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Ever since the split in the S0ciallST MUVEmeNt uEBLLILIIGG i
1919 and the formation of two bitterly hostile camps of Communism
and Socialism, there NavVe been instances of members of one party -
going over to the side of the other party. On far more numerous
occasions did adherents of Socialism go over to the camp of Commu-
nism, than vice versa. Certainly, under the regime of Ienin and
even since Stalin took over the leadership of the Third Interna-
tional, not a year passed but that some group of Socialists in
some country or other, left the Socialist party and joined the Comm-
unist party. Here and there, on rare occasions, during the period
when Ienin lived and more frequently after his death, Communists,
for one reason or another, went to the right and joined a party of
the Second International. In the last five or six years there might
have been some cases where members of Communist parties joined Soc~
ialist parties not because they became convinced that the principles
of Communism wore wrong, but because of their disgust with the tac-
tics of the Communist International and with the factional squabble:
within the Communist parties. Not wanting to remain on the side
lines or to join a small group, some Communists might have joined t!
Socialigt parties, DBut one can say definitoly that there never was
an instance when a subgtantial number of ex-members of a Communist
party claiming not to have renounced the principles of revolutionar;
Marxism, joined a Socialist party for the primary reason that a rev-
olutionary Marxist cvuld not function within the Communist party.

Not until the group of '"Trotskyites' in France joined the Soci:
ist party of France did such a phenomenon occur. And now in the Uni
ted States, about fifty ex-members of the Communist party either hav
joined or heve decided to join the Socialist party because they be-
came convinced that the Communist party cannot setrve as the instru-
ment for the emancipation of thc working class, and the revolutionar
Marxists can feel more at home in the Socialist than in the Communis
party. The importance of such an event is attested to by the commer
it aroused not only in the press of the different revolutionary grou
but even in the capitalist press. ¥What is the explanation of such -
incident? Uthat events led up to it and whcot significance has it for
the future development of the revolutionary movement? '

Needless to say, the Communist perty and the different Communi:s
groups deny that thosc who joined the Socizclist party are revolutio:
ary Merxists. The adverse criticism and scornful attacks levelled -
them by the official party as well as by the '"Lovestoncites', "Trot-
skyites' and other smaller asroups had onec refrain, that Gitlow, Zam,
Goldman and all others who became members of the S. P. cepitulated
to the Social-Democracy (by which is meant reforism) and that the
mere fzct of their Joining the S. P. shows that they arc not revo-
lutionary Mcrxists but reforaists. MHost laughable of all is the
case of Cannon, one of the ”Trotskxite" lcaders calling me a ''strik
broaker' and the others '‘rencgades”. All other groups in the Comnv
nist movement take the consistent position that anyone who, under -
and all circumstcnees, leaves a Communist group and joins the Social
ists is a ronegade. It is impossible for a '"Trotskyite' to thke suc
a position in view of the action of the Trotsky group in Frincoe in
joining tho Socialist party of that country. All that anyone belon
ing to the Trotsky group can possibly say, is that in the country
to join the S. P. is an incorrect tactic. Cannon's outburst can be
explained on onc or 211 of the following hypotheses: 1l)his cnxicty
to defend himself from the attack of some members of his group who
claim that he is scerctly in favor of the idea of joininsz the Socia
ist party; 2)to convince himself and to try to convinece others tha
he is the ILenin of America by trying to imitate the latter who ccll
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Zinoviov and Xamenev "strike-brcakers'' when they resigned from tho
central committec of the Bolshevik party because they diszgreed
with the decision to dverthrow the ilcrensky government; 3)that he
was sober and could not think str:ight, .

It is not altogethcr safe to accept the testimony of the encemy
as to thc revolutionary character of any group., The cnemy at times
ig so confoundedly and vnnccessarily scarcd, that it exaggerates the
revolutionary nature «ndé cspeeially the revolutioncry effectiv.ness
of a self nroclueimed -revolutionary group. 'itness the fear of the
Communist »nartiy sn the part of some capitalist rcprescntatives.
hereas coveryonas in tne leuast acqu inted with thc work of that party
knows how incffle’ tve that psrty really is. Neverthcless, tho
sundgment of cn intellizent enemy is of considerable value.

The rezctionary right wing of the Socialist party is bitterly
opposed to the admission of the group of ex-members of the Commu-
nist party into the S. P. The right wing.rs considcred them Commu-
nists and arc not at all persuaded by tho attacks of the official
Communists and the small Comiaunist Opposition groups. There was no
doubt in thc minds of thosc who composcd the S. P. 0ld guard that
Gitlow and the others werc revolutionists and not reformists. And
the 9l1ld guard knows if anyone docs.

Herec it is necessary to st:te that wc no longer designate our-
selves as Communists. That term must be left to the Stalinites and
those who arc very close to them in idoology and tactics. Iecnin
adopted thc term ''Communist’ to distinguish tho revolutionary Marxist
from the rcformists. At this timc when the Communist partices are
closox t0 being rcligious scets than revolutionary Marxist partics
and when revolutionary Marxiém-is appoaring and coming to the forc ir
bhe Socialist partics, it is not only corrcct but nccesscry to go bac
50 the term "Socislist'. We must now distinguish oursclves from the
Communists as Lenin fownd it ncccss ry to distinguish himsclf from
the roformists., Anothcr and very importont rcason why it is csson-
tial to drop thc term '"Communist', is the gonoral hatred and contempyt
which Communigt disruptivec tactics have brought upon the Communists
and the word "Communism'. This is rccognized cven by the “Trotsky-
ites" who in forming a ncw Qarty togcther with the '"Mustcites' have
drovpod the word “Communist” from the ame of the party. To dis-
tinguish ourselves from the reformists in the S. P., it will be
necessary to usc the tem "rcvolutionary Socialist',
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Thoe supprcssion of 211 frcodom of discussion within the Commu~
nist International, the victory of fascism in Gormany and Austria,
and thc appearancc of revolutionary left currcnts within the Social-
ist partios oxplain why some of us who have boen members of the C. D.
for a long time have joincd the Socialist Party.,

Undoubtedly, thc suppression of freedom of discussion is nost
the primary cause for thc failurc of the Co I. Criticism and dis~
cussion were suppresscd beecausc the burcaucracy in powor followed
wrong policics and wore afraid of criticism. Iack of criticism
and discussion perpctuatcd the wrong policies and kcpt the bure
caucracy in the saddlo, Thec effecet bocamc a causc, Here however,
18 not the place to enter into an analysis of the wrong policics
of the C, I, which lecd to tho dofecat of the revolutionary working
class of many countrics, The fact remains, that none who disagrecc
with the Stalinite burcaucracy ocn
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voice that disagreement and if he does, expulsion is the immediate mn-
ishment. In the name of dischpline, the buregucracy has imposed its
will upon a bewildered membership which is politically so undeveloped
that 1t is unconscious of the fact that it has no right to discuss.
"Oriticism™ is allowed but it must be within the "party line". The
"1ine" itself cannot be discussed. The doctrine of infallibility has
not as yet been officiglly proclaimed but it exists to all intents

and purposes.

There existas a vicious ¢ircle which has destroyed the last sem-
blance of intellectual life in the various Oommunist parties. Because
of the utter lack of oriticism and disoussion, the members are politi-
cally undeveloped; because they are politically undeveloped, they do
not demand discussion and are not even aware that discussion is not
permitteds The party is but an instrument for the sole purpose of
carrying out the will of the Russian leadership of the 0.I.

Some there are who readily admit that the inner regime of the
Communist party stifles discussion and that erroneous policies result,
In spite of that, however, they insist that the best thing to do is to
remgin within the party and keep quiet until conditions and events
compel a change in tactics. 4 thoroughly false and dangerous ideal
$ ohange in policy which is not the result of disoussion and recogni-
tion of former migtakes but simply of blows on the head is of no great
consequence. Furthermore, the wery idea of consenting to be intellect-
ually dishonest, must be repulgive to a revolutionary Marxist. A par-
ty that demands of its intelligent members not revolutionary disoci-
pline but silence on the pain of expulsion, is not a Marxist party but
a caricature of such a party and represents a grave danger to the
revolutionary movement.,

The viotory of the Na,is in Germany shook the very foundations of
the world revolutionary movement. The greatest defeat the working-
class ever suffered in any country brought consternation into the Soc-
1alist camp and for the first time in over a decade, oracked the com-
placency of a self satisfied bureaucraoy and set into motion leftward
moving currents that began an examination of principles and tactics
which when put to the test were found wanting. Younger elements were
not satisfied with the excuses offered by old leaders, The shame of &
defeat without a struggle was overwhelming, A justified resentment
against those who had the position of leadership without revolutionary
intelligence, will, and courage to lead, swept through the ranks of
the Socialistss In the Sociglist parties of the various countries, a
struggle commenced between left and right——-a struggle which is still
being wgaged and all indications are that the struggle will not cease
unzil there is a complete separation between reformists and revq}utionp
ists.,

Events in Austria carried the struggle to a higher level. The
magnificent courage of the Austrian Socialist workers thrilled the
Socialists of the whole world and caused them to regain confidence in
themselves, But the question still remgined: why such a wonderfully
organized working class with such magnificent devotion and courage
should go down to defeat? 1In Germany an excusd Was possible; the
working class was divided, In Austria, no such excuse could be
given. The Socialist party was the only party. It wgs obvious that
a united working class under the leadership of a single party or a
united front of the workers where more than one party existed is not
in itself sufficient for victory. Unity without revolutionary initise
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tive and tho will to power could only lcad to a heroic dofe.t whigh,
to be surc, is nwh better than a surronder without a struggle but
vhich novertheless is a dofect and not a victory. Unity with rovo-
lutionary courage and initiative docs not absolutcly guarantcc vic-
tory but without them victory is not cven nussible. ,

The shod& of Germany and austric chn3zcd the naturc of the Soc-
ialist partics almost over night. I 49 not mecan that it completoly
transformed thom into rovslutionary partios with rcvolutionary pro-
grams and lcadorship. DBut thoy were no longer tho Soeizl Demooritic

p.rtics with :n 01d and stiblo locdership firmly attachod to capi®al-
ist domocr:ecy and adhoring to a policy of graduzlisme Ieft cloments
appcarcd; contrist clements camc upon the sconc; roformism instce.d
>f dominating the Socialist partics was driven into a corner and to
the defonsivo,.

That the Fascist victorics in Burope hod no coffcet whatsocver on
tho various Communist partics is a proposition which ccn hardly be
maintaincd, But tho natu rec of that offcet wes altogethar different
from tho offoct upon the Socialist partics. Vithin the latter ques-
tionings, cxaminition, intellecctual strugglo and diffcrent currcnts,
+ithin the formor the samc s5lid mombership, the scmo burocueratic
lcadorship and the samc ox-like osbedicnce. Hore and therc erccks
appearcd but swift expulsion preventcd any rcal shake-up. Tho burcou:
cricy changod its c¢ourse somewhat. The theory of the "unitced front
from bolow' was sriduclly shelved; ndw thoro is ~ undignifiod chas-
ing and panting after tho Socialist loaders. The theory of 'socicl
fosecism'' is hardly montioned; instead we have the repetted asscrtion
that tho Socialists arc “class brothers'. Duzl unionism igs limping
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notion, Woird intollootual gontortiosns nkc proctised to show that
the burcaucrasy was, 1s will bo right, pitifully trusting mom-
borship bolioves and follows, '

Vhy should the dofciots suffcrod by the working class in Gormany -
and Austria have had diffcrent cffcfts upon the Socilist 2»nd Commu~
nist partics? Beeausc the Cumunist prtios crc csscenti:lly instru-
ments in the hands of the Russian burciucrcogy and the positisn of the
Soviot burocauercey has not becen visibly shnken by the cvents in Gar-
nany »nd Austria, The stratecic pasition of the Socinl Domoder:tic
party burcaucrxcics h:ving been destroyed in Gormnony and in austrice,
the hoald of thesc burcauor c¢ics upon the Socialist rank ~nd filc waos
lost and o»position from beliw could :nd did find cxpression,

Icnin procluimed the dcath 9f the Sceond Intornational in 1914
vhen the main partios >f that Inte nxtional helped the onpit..list
class lc~d thoe working m~sscs t> the sl-ughter, If, by poslitic-l
dc2th is moont the in~bility to pl:y o~ rovolutionary and progressive
rolc in the 1'bor movement the Fascist victorios hnve shown the possi-
bility of political resurrcetion, if not o5f the Scoond Intc m:tionnl
as such, surcly of the Socizlist particg composing thxt Intern tidn-l,
The risc -f loft currcnts in the Sooi~list prrtics shows the cxistenec
of re2l politie~l 1lifc in tlosc prnrties; the relizious~liko obedicnce
of the Communist prrty membors is . clemr indic tion that the Commu-~
aist p:rtios can pl.y nd> pragressive rile in the 1abdr movement ~nd
a2re therefore politic:lly de 4,

For an intcllizent revolution~ry M:rxist therc eon bc no ques=
tion vhich party to join 2s between the Communist nd Soci:list porti
If n> Jthor rcason ciists, thoen the sne that in the Soci-list porty
one is 2blc t9 cxprcss onc's viows should be sufficicnt to deteramine
me's choiccs
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Does joining the Socialist party mean that we havd renounced our
principles? Decidedly not. For mystlf, I can say that I still adhere
to the principles of revolutionary Marxiesm as generally interpreted
and developed by Lenin and Trotsky. It speaks volumes for the char-
acter of the Socialist party in Illinois when knowing that, I was
teken in as a member. Of course, there are the Stalinist and near
Stalinist slanderers and falsifiers who will howl from the housetops
that my admission to the Socialist party shows that I have repented
and given up revolutionary Marxism. The unvarnished truth is that I
have not changed my principles but that the Socialist party has gone
so far to the left that I have been admitted with my principles.

Is the Socialist party at the present moment the kind of a party
that Gitlow, I, and the other comrades who have joined would like it
to bet It is not. We do not claim that the Socialist party is a re-
volutionary Marxist party; we say that there are tendencies in the
S.P. which are strivi to make out of it a revolutionary party. We
recognize that the Soggtlist party has no revolutionary program and
that it has no consistent revolutionary trade union tactic. We say
that there are left movements in the S.P. that will develope a revo-
lutionary program and tactic. We have joined the Socialist party
because we shall have the right to express oOur idegs and because wé
hope to develope and strengthen the militant left wing.

We, of course, recognize that the mere existence of freedom of
discussion does not make a party a revolutionary party. A revolution=—
ary party without discipline is unthinksble. Not the church-like di-
gcipline of the Communists but the discipline arising out of discuss—
ion and revolutionary conviction. To scoff at the freedom of discuss~
ion which exists at present in the Socialkst party is to show a total
misundergtanding of the importance of the present period in the deve- -
lopement of the §,P, The freedom in the 8.P. can and should be util-
ized by the revolutionary Marxists as well as by reformists.

But one is not oonfined to the alternative ¢f joining the 0.P,
or the S.P. A new party has been born. With a program far more core
rect and revolutionary than the declaration of principles adopted by
the last convention of the §.P. That party, its proponents claim,
avoids the migtakes of both the Communist nnd Socialist parties. It
offers the intelligent Marxist the chance to avoid joining either the
gatholic church which is called the Communist party or the confused
mixup of out and out reformists with revolutionary Marxists which is
the Socialist party.

The idea of a party distinct from both the Communist and Social-
ist parties gained great headway when Trotsky decided soon”after the
Nazi victory that the OQommunist International was politically dead
and that the Left Opposition eould no longer assume to be a fraction
of that International but must attempt to build a new International
and new parties., A few groups outside of the groups composing the
Left Opposition favored that idea and for a short time it looked as
if a new International could and would be cfeated within a reasonable
period of time.

More than g year passed and the idea of new parties and a new
International did not appear to arouse any great enthusiasm anongat ¢
rovolutionary workers. The drift away from the two old parties which
Trotsky expected because of their misersble showing in the struggle
against the fascists did not materialize, at least at a rate speedy
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oncugh to make a 7rcal improssion., The creation of a new International |

by lonin in 1919 was successful becauso 9f the d-z:.ling billiunce of
tio viotorious Russian Rovolution. The disheartening defects of tho
workors at thc hands of the Fascists might furnish a valid recason for
nroclaimin the nocossity of now partics and a new International but
could hardgy genorate the cnthusiasm neccssary to the actual building
of such parties und such an Intern:tional. Thon agtein, the Fascist
victorics orestod a tromendous scntiment for unity in the hearts of
the class conscious workers. To those worker, the main reason for the
defcat of the Goerman workors was the lack of unity and they begon to
~zert o considerablo pressurc on thoir leaders t0 ‘chicve such unitye’
cndcr these conditions tho idea of o new p:rty appuared as anather
#yree further in division and could not and did not have any grett
“t%r etive forec. The rcsult w2s that tho Trotsky groups and their
z1lics c¢ontinued to play on insignificant role.

Fund:mentolly it was this situction th v led Trotsky, who is the
gre-test livine oxponent of i rxism 28 2 method of anclysis and 2 guide
10 action and not as 2 dc:d dogma, to urge his followers in Fr-nee to
Join tho Socixlist party of th-t country. It was cler thit if 2 now

arty is to be cro-ted, the revelution-ry M:rxists must achicve close
cont.et with thosce clcments of the workine class who arc drifting to -
the left and thit cont:et could bo ~.chicved only by Jjoining the Soeinl-
ist p-rty. Somc of Trotsky's followers howlecd 2tout the prineiple of
the indopchndence of the rovilution-ry party not rcrlizing that what
#28 nceussary first of 211, w.s t2 build . baso for thc new pirty, ond
then consider its indcpondcenec, 9If edurse, dther rcosons were ziven
by Trotsky in his xrticles fovoring his palicy, but the chief renson
w28 the dbvious isolation of his group.

I ~dvocatod that the Trotsky group in this country follow a simi-
lar policy. I w:s 3ccuscd Of nut understanding the diffcrcenecs butwocn
tho situ~tion in this country ~nd th:t of ¥ronce. The diffceronces nre
80 obvious that thoy ncecd hrrdly t> bu mentioncd. The tensc situntion
in the struggloe betweon the vwiorkers nnd the Frseists, the lirge in-
flucnce of thc Sacilist pirty in "r nce, thce thrc tencd isd>lation of
tho Trotsky group by thc united front of the Socizlist ond Comuunist
p-rties ¢ nnot be duplicatcd in the¢ Unitce S5t .tus. But it is my oppo-
nents whd mechonically rgue th:.t beerusc of these diffcerences, tho
ide. of joining the soei > 1ist party is VrINge |

The fict rom:ins th~t the "Trotskyites' crc just s isdl ted in
this cauntry ns thoy were in Tronece Their Jjoining with the small
group °f "Mustcites' > -form ~ necv plrty will not in 2ny wo -y diminish
their isolation. Composcd 1l:rzely of intcllecetunls oxcept in isdolated
8pots 2nd hiving nd cinncetion with the amcrie.n L.bor iMovcment they
¢ n play o signifie:nt role sniy if they c.n mrke cont ot with somo
lc¢ftward moving group 2f some numbers nd influencceces Tho only such
groug ig the Speinlist party, whero the idews of revolutionary Mrrxism

R ind rodt “nd grow. To crc-tc nn insignific~nt group with o rc-
vilutionary proor.m ¥nd proecl im itsclf a pirty without rosts or in-
fluocnge in thce 12bor movement nmy s~tisfy somc whs like to play the
p.r{iaf big frags in ~ sm:1l pond hut is far from being revolutisn~ry
rc:1lism,

Tempting to thc leo“ders J>f the nuw p'rty is the huze mass of amer
ienn workcrs f.llowing nceither the Communist nor the Ssciclist pirtic:
The ido2 is rcnc.tcd 2d ncuscom thit bee2usc of the cexistence of suc
. mass f workcrs the ncv p2rty his 2s mueh chonce a8 any osther p- rty
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claiming t> ropresent the interests o1 the vorking class. There is
apparcnt plausibility in thnt argument, but it is OSSOnt@ally falsce.
“he Communists reosoned in o similer fashion when they said that be-
cousc most of the Amcric n workers arc unorginized it would be cor-
roet to ercate duxl unisns., It is undeniobly tr%e th%t thg z:sz majos
1 rigan Wi - ~pit-list purtics but it is
iggo3%rggctﬁg%r%ﬁgnmgiﬁkgagrgﬁ %ogg %ﬁg So itiéal ficld rcprescnting
the opposition to the copitalist partics arc the Soci~list znd Commu-
nist currents. workers who dceido to fight for the 2bolition dof cap-
italism will gd to one >f thosc rocognized curronts and ndt to o small
~2d insignifiecnt group. Vhy an ordinary Amcric’n worker who bogins
%o socc tho noccssity of displicing the capitalist with o S>cinlist
systen should Jjoin a group that is large cndugh t5 hold Jecosionnl
c1assos in the "Permconent Revolution'' (an activity the importancc of
rhich I 40 nat wish to0 minimize) is boyond the understanding d>f ordi-
nary nmortals,

Far botter is it for a rovilutionary group to attach itself t> th
Socialist party which, it is truc ddes nd>t yot posscss a rcvolutisnary
program but which has a large number of leftward moving clements who
lend a willing oar to the teachings of revolutionary Marxism, 1 rec-
peat., Tho revilutionary Marxist joining the Scyialist party nced nt
renounce his program but on the contrary, make his program a living
factor in the revolutionary movement by getting people t5 accept it
and rally around it.

Many havc asked mc what is our ultimate poerspective in joining th.
$rc¢ialist party? Do we intend 5 make an attempt t> split the party
or t5 rofdorm it? Onc thinz is absolutely ccrtain. We arc bittoerly
oppised 45 the idea >f eoming int> the party for thce purpose df gettin
some of its membors t> lcave it. Ve shall fight strenuously cven
those with whom wo have been closcly associated up to> now if they com
in or send so>me one int> the party for the purpose of splitting., Our
object is t> build the Socialist party, to revolutionize its membershi;
if we can, to make of it a party that will have all the charactcristics
of a revolutionary Marxist party. Is that possible? I 4o not know'
and no one knows. 1 shall act as if that were poissible. Of eoursc, IX
cxpeet t5 sce strugglcs in the S. Pe. botweon refirmists and militants,
I cven expect to sce splits. 5ut I hopc that those who will split
will bc a hopelcss nindrity of rcformists. Ve arc acting sn this prom-
ise: that at thce present time the dnly group in the United Stat.s whic
shdws signs of pdilitieal lifc in the working class movement and which
givos promisc 2f being the basc for that rcvilutionary party which it
is ncecssary to create to lecad the workine class to victory is the
Sycialist party. '

The thoorecticians of the ncw party consdslc themselves with the
c¢laim that thc real militants >f the Socialist party will te attractced
F) the new party, and that the progress t5> the left will be hastencd
1f the small number of rcevolutioncry elements will form its own party.
In other words, the ncw party »ncople consider themsclves a sort of
priqsth)od jealously guarding the laws #iven to them by some Moscs
and arc willing t5 tcach thesc laws to the crring sinmers of the Sde-
ialist party. From ny short oz;crionoc within the Socialist party,

I can say tiat vhoercas before I Joined I 8ould get,.no Soeizlist to
listcn t9 me, now they discuss with nc, argue with me and take nu
into their confidencc,.
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~ Let those who fear for and want to guard the-purity of their doc-
trine renain outside, As for me, I have sufficient confidence in ny
revolutionary convictions not to feaf that I shall be contaminated by
the membership of the Socialist party. I have joined the present and
the future of the Socialist party and not its past. I have joined the
militant revolutionary elements of the §ocialist party. I have dif-
ferences of opinion with them, but I am willing to discuss with them,
o argue with them in a comradely way, to fight with them shoulder to
shoulder against the comnmon enemy, yes to learn from them and tege-
ther with them build a party that will be firm in the principles of
revolutionary Marxism, decisive in revolutionary action, a party thot
will lead the American working class into battle and to victory.



