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The Stru

by Herbert Zam

al organiza-

Every sericus political
uo.., whether party or group, mus

om time to time, review i
course and realign it in acwm‘:an
with a'ly change which may hav
taken place necess;tatmg an aa
justmelt in the po umes and work
of the organization. This is par
ticuiarly true if any r~uu..,tandm,5
events have occurred which throw
iight upon cer rtain probiems faced
Any political ofganizat.on which
ccm_tents itseif with a set of formu-
las and substitutes uhese mrm\zias
for the living realities, is doome
to iselation or death, rega m;es:
of the great value these formuia
may have had at one time.

At the present me. me uv.--mu
nist Party {Oppo ¢
thu the nee 1‘? a .ree:a:aminaticn
of its main course,
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and one-half years of existence,
we have va.'i‘uabl‘ experience bea"-
ing on our perspec» ve. To thes

experiences have been added the eg{-
perience of the upposluo..c in
c- ther countries ana particularly the

ecent eventis in ue"mﬂny which
.nave climaxed the whole course of
ultra-ieftism pursued by the
Comintern in the last five years,
It is not mmnlv the events them-
selves which nf-w..esmtate a change
in our course in the United States
—this would be a type of mechanic-

al tiransference of pelicies to
which we are opposed. it is the

iight which the German evenis
shed upon our own experiences
which necessitates such a chaﬂge.
'Ihe German cst'zs-.rr‘pho. is only a
forerunner of similar cao..suropheﬂ
for the Communizt movemeni in
other capitalist counivies, if the
present course iz comntinued, and
if the Cnmmunist Gpposmen does
not succeed in devels pmg an in-

strument with which etfectively to
) > Y

counteract the cnta?.tr:ephi resuits

of the ultra-leftist policies of the

cificial Communist parties,

it is to this task that the min-
erity resoluiion directs itself, and
comes to the conclusion that our
group must now adopt a new per-
spective that of the developmient
of a new, an opposition Commu-
nist party in this country and in
other capitalist countries where
the conditions are similar. Gur
role and activities as a group, as
an organized r.endency, were cf
great value in the first stages of
the struggle but, as these rstages
passed inte history, the value of
-,hese tactics passed with them. Wea
believed that we could best influ-
ence the Communist parties and
the Comintern back to a Leninist
line and to a restoration of party
demecracy by acting as a group
and rejecting the propcsal of bu.id-
ing new Communist parties. ‘This
tactic has not brought the neces-
sary results. Te continue working
for Communist unity along the
lines of a group, is accepting the
mest difficull conditions of work.
We must orientate ourselves io
utilize every favorable ecireum-
stance and development in the next
period of time and to be in a con-
dition to do so, in the opinion of
the minority, we must woxrk for the
buiiding ¢f a new Lomm1£1 par-
ty and declare our willingness te
take action for establishing a new

Communist party when the cir-
cumstances warrant,

This involves a change in the
gmups perspec In the past

cur main perspective was the werk
as a group; our secondary objec-
tive was mue growth of the C.P.-0.
info a party as the official party
disintegrated, became a “ghell”.
The propesal of t"xe minority is
not the same as this secordary per-
spective but the m}m. ity proposes
what was already indicated by the
September, 1932 Cenference, when
it adopted Lh‘_ foliowing motion:
“The Communist Opposition
clearly understands that in any
single country only one Com-
munist Party must exist and
enly cne ean exist over a leng
period of time. In the presen‘
critical situation in the C. 1. it
is possibie for situations to de-
velop wnere there wili be fem-
porarily twe Communist pa arties,
where it would be desirable, pro-
vided there are sufficient “or-
ces, for Jaunching an opposition

1

In suen a case our mam

about tne unification
unist movement.

motien of the Septembe:x
rence clarifying the guestion
ue iaunching of an opposition
'nist party contains the
1 he present proposals oi
minor 1ty The minority, how-

advances beyond this posi-
tion. vvncreas,. at the September
Com‘:‘erence, we were still more or
iess groping in the dark on this
issue, it is now necessary to come
om‘: and clearly scav;e I-ha.t we are

working for the launching of such
a pariy when we bei.eve the forces
are su lflcme'xt apd that this is our
main orientatien in the pursuit of
our ob)ecuve of Comn inist urnity,
a correci pariy lime, and imternal
party democracy.

The majority, in its search for
arguments against the need for a
4 rin,ntauon for cur group, nas
wpﬂu the theory that party or
is a principle and not a tac-
juestion, placing this matter
with uhe proletar-
in the Buuctm
C. O., in commenting o
s with the left wing ﬂ’i
. L‘. 1—., there iz this state-
the decisive questions,| &
the left wing accepts the yoai'uiw.
of Cemmunism—in its readiness te
join the Communist International,
ln its st"ugaw against a seeon

party and for a Communist united
t‘ron‘t tactic.”” Similarly, an arti-
cle in tue “Neue Welt',, Strasshurg,
June §, 1933, dealing wlth the su-
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uation in tn:: ranks e¢f Social-de-
mocracy, in which is observed “a
»enne,.vy toward Communism in
the ranks of the Soccial-democratic
masses ”  cone :ﬂ..de as follows:

But mera are still numerous and
big obstacles to real Communism.
One of these is the cnn(lz.cnon from
thie coliapse of the S. P. and G. P.
that a ‘new’ ,,arr.v is needed,
which should be uommunist’ but

‘different’ from the C. P.” We see
in these that to the idea that Cem-
munists are distinguished by be-
lief in proletarian dlctatl)"‘shlp, sav
ey power and armed uprising, has
been aauux a new criterion—oppo-
sition to a new Communist party.
As against tﬂl‘- concepucn we can
bring cur own experiences in the
Ur‘lted States, where for a num-
De" of yeprs we had two Commu-
nist parties exis tx..,, simultaneous-
ly and the experiences of bomm
a.:ts in other countries, who went
thru similar stages. In the letter
to Syivia Pankhurst, written about

July 1920, Lenin said;
“If the advocates of soviet

powqr (in England) cannot be
united owing to these differ-

ences only (parliamentarism—
H. Z) 1 should censider the

immediate formation of two
Communist Parties . . . as a use-
ful step in advance, as a step

to complete unity.

party may reject and ii

ccept participation in

geois parliamentarism. . . ., .

(My emphasis—H. Z.)

This quotation definitely shows
that, while Lenin considered as
desirable the existence of but one
Commun 1s., party in each country,
he did no t consider it contrary ts
bommu.,,st prmc‘p es to have more
than ene such party, as a step to-
ward r’ompleﬁe unity. ’Imse whe
now place this issue on a level
with proletarian du:t:n rship
should show when Lenin, or any
other Communist leader, proposou
to comp“omlse on the question of

roletarian m(.r,uc"rshlp, or soviets,
or armed uprisi ng, as a means of
smoothing over mue*enc._u, DT as
a means of attracting new follow-
ers. Such a compromise is un-
thinkable. Obviously, and this
should be clear te even a T‘wreer,
be-“au‘%e principies do not and can-
not change with eonditicns; only
tactics do. Lenin was not viclating
any f‘o...mwust principles by ad-
vecatlng the ‘tormahon cf two
Communist parmes but was appiy-
ing correct tactics to a given sit-
nuation.

The majerity has taken the for--

mula which is absolutely true se¢
lo..i, as a normal situation exists
in the reve J.umonary movement,
and has converted it into a degma
by holding en to this formula w ..hen

DISCUSSION

n this page we publish two

arii cleﬂ in the pre-conference
iscussum of the Cummunist
npssitien. Up u..tll December

2..;. one ana one-haif pages of
The Workers Age will 9_5-. _ﬂc-
yosted to the discussion.—Editer.

n

the conditicn has ceased being mnor-
mal. In an exceptional situation
we mucl; lcok for exceptional tac
tics. To attempt to appiy the for-

ula of one party tc a country at
the present tl...e, when the situa-
in the Communist movement
is mot only exceptional but ex-
tremely critical, is to condemn the
Comrﬂ. nist Uppﬂsmou movement
to impotence and isclation.

These are the issues in our dis-
Un rfortunately, the major-
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these i sues. 1t is jousting at wind-

ebauing with jmaginary op-

p nents and answermg Imaginary
arguments. The majority resolu-

Lion might be of some vaiue (that

is also questmpaule) for a discus-

‘sion with me Trotskyites. But
anyone can se2 with half an eye

the vast gulf “'mch exists between
the standpoint of the minority and
that of the 1rot.~»x ists on this

uestion. We disagree not only as
to the reascns for a new party;
we disagree also as tc what its
roh, would be. Let une majority

dopt a decument which will meet
the arguments and pvoposals of
me 'm..onty, Su as te make possl
ble a discussion of the issues
in our group. Ceftainiy it shouid
answer the arguments of the Trot-
skyites—this is a task for the en-
tire group. But it must not con-
fine itself to the Trotskyites and
ignore the specific issues in the
group.

In discus ing the guestion of a
new party, we musi naturally alse
ugvote aome thought to the prob-
lem as m h(,w suceessful we have
been i i

ran
Teal

cur direction. That
h.ad some suceess new
, cannot be doubted. The
quarter-turns and
have been sufficient proof

But what is the net re-
sult? In answering this question,
the majority and minerity dxvnrge
sharply The minority maintains
the Comintern and its respeec-
tive parties are as far away from
a correct line as they have ever
been. if anytmvg were needed to
prove that, and to the mlt it is the
complete ‘endor sement aiter the
German catastr rophe, of ail those

pelicies which we ali agree led fo-
ward catastrophe. In America we

have the Open Letter, the expres-
sion of the present ca‘"“sa of the
party, which the Bure itseif unani.
mously charasterized as “a return
to th;r:i -pericd lunacy”. This same
idea is repeated in the resclution
of the Dure on “Labor and the
NRA”, as follows:

“In the face of the complete
practical coliaps e of its trade
union pelicies, the official C. P
is reviving in th crasaes“ form
its old line sectarian theories
in their worst third-period
form.”
it that this is a clear po-

sition and yet we find a different
picture in the present macuselo,..
Comrade LOVES\.O'IE, in hig conciud-
ing remarks at the membership
meeting, said: “The C. 1. teday has
reached a transition stage on the
I"OPd tc a break with ultra-left-
isrnt? Now, if this were hue, and
if we all beiieved it, it certainly
would affect ocur r"'xe‘xtatmn Let
the majority bring proof. Let it
repudiate its ocwn analysis, which
proves ]ust the op pposite. There is
ne prooi, The ma;;e"nys conten-
tion is an illusion, not a fact. If
the majority can convince us that
the C. L is today im a transition
stage away from its “‘h‘a—lef t
ceurse, then the minority wili glad-
Iy withdyaw its resolution, and
will agree for a continuat ion oS
the _present course of the group.
If we orientate toward the estab-
lishment of ne“' Cornmunist parties
in a whole series of capitalist eo'.n-
tries and 11 fuese new Communis
parties stand on a common bas;s,
then they must necessarily unite
for international cooperat 'mn, unite
into something which will be a
kind of new Communist Interna-
tional-—a kind because it will not
be an ali-inclusive international; ii
(Continued on Page T)

seems
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The Struggle for Unity
On a Higher Level

(Continued from Page 6)
will have no represertation in the
country where the proletariat is in
power. Should this be proposed as
a permanent condition for the in-
ternational Communist movement,
it would obviously be untenable
But when it is proposed as a tem-
porary measure, forced upon the
International Communist Opposi-
tion by conditions, by the incorrect
role played by the C.P.S.U. in the
international movement, as a
means for continuing on a highex
plane and on a more effective
scale the struggle for Communisl
unity, the struggle for correcting
the role of the C.P.S.U. in the in-
ternational movement, it is quite
another matter. The minority res-
olution categorically rejects the po-
sition of the Trotskyites that a
new International is needed in or-
der to eliminate the existing one,
in order to obviate the necessity
for unity. A new International is
needed in order to promote and
extend the struggle for unity, in
order to develop effective pres-
sure against the C. I. and the
C.P.S.U,, in order to give the Com-

munist Opposition struggle a
broader base.
The International Communist

Opposition should throw itself into
the struggle for the formation of
new parties and an eventual new
International, regardless of what
other Communist, or non-Commu-
nist groups are also in that strug-
gle. To the extent that other
groups want a centrist rather than
Communist organization, to the ex-
tent that they wish to build an or-
ganization which will or might be
anti-Soviet in character, the Inter-
national Communist Opposition
must vigorously and uncomprom’s-
ingly battle against such tenden-
cies. The Trotskyites, who have
considerably increased their influ-
ence recently because they have be-
come the outstanding champions
of a new party and a new Interna-
tional, cannot serve as a basis for
such a movement, nor as its nu-
cleus. Already they are attempt-
ing to base the new party on their
ancient dogmas and to give it a
Thermidorian orientation on Rus
sia. In the absence of the Inter-
national Communist Opposition
from the field, the Trotskyites
may temporarily increase their
forces and have hegemony in this
movement but in the end it is
bound to collapse, as the Trotsky-
ite movement itself had collapsed.
The Trotsky tes attempt to convert
the new perty and new Internation-
al into extended Trotskyite fac-
tions. TFor this reason it will col-
lapse but, in the process, the en-
tire movement will be deraoralized
and valuable elements will be lost
for Communism. Only the Interna-
tional Communist Opposition can
influence this movement into the
proper channels, b~th in the strug-
gle against centrism and against
Trotskyite dogmatism. The new
Communist party can come into ex-
istence only if it is based on Com-
munist fundamentals and internak
party democracy and mot on the
tactical and strategical platform
of one of the groups or tendencies

of Communism. The struggle over
tactical and strategical differences
belongs inside the Communist par-
ty, old or new, with all individuals
and groups obligated to carry out
the decisions of the party. That is
the position of the International
Communist Oppos:tion with regard
to the proper functioning of the
existing Communist party; that
has been its position with regard

to the functioning of those Com- |
munist parties which adhered to

the I.C.O., that must be its posi-
tion with regard to any new Com-
munist parties which are formed
It is certain that the strategical and
tactical course of the I. C. O,
which, in the course of time has
shown itself to be correct as
against all others in the Commu-
nist movement, will become the
basis for the strategical and tactic-
al course of any new Communist

parties if the International Com-,

munist Opposition plays a posi-
tive and constructive role in their
formation and development.

AGAINST THE “NEW”
PARTY VIEWS

(Continued from Page 6)

party if, by any miracle, it ever
came to acquire a bodily existence?
Such a party would be “based on
Communist fundamentals and in-
ternal party democracy and not on
the tactical and strategical plat-
form of one of the groups or ten-
dencies of Communism.” But ob-
viously the official party (Stalin)
tendency would not adhere to Com-
rade Zam’s party. It would then
become a mere anti-Stalinite block,
the various elements having noth-
ing in common except their oppo-
sitiop to Stalin, each fcr its own
reasons. It would become a verit-
able sewer for all the disreputable
odds and ends in the left wing of
the American labor wmovement,
bound together by a tie of a very
questionable political character, a
tie which will often be hard enough
to distinguish from plain anti-Sov-
ietism!

% Xk %
At the slightest provocation
Comrade Zam waxes indignani

about the “Red herring of Trot-
skyism”. “Is this a discussion with
the minority or is it a debate with
the Trotskyites?” Comrade Zam
asks rhetorically. Neither, Com-
rade Zam! It is a discussion of
the international situation and the
tasks of the Communist Opposi-
tion. And in this discussion the
new aspect of Trotskyism and the
plans and partly accomplished
deeds of the Trotskyites in the di-
rection of a “new international la-
bor movement” in partnership with
the centrists, are perhaps at least
as important as Comrade Zam’s ill-
digested outbursts. Is it not mon-
umental conceit to insist that the
discussion be limited exclusively to
Comrade Zam’s alleged “argu-
ments” ?

But there is a deeper reason why
Trotskyism must inevitably come
to the fore in any discussion of the
present situation in the interna-
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