Crisis in the Proletarian

The Results of the Detroit Convention

by Herbert Zam

The Proletarian Party conven-
tion closed with that party in a
severe crisis which may lead to
the end of that organization. This
crisis, reflecting even in this small
and sectarian organization the
need for a new orientation in the
face of changed objective condi-
tions as an alternative to complete
annihilation, expressed itself both
politically and ox;gar:izationally.

*

The Crisis In The P. P.

For fourteen years the Prolet-
arian Party had led a sheltered,
more or less peaceful existence as
a federation of local propaganda
groups rather than as a working
class political organization. But,
with the coming of the crisis, the
membership began to demand ac-
tivity, contact with the masses,
organization. “Immediate de-
mands”, which had been taboo in
the organization all these years,
became a debatable issue, with
prominent members of the party
championing the need for a new
policy. Two years ago a split took
place on this and related issues
but, while the Proletarian Party
rid itself of the most prominent
advocates of the need for a new
course, it could not rid itself of
the conditions which drove them
to advocate it.

On the eve of this convention,
two years later, the party was

again rent by discussion of these

issues but on a higher and more
extensive level and to these was
added another basic issue—the is-
sue of Communist unity, which
was brought into the party by the
initiative of the Communist Party
(Opposition) for unity. At the
same time, the advocates of a
new course for the party also be-
came convinced that a change in
the party’s policy must also be ac-
companied by a change in the
party’s structure, which was not
of the generally accepted Com-
munist character and in which a
single individual, the secretary,
had almost autocratic powers and
was even beginning to look upon
the organigation as his private
preserve. The administration clique
naturally adopted a stand-pat
position, which expressed itself in
the pre-convention discussion and
particularly in its actions at the
convention.

On the eve of the convention
(which had already been postpon-
ed once), the administration began
to lose confidence in its ability to
control it. The pre-convention dis-
cussion was going badly against
it. Detroit, the largest local of the
party, in fact its backbone, and
the only local which had engaged
in any sort of mass work and
had contact with workers, there-
by earning the enmity of the ad-
ministration, was in revolt against
the national office. The most pro-
minent and active members thru-
out the country were bringing
forth powerful arguments against
the standpat policies of the party
and for a new course. The ad-
ninistration, therefore, decided
upon a coup to assure for itself
control of the convention. It dec-
ided that the basis for representa-
tion to the convention should be
changed from one for every ten
members, as at the previous con-
vention, to one for every twenty-
five members. This' measure was
obviously aimed at Detroit, whose
representation was thereby cu
while representation of the small
locals of six to fifteen members,
upon which the administration was
basing itself, would remain the
same- At the same time, in order tc
create the necessary “atmosphere’
for the convention, the National
Committee, on the day before the
election of delegates was to take
place in Local Detroit, took dis-
ciplinary measures against four-
teen members in Detroit, of whom
eleven were the leaders of the op-
position, and three of whom were
members of the N. E. C. Previ-
ously, the National Committee had
also taken aection against the
leader of the Boston organization
because that comrade had come
out in opposition to its policies,
The methods used by the adminis-
tration in these measures are alscg
extremely interesting. Out of fif-

September 11, 1933
To the Proletarian Party of Amer-
ica, Local Detroit.
Dear Comrades:

We, the undersigned members of
the Proletarian Party, Local De-
troit, hereby place our resignations
from the above party.

First: After observing the con
vention proceedings and noting
the decisions arrived at, we came tg
the conclusion that the party had
failed to project itself as a revolu
tionary political organization, thai
it still remains a sectarian group
in spite of the sincere e.forts te¢
change it and bring it into line
with objective and subjective con-
ditions and needs. Instead ol
building itself on the principle of
democratic centralism, the party
has been maintained as a burocra-
tically controlled and isolated
group.

Second: The recent suspensions
and expulsions of members of
Local Detroit constitute a most fla-
grant violation of the party cons-

titution which reads, Article 7, Sec-
tion 6: “No member may be dis-
ciplined except upon written char-’
ges, a copy of which shall be pre-
sented to the accused, who shall

have at least one week’s time in
which to prepare his defense. The
Local to which he or she belongs

shall elect a trial committee ofi

three members, which shall hear
all evidence, make a complete re
cord of same and transmit it to
the Local, together with the com-
mittee findings and recommenda-
tions, all of which shall be subject
to review by the Local, which shall
render its decision as to guilt and
penalty, said decision on appzal of
accused to be subject to revision
by the National Executive Com-
mittee.”

Also Article 8, Section 4, which
reads: “The National Executive
Committee shall formulate its own
rules of procedure not inconsist:nt
with the provisions of the constit-
ution.” This was done in order
to keep these members out of the
convention and allow the steam-
roller to work smoothly, as some
of the members suspended without
a trial would have been elected as
delegates.

Also the resignations of mem-
bers thruout the party, the obvious
political manouvering resulting in
packed conventions, the apparently

| predetermined decisions arrived at

during the convention just ended

(September 2-8, 1933) and the
expulsions and resignations follow-
ing the convention of June 1931,
are sufficient evidence to substan-
tiate our action.

Third: The utter failure of the
N. E. C. to examines the matter of
the Farm Project (the so-called U.
C. L. Farm), with no effort on
their part to find the cause of dis-
sension among members, is an-
other reason for our action. Deal-
ing with effects and making deci-
sions obviously biased against par-
ticular members, was not the way
to remedy this situation but can
only result in still further dissen-
sion.

We are convinced that further
constructive work in the party is
impossible and that we can no
longer remain members.

(Signed) Fred Schock, Catherine
Schock, Joe Schachinger, Elisabeth
Schachinger, John Schachinger, Net-
ty Schachinger, Pat Corway, E.
Coraway, Herman Beck, Carl Peder-
son, Mary Pederson, Ralph Gale,
Eva Tuopin, Walter Tuopin, Joe
Prockup, Flora Prockup Paul Jones,
L. Gould, Dave Bennish, E. Field,
Morris Field, Anna Kock, Bob Kan-

ter.

teen members of the National
Committee, ten were present. The
three members involved were not
permitted to vote at the meeting,
one was dhairman and had mpo
vote, according to the committee
procedure, while three abstained
from voting. Consequently, really
three members of the committee
decided on such an important mea-
sure, including the disciplining of
three other members of the com-
mittee.

In spite of these measures, how-
ever, the administration control at
the convention was not too firm
and, towards the end of the con-
vention, questions were being dec-
ided by a majority of one and two
(twenty-three delegates were pre-
sent) while on one issue, that of
Communist unity, there was a 12-
12 vote, the tie being broken by
the chairman casting the deciding
vote. The administration was able
to defeat the opposition but in do-
ing so it also dealt a death blow
to the Proletarian Party as a
Communist organization, from
which it cannot recover. This con-
vention found the P.P. at the cross-
roads. To continue in the old path
meant reaction, stagnation and
death. A new road was needed.

The convention chose the old path.

The decisions of the convention'

are, theretore, reactionary; they
are the first steps in the 1uneral
march of that party.

On every question which came
before the convention, only one
answer was given: to continue the
previous policies, to tread in the
footsteps of the forefathers. The
question of immediate demands,
the Negro question, agrarian
work, party organization and
structure—all were treated in that
manner. A slight concession was
made on immediate demands.. The
convention decided that it was not
opposed in principle to immediate
demands but that the present was
no time for them! The Negro
question was declared “non-exist-
ent” as a special problem, while
the farmers were declared “bour-
geois” and therefore of no concern
to the revolutionists. The party
structure was also perpetuated,
the powers of the secretary were
carefully respected and the same
person reelected.

* ¥ *
The Communist Opposition And
The P. P.

The Communist Party (Opposi-

tion) had raised the question of

Communist unity both informally
and in a formal letter to the N.
E. C. before the convention. It had
also proposed an exchange of fra-
ternal delegates and had sent a
delegation of three to Detroit,
which was there for the duration
of the convention. The fraternal
delegates were not seated; as a
matter of fact the credentials
were never brought to the atten-
tion of the convention but were
pocketed by the secretary (in good
old A. F. of L. style). Repeated
requests were made by the dele-
gates that a representative of the
C. P.-O. be invited to present its
point of view to the convention
for the benefit of the delegates but
all such requests went unheeded.
Nevertheless, the question of
unity could not be evaded by the
convention—the fat was in the fire
and something had to be done.
The secretary, Keracher, shame-
lessly told the delegates that the
proposal of unity must be rejected
and there were several ways of
doing it. But his own followers
could not accept that position.
They pleaded that to do so would
disarm them and make it impos-
sible to explain the thing away to

the membership. Keracher there-

An Open Letter to P. P. Members

To All Locals and Members of the'
Proletarian Party of America..

Dear Comrades:

Only July 1, 1933, the Commun-
ist Party (Opposition) published
in its official organ, The Workers
Age, an article by Herbert Zam,
in which the problem of the unity
of the Communist movement in
this country and, in particular, of
the unity between the Proletarian
Party and the Communist Party
(Opposition), was raised. A little
later, the National Committee of
the Communist Party (Opposition)
sent a formal letter to the Na-
tional Committee of the Proleta-
rian Party raising the same ques-
tions and proposing that each or-
ganization select a committee foi
mutual discussion of these mat-
ters to see whether better rela-
tions between the two organiza
tions could nnt be achieved. Our
approach on this matter in the
words of the Rochester local of
the P.P., was “objective” and
“comradely”. In eonnection with
the recently concluded convention
of the P.P, we proposed an ex-
change of fraternal delegates and
had our representatives in Detroil

during the entire period of the
convention in the hope that the

fraternal delegates would come be-
fore the convention for favorable
action. We have since learned that
these credentials were never pre-
sented to the convention itself.
Nor was a request of the commit-
tee to be permitted to be present
to state the position of the Cora-
munist Party (Opposition) to the
convention on the question of unity
granted. Under these circums
tances, it is clear that the conven-
tion and particularly thz officers
of the P.P. did not have in mind
any real desire for unity but, on
the contrary, were concerned only
with manouvers to avoid unity, to
prevent better relations between
the Communist forces in this coun-
try and to perpetuate the sad
split-up character of our move-
ment. We have since received the
answer adopted by the convention
to our unity proposals and the an-
swer itself bears out this conten
tion. We are, therefore, compelled
to appeal from the convention to
the locals and members of the
Proletarian Party. Any support
given to the decision of the con-
vention would be a crime againsl
the Communist movement in this
country, a betrayal of the aims
for which .the rank and file mem-
bership of the Proletarian Party,

credentials presented by them as as well as of other Communist or-

ganizations, are now struggling.
We state frankly that we do not
hold the membership responsible
for the reactionary decisions of the
convention, which itself was in the
stranglehold of Keracher and his
clique. This clique resisted all the
efforts of the membership for a
more progressive line of policy by
the P.P. In the present situation,
when the entire labor movement is
in turmoil, when every hones:i
working class organization is over-
hauling its policies and machinery
to be in accord with new condi-
tions ,to be better able to operate
.in the interests of the working
class, the convention of the P.P
decided to stand pat, exactly as it
has stood for the last fourteen
years. This decision is a reaction-
,ary one; it is a betrayal of the
working class, on whose behalf the
P.P. pretends to work; it is a be-
[trayal of the membership wheo
want to build up a united revolu-
tionary organization, capable ot
leading the American workers in
the struggle against capitalism
capable of becoming a part of the
international revolutionary armgy
in the war against world imperial-
ism. For every honest revolution-
ist in the P.P. there is, therefore,
|only one path to chose—repudiate
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Party

fore yielded and a very “clever”
scheme was devised. The P.P.
was tq declare its willingness to
enter into wunity “negouations’
upon certain “conditions” being
actepted in advance by (the C.
P.-O.—and there 1s where the rup
lay. The conditions, as tinauy
worked out, fourteen of them (a
sort of “Marxist” fourteen points)
were aimed at one thing—uo give
those at present in contcol or wne
P.P. control of any united organ-
ization which might result irom
the negotiations, regardiess or
anything else. 'Thus, one of tha
conditions is for the N. E. C. of
the new orgamization to consisc or
the fifteen members of the N.K.C.
of the P. P, its national secretary,
and five membpers of the C.r.-u.,
that is the present leadership o:
the P.P. would have sixteen ouc ox
the twenty-one members and also
the national secretary, and thus
would be the sole autnority in the
new organization tor the next two
years, when a convention would
e called. Another ‘cond:tion”
was that the P.P. was to name
three members of the C.P.-O., who
were not to hold office in the new
organization for five years. The
editorial board or the orficial or-
gan was to consist of three from
the P.P. and two from the C.P.-O.,
Thg national office was to be in
Chicago; These points need no
analysis. They are not “condi-
tions” aimed to promote Commun-
ist unity but rather to prevent it
and the act is so crude as to be
transparent even to a political
tyro. By the adoption of these
fourteen points the convention
condemned itself in the eyes of all
honest revolutionists.

* Xk %

And What Now?

The convention decisions make
it impossible for a revolutionist
interested in the forward march of
the movement to remain any
longer in the P.P. No other deduc-
tion can be drawn and this logical
consequence was indeed drawn by
a large section of the pre-conven-
tion opposition. At the conven-
tion itself, Ed Anderson, member
of the N.E.C., and Serreine Lowe,
one of the founders of the party,
tendered their resignations. Both
were prominent members in the
party of long standing. Since the
convention, approximately thirty
members in Detroit have resigned
and also the delegate from Day-
ton, Ohio. Undoubtedly, other re-
signations will follow as they are
unavoidable consequences of the
convention decisions. The opposi-
tion members, both those still in
the P.P., as well as those already
out, cannot, however, be satisfied
with leaving the almost-defunect
P.P. If they are to continue re-
volutionary activity, they must
align themselves with the organ-
ization which expresses their new
outlook and which can provide
them with the forms of activity in
accord with the actual needs of
the working class. The pre-con-
vention discussion has already
shown the political direction of the
viewpoint of the opposition com-
rades. It is true that there is still
a great deal of confusion among
the comrades themselves and many
are, naturally enough, still suffer-
ing from socme of the “education”
they received in the Proletarian
Party. Clarity, however, can never
be brought about thru inactivity
and contemplation. Action itself
is the best demonstrator of the
correctness of policies. The com-
rades of the opposition must, if
they are to move at all, move for-
ward—and this can only be in one
direction, already indicated by
themselves—toward the Commun-
ist Party (Opposition). Any other
step taken by the opposition com-
rades would not only be a contra-
diction of their pre-convention
course but would simply result in a
repetition of their experiences in
side of the P.P. The Communist
Party (Opposition) calls upon the
opposition members of the Pro-
letarian Party to line up in the
struggle for a united, powerful
Communist movement and declares
its willingness to do everything
in its power to help them to find

their rightful places in the move-
ment.



