DeLleon and Roots of American Communism
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On tha seccasion of the- T8th hirth-
day of Daniel Deleon, {Del.eon was

born on Dee 14, 1852 on Cu:_'ac_co_
Island near Veneruela) the Socialist.

Labor party declared: “As goor afice
year passes by, the great and power-
ful figure of Delcon looms lerger
and higher on the horizon.” An exam-
ination of the present lilerature of
the Communist- Party leads one to
the comclusion that this slatement of
the 8. 1. P. iz justified at least by
the fact that DNaleon seems o he
acquiring followers in the ranks of the
Communists. Some Lime ago the Rew-
olutionnry Age declarcd that Lthe pres-
ent Farty and Comintern leaderships
have abandemed Leninist tacties 1n
the trade union fTield in faver of

DeLeonistn. Not only has this esti-’

mate proven true, but il must he said
that aleng the entive front, the affieial
Icaders of the Comintern and of the
American Parly are jeining in the
adulation of Deleon which has up to
now heen the sole monopoly, and in-
cidentally, the sole steck in irade, of
tho sectarian Soccialist Iahor party.
Tt is of course wo accident that the
sudden diseovery of Lhe 'revelution-
ary’ virtues of Del.eon should be
made at this time. The whole conrse
of the Party leadership loday is a
departure Tront the principles of Lon-
inist strategy, in the divection of ils
direct apposite, DeLeonist séctarian-
jem. No wonder that ¥, Maimor,
writing in the Freiheit on this sub-
ject, declaves that “ihe read fallowars
of Daniel Peleon are toduy noe fonger
in the wanks of the Secialist Lofor
pariy bt in the Comundst Perty”
This iz also, the main theme of lwa
articies hy L. G. Raisky (Ied Pro-
{fessor) which appeaved in the Sep-
tomber and Octoher numhbers of the
Commaunist, (A pofe Informs us that
these avticles ave Lranslaled from vol,
2 of Problems of MarzizmI™

Let us examine the gencral content
of these avlicles and see whelher the
estimate made thorein of Del.eon and
Delegnisn are compatible with ad-
herenee to Loninisim,
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Comrade Raigky's main theme is
thal Daniel Del.eon was a.iroe Marx-
st and an inveterate eneny of oppor-
Lunismt in all iis fovmng. “delenn”, he
declares “proclaimeand o mereilegs way
upon reformisn”. “Deleon earriod out

@ Fremendous work tw eleaning fl,hc;
Augean stobles of the frade wsion

movement (of veformiam) . ., De-
Teon's strugale agaimst erganfaciion-
al opporiunisnt wits elesely connceted
ith hia siruggple agninsh opporiu-
isw im the econcinie and politienl do-

et To Camrade Raisky, Fillguit
and Gompeors were the sele represent-

atives of opperlunism in the United
States. Any one who fought apgainst
them was e fueto a revelutlonist.
It iz absciutely true that Del.eon carx-
ried on an uneeasing siruggle apnnst
reformistz of the type of Hillguit,
Berger and Gompers. Rut did he de
it with {he weapons of revolutionary
activity and organization? He did not!
For the open opporiunism of ITill-
quit and Berger he substituted a kind
of opportunmist  seetarianism which
ocassionally was accompanicd by “or-
thodox” Marxist phraseology. Con-
rade linisky becomes cnamoured of
this phrasenlogy amd fails ahzolutely
Lo see the opportunism inherent in
the enlive system of Deleon. Indeed,
Deleom was against all “reforms”
Baut i weforms, he dncheded all im-
madinte denuends, In 1000, the Soc-
jalist Talor party eliminated all iim-
mediale demands {the “tapowerm”, as
they callad ity from its platform and
ginee then has had only this one de-
mand in its platform; “Ths eomplete
mrender of the enpituliad ofnsa” To-

by Herhert Zam

that workers learn primarily thra
their own expericnce. The present-
day Tollowers of Del.eon would have

SLionary and ihe second refnrmiat.

L] * ¥ .
; The test of the revolutionary char-
!acter of an organization or individoal
lies not in its ability Lo produree rovo-
,lutionary theories or phrases, or cven
; to write learned disserations on ccon-
mmie questions, bul in its ability to
j rally the non-revolulionary masses
Jfor the earrying out of these reveolu-
Eionary theories and phrases. By this
test must wae Judge Del.con and the
8 L. P- It 15 sufficiont merely
slate the Tact that in ithe Jast thirky
years, fifteen of them under the lead-
ership of DeLeon, the name of the
8. T T has not been connected with
a single outstanding strogele of the
workers, with not 2 single hislorieal
revolulionary event. Tow servicusly
oo such a parly be taken as a ravelu-
tionary Toree, despite all its revolu-
tionary phraseology?

The Zopeialist party, on the other
hand, which Comvade Raisky waves
aside as unfmportant, and condenms
as “roformist” hecause he eonsiders
il the party of Hillguwit and Berper,
is comnected with namerous onfstand-
ing and hereie sivageles of the Awm-
orican workers, HHow doess Comrade
Rnaigky aceount for that? Just as he
i eees only Lhe revelulienary phrase-
“ology of DeLoon Il not bis deop op-
s portanism, 8o alse he sees in the 8. 12
penly the Tillguits and Boergers, and
Tails to sce the revolutionary wovk
crs, who while opposed to Hillenit’s
appartunism are wone the lezs
ticlled by Deleon’s

S and the ST.P represent vespee-

ary comcentralions in

Socialist movement. 7T save:

fianey mdlitont wuwgurrd of the pro-
letnriat el wih vesiztence within
the party, which Ted ol the end of he
caidnry 1o o split hetwarn the vevelne

us thirk the first view {0 bhe revelu-:

T
! szahnlaslinisn.
Rnisky therefore consziders that thej

tively the refermist and revolulion-!
the American:
A
Leon's determdnaiion ta convert the
Pasty (8. Lo P-TL2Y dfubn vovalu-,

tionary nnd opportunizt clements n
American  socielism”. Besides  wis-|
stating the eauses of the split, Com-
rade Raishy is absolutely wrong as
Lo its conscouences. Any one who is’
aequainted with the development of -
Communism in Ameviea will rocog-.
nize: this even without making a deap
analysis of the differencez hetwoen
the S and the SLI% For i was not
the “vevolutiongry™ SLP but the "ve- |
formist" SF that geve hirth to the
Communist mevemenf, Tha SP pro-
duced Hillguit and Berger, but it also
protuced Debs and Ruthenberg and
Haywood. The SLP, on the other
hand, produced only the scholastie
prototypes of Hillquit and Rerger,
Arneld Telerson and Olive Jolinson,
than whom there are no preater anti-
Comnunisis. Ralsky further siates
that eLeon “trained wvalwable som-!
rades for the Communist movement.”
Let him name a single ouistanding
Comnunist in Ameriea who had his
training in the 8. 1., . .

In the structural difforence betweon '
the S.F. and S8.I.P. Raisky secs.
an oxpression of their political differ-
ences. This differcnee, doos in fact ox-

ist, bat. jt expresses exaclly, the oppo-
sgte of what our Ted professor sees.
The locseness of and lack of diseipline

of jis members, which led to the es-
tablishinent  of varvious left wing

groupings and papers, and finally 1o .
Lhe original left wing which heeame

Lhe Commanist Party, But the striet-
Iy diseiplined and  ceniralized

On the conirary, cvery new tend-
ency in the SLP was crushed with a
ruthless hand, and expulsions hecame
a by-word. The direipline anrl central-
izalion were that of Tesuitizm and nol
those of DBolshevism, which permils
the prestest inner-Pary demneraey
coupled with the firmest wnity in
aclinn. In the SLP there alounded
“unity’ of helied bul no action.

in the 8F made it possible for a rew-
ofulionnry wing (o develop within i,
and to seeure leadership over the mass

SLP .
mare impessible such a development. |

) {Two wmove articles @ he series:
S PN Deleon™ by Herberl Zom
il nppany ta the Rewnlutionary Age)
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What the present policies of e

Covnmunist Pavty really mean in Lhe
warkers orpanizations is shown Iy
what the DPavly offieials are {rying
to accomplish in the Croation Fra-
ternal Union, {HRBZ), a Oroalion
“workers fraternal society. The pres-
rent Teadership of the Parly is openly
Cworking in the direction of a split of
the HRZ, with the objective of “onit-
ing” the sphit part of the HBZ with
fragments of other fraternal zoeicties
fYewish, Tithnanian, Russian, eted
thus making “one big Communist fra-
itermal  sociely”  (the International
- Warkers Order).
' I erder in ho ahle to aceomplizh
this splitting purpose, the Party load-
Jerg el io work to "rooppanize” tho
Progressive  Warkers  Eloek  (the
Tarvty-led left wing of the HBZY inla
a "Feft Wing Bloak™. Tha Parly hurs-
erats realized that there would e
cTound plenty of left wing and Com-
munist workers who would rosist the
splitting course of the Party; il was
therefore necessary to “clean them
ant.” Hence the "reorpanization” of
the Progressive Block.

Reveolt In Detroae

Local 331, Delyeit. Here the strng-
gle hrake out firat of all. Tn Detroil

\- L]
By Frank Vratarie !

The bigeest local of the HRZ is |

day, Tollowing in the footsleps of D welve waorkers were oxpelled from

Leorn, the 8. L. P. atlacks the Com-:the Progressive Block fnow the T.eft

hunist plalform as “opportunist!’ be- Wing Tlock).: These iwelve workers !
canse il containg immoediale demands!  came ot with a deelarafion that was

Perhaps this is a revolutionary virlue | printed and widely disiribhuied. Be-
which we should learn from Deleon, cause s deelaration of o small
but we would rather agren with Ten- | gronp of workers and heeause the
in that dimmediate demands are amatter Tirst appeared as a local mat-
means of molilizing the working class for, there are some shortcomings 1o
to revolutionary aestion, Deleon be- | register in this deelavation. The dee-
lieves that he could icach the work- i laration, for ecxample, does nol suffi-
ers with words, hut Lenin taught us ciently point cut the role of the rTenes
lionary and faseist leaders of the

y

traditions of the struzele against the |
- reaclionaries i1 this fraternal soeigly, g
Lo eall upon the wrvkers fo uwake in
lhe siruggle arainst the rencticnarices
inside Wic organization. This fab is a !
difficalt one dwt it ahselutely neees- !
sary. Only thoze whe are lired of
the teachings of Lenin will fake up
the policy of split. T4 is up to vs in,
take up the fight against the reae-|
tionaries on the one hand and apainst
any attempls Lo split the HRY and
other fraternal organizations on the
alher.

Why Such Modesty?

In the Mlitant of Novanber 15,°
Max SBhactman (in the arvticle “The
A T of 1. Convention and the Klee-
tions”) engages in some gentlle self-
eriticism, After analyzing the aetual
gituation and eontrasting it wilth the
thivd-peried phantasics of the Com- |

Opposition shared this crror in the
past. That is, it proceeded from
the Jndisputable  faet that the
promises cxist for a deep-going
radicalization of the workers and
drew the conelusions that the pro-

imunist Party ieadership, he declares: '|
“*To a moderale extent, the Left

i ress was well ander way.”

don't you tell us that the “revolution--
ary wave hallucinations first zaw the

and  fundamental  platform of (e
Trotekyites; the “Right Danger in the
JAmerican Party,” published in the
first few numbers of the Milifant?
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light in this country in the original:
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But why so modest, Max? Why!:
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[How ean we forget the “wide-spread | }'



