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might be improperly interpreted by them in the sense thet the rev-
olutionary upsurge in lMexico has ALREADY led to the maturing of the
clnm:t of ? revolutionary erisie (which you yourselves evidently
do not ate).

2. In connection with your letter to Honduras, we wish to make
the following observations:

a) You dc not speak sufficiently clearly, and most of all withe
out the necessary czluh on tne mmit{ of stre ngthening the
direct work of the t‘o factories te STrugg lt for the con-
crete partial demands of the masses, as the nmnu'r condition for
congolidating the Party iteself. ‘!lu references to your previous |
letter which raised theee taske with sufficient clearneses, are correct
but tectiocally ineufficient. It wae very important to lpuk of the’
fimportance of the mass work of the Party in connection with the task
of its consolidation.

b) A defect in the letter was also the fact that while eriticis-
ing mistakes, the result of which was tne betrayal of the Party and
2 political desertion to the camp of Ferero, you do not give
gufficient indications of how the Parsy ht t0 react to rebelliions
of such a type as that of ¥ay last year, reover, you were given
instructions on this after your first letter to Monduras had been
received, after the revolt.

e) Fleagse send us the material m have on the social-rev-
olutionary party of Honduras,

3. In your well drawn up circular on unemploymsent day, there is
one place which 18 not olear., 1In part 2, paragraph b, seoction 1,
it speaks of the necessity of the Mplnnd committees assuring mass
*at maes meetings onlled for this special purpose by the
oeal trade unione (not oﬂ{ revolutionary but nhuﬂr reformis
The emphasie on t‘lo necessity of speeches at meetings onlled by the
uromn- is, of course, uﬂm. Rowever, at the same time thie
be undulzuod in a wrong way, as if the letter assumes that the
u ormists will take an active pﬂt in the campalign of # le
against unemployment, which is more than doubtful. This vart ought
t0 have been more oarefully edited and should now be nnt a8 an
editorial correction,

.3 Both in the aforementioned circular and in other documents
issu b; you (e.g. the letter to Cuba on Auguet 3rd), you tpnk
of the * mun or easant committeees andéd peasant 1
orgenisational oomnection with them 1s not clear to ue, uu 2lso the
size of these leagues is not clear, On this guestion we must have
a2 more detalled explansation of your point of view.

In your further documents for thé Farty, it would be very
advisable $o stresc the necessity of DECEYTHALISING the

om tion (otherwise there u the danger of forming a peasants'
r Yie -

5. In the same way we cgoot from you more detalled inform-
ation on the guestion af the "single organisstion of agricultural
u-i-yrolmrhu' of umah -uuul of your documents

and
"m,ti.g. the letters to Panama and Wﬂ‘j' fﬂ'r’_; E‘f’ﬂ" oy
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