chlang EKai-Zhek against
the nortlery militarists, under  the in-
structiona of the K. M. T, Central Com-
mittee ; that Feng has done anything else
than earry ont his instraclions”, This
wias in the Izspe of June 20, 1927, TWO
IAYE LATER, the I}uﬂr Worker, which
pereclved, which warned, which  fonght
resclubely, announecd o a Moscow (is-
pateh : “Tranding Feng'a allimnce  with
Chimng Kui-Shek as a betraynl of the
Chineae rovolutlon, N, Baocharin in an
article in Provda points oat....Feog Y-
Helang has passed into the eamp of the
enemica of the people's revolntion™ (Jaly
1. 18273, This is the same Bucharin
who smugly boasted a few weeks before
that “we must remember that we have
the army of Feng Yu-Halang'|

SATURDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1932

Browder on the Chinese Revolution

THE STALINIST DEFENSE
0OF WUHAN

But Wuhau! Oh, yes, there was still
something for the sinking Stalinists fo
grab hold of?! “Wuhan has Dot yet
fallen”, “in apite of the predictions of
the imperialists, ... the present crisis of
the liberatlon movement is not decisive,”

The rest can really be goesseds A
brict eleven days later, the Daily Worker
wf July 16, 1927 bore o headlioe: ~The-
pomiiee Wuhan Government As Workers'
Enemy., Third Infersatioval Demapds
Agtion,™  Bur action s diflicnlt (o get
from workers and peasaots bDlecding to
death uader the nx of overy bourgecls
pentionali=t srownwdeel i whom e Comin-
tern lemders taunghl e Chines=e poisses (6
put rhelr {trust.

Thsis lierrille record ool e prolenged
indedinitely,  Mab enongh has been priat-
ed to show what the “resolute struggle”
bopkorsd Dike im reality, and precisely who
it = that, trusting o (he sl cmor-
fvs of his readers, s ereating  legénds
abtmnt the Chinese revoluliain.

A fimul word., Browder pretemds Bo
i howest indlgnation which  the  eal-
lonsed burcguersal bs reslly incapable of
experieneing. Let us therefore repriot
the glowing letter of Introdection signed
on Jung 3, 1927 in Haonkow Dby Loang
Chok-min, head of the Oversea  Depari=
ment of the !.1. 15, C. of the Hankow Kuo
Min Twog, and addressed to the “Dear
Combades" of the regctionary Koo Min
Tang gang in takland, Calif.:

“I have the honor o introdiae: (0 Yon
Alr, irowder, the American delegation
of Dan-lucifle Jabor  Conlereoee, e
oy Petnrns b Amerlen from Ching
where he has glven & great deal of help
to the Kuo Min Tang xml the Nationalist
Government. 1 nope yon ol all of the
Briwehes welcomne him aml introdues him
Liv the bronehes of Koo Min Tang in
Amerlea

BEOWDER EARNS HIS PRAISE

We do net know U exact nature of the
“great deal of help” which the Chincse
ourzeolzle appreciotel  se warmly In
Hankow. Dot we have not the slightest
doubt that Hroewder richly ocarnsd  the
]:u-a.rl],' ind rodnetion  and ;,'||_r'|_|1‘t-1"l;l|:||:l11 o
Megsra, Wang Chin Wei aml o, [T
any case, sach a letber, If it was wrilien
hgeamse of whal Mrowder calls lis “ré-
golute [Sftrugeie”, was obtained from the
Ilankow Dourgesizie opder felae  pret-
OIS 0H.

Tivowder now loftily informs his read-
cra that ene comerade  Chep Do-Ixin's
arcest iz nothing for workers o worry
aver, that “he = mueh closer fo the
group Hf Wang Chin Wel, with which he
s worked for many years"™  The man
who slanilers the Chinese  pevolntionkat
apd winks 14 (e Chipese compter-revoln-
thent that the Stalind=t= will wot interfere
with tle exeention of the peisoner, o
hididen in hiz trank the letter of Woang
Chin Wael amil o, which Terevor atizmia-
tizes the role Browder played in Ching
in his iime, IE bis latest intervention
in the Chinese sgituation iz Iess perndel-
ong In ifs efects, 1€ I3 no less reaction-
ary and base. Every man to his part.

As for us. we shall fight to provent the
aazns=ination of comrade Chen and the
ther Oppositionisis for it 8 o Azht for
the victory of what the  Htalinists  did
their wimwst fo destroy in s Infancy,
ilie l'i-."lll-':'.' auf Clhiinese Tolshovism,

=AAN BITACIITAMAN,

_MEETINGS

hiladelphia

Comrade B. Morgenstern will speak at
A0S Girord Avepue, DPhiladelphia, on
Saturday, COctober 20, 2 I8, M, on the
suliject of “Why All  Younmg Workera
Hhoulil Vote Communist”™. The mesting
is wnder (he ouspices of the Philly
branch of the Communist League of Am-
erivn nml is one of o series which i
to be held.  Admmfssion toe this meetiog
is ten cents and oll workers, pariieu-
larly the young, ave cordially Invited.

The next evenlug, on Cctober 30, com-
rade Morgenstern will spenk ot the Lib-
cral Forum, #11 W. Girard Avenoe, on
e Biguificane: of the Ilecent Expul-
slgng in the Communist Party of the
Hoviet  Union™, This timely  subject
should arouse cousiderable interest and
bring mmpy workers to atleid, Admis-
slom I# froe snd guistions will  be ae.
ranged for ot the end of the lecture.

O November 120 Max  Shachiman,
editor of the Militant, will speak o
I'hikadelphia on the sufeosipe of the Gar-
muin elections,. Wateh for  future an-
nguneement,

Minneapolis

The Minncopelis branch of the Com-
muamizt Loasgue 13 inviting all workers to
take part i the regular open forom
meetings to b sondocted throughout the
winter manihs at 1530 B, Frouklin Ave,,
3 I M. every Sunday afternoon, The
following subjecls are schedunled:

Oetoler 30: “The Commuonity Fond
Dirkve™, welith Sara Avrin speaking.

Novembert G: ity Delicf, Paolltical
Partles amd the Tax Amendment” with
Clemy Forsen s spraker.

Novemboer 13: “The Move for New Wage
Cute in the Dailroad Tmduestry™ with
R, Hedluod speaking,

Oiber mectings will be annonnesd e
sulnriy.

Ambszion is free and all aee wrgod
tor wlieal,

A HALF.YEAR SUB TO THE MILI.
TANT IS $1; WITH THREE OTHERS
ON A CLUB PLAN BLANK IT IS ONLY
§.50.




