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The «New Turn” Twists the «New Line”

An Analysis of the CC Thesis Jor the Convention

by Herbert Zam

Uiguler the vresent conditions of tervor in the Party it cun. fardly be expested
that the Daily Worker will publish un objective und Lentnist anualysis-of the recent

thesis of the Pulburo propused to the coning Party Conventivn.

Yet v thesis ever

required o more serions exantination on the purt of the Party embership. The
following urticle—uwhich expresses the lite of the CP-Majority Group—presents o
general erumination of the CC Thesis foom the point of view of {he recent “new
turn™ in the Mue of the Communise Internetiongl.

The American Party is now partiei-
pating in a pre-convention discussion, Of
course, it s with extreme Jifficulty that
one is able to find “discussers.” After
‘the warning given by Pope Browder at
the last plenum, nobody dares try his
hand at analysis, criticism or proposals.
Even the loudest shouters for the "new
line? and: the latest “mew turn” of the
“new line™ stand aghast at the depth of
stupidity and chaos inte which the pres-
ent leadership of the Comintern and of
the Americar VFarty have sunk. If the
Party membership is shocked and speech-
less, let them but remember that this

situation 15 the Jopical consequence of the
developments that have taken place in
the Comintern in the last two years, Is
it to be expected that after expelling and
politically destroving those who coytrib-
uted mest to the Party’s line in the days
when it was based on the realities of life,
after adpoting o wild witra-left line and
putting into the leadership ultra-left po-
litical imbeciles and adventurers— is it
wot too much to expect a better analysis
or a beiter thesis—a better political line
from the leadership of the Comintern and
of the American Party?

I. THE ESTIMATION OF THE OBJECTIVE SITUATION
The World Economic Crisis and Stabilization

The ultra-left line, which began over 2
vears age as a revision of the funda-
mental  metheds and  basic  {actical
principles of Leninism, was first em-
hodied in complete form in the Temh
Plenum decisions.  Since then, all the
parties have been driven mercilessly
along this ultra-left line, reguvdless of
the cost in membership and influence
among the workers. But, a short while
ago, faced by the growing crisis in the
ranks of the FParties and increasing dif-
ficulties in the Soviet Union as a result
of ihis line, the 1eadership of the Russian
Tarty and of the Exccutive Commitiee of
the CI was compelled to execule its latest
“new turn’’ which in reality was an at-
tempt to cover the content of the ultra-
left line with maore palatable phrasealo-
£y, to find scape-goats for the disastrous
effects of this ultra-left line, and o al-
lay the discontent of the membership
by a fake struggle against the “ulira-
left.” It is in the light of these devel-
opments that the Party membership must
analyze the latést position of the leader-
ship en various questions. The present
“ling’”’ of the ECCI and of the American
leadership represents the super-imposi-
tion of the phraseclogy of the “new turn”
{as adopted by the Enlarged Presidium)
upon the ultra-left content of the “hew
line"” fas adopted at the Tenth Plenum).

The central gquestion which brings into
bold relief the bankruptey of the present
leadership, and the rock upon which it
will eventually be wrecked is the analysis
of the present woerld situation. It is in
this analysis that the phraseclugy of the
latest “new turn” is most evident. The
present wokld situation was first anal-
vzed by the ECCI and by all the Party
leaderships as a “deep-going, world-wide
evonomic crisis.”

The Political Committee in its thesis
on the “Economic Crisiz and the Parwy
Tasks" declared: -

“The main putlines of the deep-yoing
coonomic  erisis now  gripping  [luited
States ecapitalism are alreudy clear. We
are witnessing o cyclicul economiec crisis
of capitelism which f the conditions of
the third period of the gereral erisiz of
cupitalism . . . already very decp and
will beeowme one of the most far-reaching
economic erises i the history of capital-
ism, invelving ihe whole ecapitalist
world.” (empliasis mine—H.2)

The height of this analysis was rcach
ed when the Daily Worker declared, in
aceordance with the CC analysis, that
this was “Capitalism’'s Second 1914™ and
elaborated:

“The economic and unenploymeni
crigls is mounting to heights whick cun
very well produce vesults oz profound
as those of the catuelysm of 1914-18,
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... Comfryg  out of  the  present

deep-going eounomic disturbances, grow-
ing moere vente euch duy and spreading
to the farthest ends of the cepitalist
world—can very Mkely come ggoein the
question of the struggle fur class power
by the workers vn more than one copitul-
st eouwntry,”

But this was net to last for leng. In
the latest thesis of the CC we find sud-
denly—wonder of wonders f—the “uneven
development of the erisis.” Only a short
while ago, we were expelled for heliev-
ing in this heresy, and it was forbidden
even to kpow how to spell it. But now it
is again respectable. But of course this
funevenness' was not discovered in the
United States. It is one of the products
of the latest “mew turn™ and was given
life at the last Enlarged Fresidium By
none other than the many-sided Manuil-
sky. No, Manuilsky retreated even fur-
ther, aud in thai respect the American
CC ig sti)] behind the “new turn.” For
agcording to Manvilsky, the econcmie
erisis i& not here yet. It is only “ap-
proaching”!  Apgain and again he em-
phasizes this point: “The epprouch of
the world economic erisis s now on -
disputuable foet” “Toduy, the approuch
of the world econontie erisis i8 %0 longer
dispited.™ “The approech of the erisis
confirms™ . ., ete. But does this new
analysis—this deep-pgoing retreat frum
the old position—prevent the American
Party leadership and the ECCI leader-
ship from shouting the same nlira-left
phrases, all over apgain? Not at alll
On March 20, that iz after the Enlarged
Fresidium, the Daily Woerker proclaims
in an editoria) on the first page, entitled
“The Clags Struggle Sharpens on World-
Wide Front™ that “ . . . Other develop-
ments are furnishing the greatest pos-
sibility that ftus ever been seen for the
mobilization of -the working elass and
oppressed peoples against the imperial-
izt war makers, The wkhole capitalist
world system 13 in the wadst of « rapidly
deepening erigls."— (my emphasis—H.Z.)
And as late as April 24 the Daily Worker
could still see * . . . the spreading of the
ecanomic erisis to all sections of economy
and to all the world."—{my emphasis—
H.Z.) The Duily Worker could still de-
clare: “In its worldwide growth ithe
crisis shows the same deepening”—*“The
capitalist world is in erisis"—"The crisis
deepens.”  Where is the “uneven devel-
opment” here? And who will maintain
now that the present erisis offers greater
spportunitics for revolution that ever be-
fore—greater than 1917, greater than
1913-21, greater than 19237 In faet,
the Daily Worker and the Ameriean
leadership was a lHttle late in adopting

ihe new targ, It took a few move cablea
and & special repressmative o do it, bul
they finally got theve,
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The World Situation and the
Crisis in the U, S. A.

Inn essence, the present line of the
ECCI and of the American leadership
consists in this: In the Uwited Stales
there s o crisis—in other countries,
muaybe there will be oné luter. The
Provda declares (March 1) “the funda-
mental feature” of the present peried to
bé “the ecomomic ecrisis in the United
States.” And Mapuilsky declares: “In
deseribing the development of the world
economic crisis one ean distinguish four
wwpes of countries. In the first place the
United States of America. Secondly,
Eastern and Central Europe. Thirdly,
the colonies and semi-colonies: Indis,
Ching and South America. Fourthly,
countries in which the business situation
might be described as that which pre-
vedes a ecrisis; these couniries inelude
Western Europe, France, Great Britain
and partly also the Seandipavian coun-
tries.” About France he says: “We can-
not say of France that it already shows
palpable signs of a erisis.” Regarding
England: “In Great Britain the chronie
depression still continues, altho this
country made some headway last vear.”
8o, this is what has become of the
deep-going economic crisis which would
be capitalism's second 1914 and usher
in a few more Soviet Eepublics, Iz it
possible that such people ean still be
maintained at the head of the Interna-
tiona]l Comununist movement and direct
its fate?

But this is not all. What has become
of capitalist stabilization. The Tenth
Plennm destroyed it. HKuusinen declared
that it had never existed. Bittelman
and Don shattered it in the T. 8. Al
Hemmele undermined it in Germany. It
was rotten and shaking and decayed in
the entire capitalist. world. Not so the
brave Manuilsky! Hear him: “The evisis
indicates the commencement of the decay
of capitalist stabilization. It is not the
end of the capitalist stabilization which
is approaching but the beginning of the
deeay, for the decay of the capitalist
stabilization would mean the collapse of
the system, Le. the rise of an objectively
revolutionary situation in the capitalist
countries . . .7 Neo, Comrade Manuilsky?
Then what is the meusning of the follew-
ing i the Proeda of April 22. “It is
diffieult to imagine more favorable ob-
jective conditions for the widening and
deepening of the revolutionary upsurge,
. . . Tor the transfermation of this rev-
oluticnary upsurge i a revolutionuary
sftuation inte an immediate struggle for
power.”  The present leadership of the
ECCI are like a troupe of magieians who
for the amusement of the audience cah
produce from their pocket, hals or
sleeves any desired object—waorld-wide
crigis, rTevolutionary situation, revolu-
tionary upsurge, struggle for power—
and make them disappear again when
the show is over.

We have seen that the ECCI and the
American CC make the erisis binge upon
the United States. But here alsg, there
is a new turn. At the same that they
insist that “the erisis in the United
Slates is  the rmost ifmportant and
essential part of the world econonue
crisis”, the ECGCI thru the mouth of Ma-
nuilsky, hastens to add that “the crisis
in the United States has not yet reached
that degree of acuteness which charac-
terized the crisis of 1920." It is even
more interesting to see what conse-
guences the ECCI draws for the United
States. Will American imperialism be
destroyved? Will stabilization be shat-
tered? Not at all! Manuilsky comes to
the conclusion that the economic erisis

will lead to the strepghtening of Amer-
jean imperialism all aleng the fromt!
Listen to him:

“The wost fmportant of sueh fuclors
{congsequeneces of the erisis) is the ug-
gressiveness of the Dmited States, The
forms of this eggressivensss will be va-
rious. In the flesi place the economic
Fuorre,  Hitharte Americn hoag exported
bt Hifle of fds total production, ebout
S . In view of the huge extent of the
production vf the United Stutes, the in-
creaspd  export of Asmerican yoods by
enly a few per cent threatens its rivels
i the world smarket with a dizaster.

“The voport of capital will serve in the
lands of the Uniled States the same
prrpose ¢F weakening ity eivals.

“American capital will rapidly caplure
the leading posilions in the world arena
fn the wmost Jlowrishing spheres of én-
dugbvy: the electrie, the echemical, the
automobile tndustry, ete. Bul i addition
to the vconemic forms of pressuie, the
aggresisveness of U Uniled States will
also find erpresston dn mdlitary and poli-
ticul Forms.

A uew period of colonizaiion 1s open-
ing in the fistury of Ameriean tnperial-
fant”

Thus spealis, in the name of the ECCI,
the hero of the *“third peried.” Thus
speak the peeple who called us agents
of Ameriean nnperialisin when we re-
fused to agree that American imperial-
ism was being shattered 2 yeur ago, be-
fore the “crisis.™ These are the people
who condemped us as renegades hecuuse
we emphasized the rapid industrializa-
tion of the South. Bat now, ay the re-
sult of thelr “erisis” they see nothing
wroyg in predicting am era of unaparal-
leled victories for American imperial-
ism, a “pew peried of colonization.”

This, then is the content of the "nw
turn” of the ECCI. The world-wide
economic erisis of yesterday fivst began
1w have uneven developments, then be-
came limited to the United States and
now the United Szates 1s faced with a
“mew period of colonization” It is for
these people that the Program of the
Comintern declares, very appropriaiely:

“Commnunizm adse  has 1o cowtend
agoinst o number of petty bowrgeols fen-
dencies . . . These tesdencies which are
dislinguisfied for their grtrene political
{nstubitity, often cover up a +ight wing
poliey with left wing pheuseology or
dirop tnto wdvedturism, substitute neisy
political gesticulation for obfective esti-
ration of forces, awd often tumble from
ustounding fietgliis of vevelutiongry bote-
bust to profound depths of pesstinism
whd  dewseright copituletion before the
enemy.”

Of course it is to be expected that the
varipus Parties will lag hehind somewhat
in executing this latest “new turn.” Al-
ready varions “laaders” have fallen wie-
tim because of their slowness: Reiwann
and Fried in Checho-8lovakia, Merker in
Germany, ete, The. American Farty
“leaders™ are still very slow and may
also produce some vietimis, Tt must not
be forgotten; however, that the American
“leaders” repeat every sound from Mos-
cow, even if it is enly a faint echo, and
never have the courage to voice any dis-
agrecmients, #s was done by Kelmann,
Fried and Merker. But such a sudden
turn is bound e eonfuse the “turners.”
That has already been indicated by the
quotativns from the Daily Worker edi-
torlals after the "new turn” The
thesis of the CC naturally bears the car-
narks of this lagging behind the BCOCs
wrn,  Thus the thesis speaks of the
“growih of the world erisis” instead of
Manuilzky’s “approach.” *“This arisis
spreads thraout the capitalist world .. 7,
the “mneven development” being inserted
cul of respect for Manuilsky’s ‘mew
turn.” . Instead of Manuilsky’s “com-
mencement of the decay of stabilization,”
the CC thesis, sees the acceleration of
“the shattering of capitalist stabiliza-
ton.”  Manuilsky does not know whether
the ceonomic crisis “will grow into a
general  politieal  crisis,” but the OO
thesis  already deseribes it as =
“gencral. erisis of world capitalism.”
Thus it js seen that even in the analysis

1he Lessons of
May Day

By B, KALFIDES

May Day, the working class heliday,
the symbol of cluss strupgle and of the
united froin of all the forces of laber,
regardless of rave or color of present
political opinions, was celebrated this
vear by the Party in a way that is the
ubsolute opposite of the historieal sig-
nificance and meaning of May Day.

The so-called united front conference
was really o fake pestule to the tradi-
tions of May Day to fool the warkers
and the Party membership. The con-
ference was a congregation of the Party
and itz auxiliary organizations.  All
other workers organizations were exelad-
ed as “soclal-faxeista”

At the first conference is was decided
that we were going to “seize Unjon
Square.,” We were goin to proceed from
vur union headgquarters {Hotel and Cafe-
teria Workers Union) ar 10 o'cddock in
the merning and to be at Unien Sguare
at 11 o'elock—exacily at the time when
the war veterans and all fascist organ--
izations were going to hold their anti-
Yabor anti-Comumunisl meeting,

In our union, hetices were put wp de-
manding that all ex-service men register
and be mobilized for the coming clash.
At the May Day mwbilizatlon meeting
volunteers for the YWorkers Defense
Corps were asked o go down tu the
Workers Center to be trained. A provi-
sional hospital was formed with nurses
and doctors and medical supplies for the
coming battles,

On the ether side, Police Commissioner
Whalen mobilized all available force of
the police. The fascist organizations
nwobilized the gangsters and sluggers of
Xew York in order to smash the Com-
munist movement,

It was evident that the Party leaders
were playing into the hands of Whalen.
Comrade Bedacht made a speech at the
Bronx Coliseum i bravado-hombastic
fashion: ‘Whalen or no Whalen, we dem-
onstrate af Uindon Square at 11 o'eloek,

Under these circimstances, we, who
are fighting for the Party to return io
u Leninist line, appealed to the Party
membership to foree the adventurist left-
ist leadership of our Party to retreat
from the dangercus trap that was ar-
ranged by the Tapnnany Hall Conimis-
sioner Whalen. For this our Party lead-
ers called Comrade Gitlow and the others
*traitors” and “agents of Whalen.” That
was what appeared in the Daily Worker.
But only a few days later the offieial
leaders of the Party sent a special mes-
senger Lo apply for 4 permit to demon-
strate at Hetgers Sguare and to parude
to Union Square afier the veterans'
demonstration was over. Under the
pressurz of the membership and the
workers, the present leaders of our party
were foreed to retreat. The tone of the
Baily Worker changed-—the slogan was
isswed that the workers shenld keep iy
from Union Square while the veterans
were there, .

The retreat was made but CGitlow and
the CP-Majority Group which had urged
the retreut were ztill abused as traitors
and renegades.

The retreat was called a vietory Ly
the unprineipled Farty leaders. But we,
the Party membership, should not - let
curseives be deceived. This is a pre-con-
vention period. We should discuss the
meaning of the original frresponsible ad-
venturist policy of our Party leadership.
It is up to us to discuss also how the re-

treat was made. Tt is up to the Party
membership to draw the lessons and the

of the world situation, the CC thesis has
maintained essentially the same attitude
as before the *new turn,” but by the
pressure of cables has been compelied to
add on .some. phraseslogy of -the “new
turn” S o

(Concluded in nexl igsue)



