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The Crisis in the Socialist Party

SomeBasic Questions Answered

The developing Tifi in the Secialisl
Iarty bolween the Stanley or “Miit-
tant’ group and the righl wing bhure-
cracy, which terms itself “Mapxisi”,
is bringing lo the fore i the 5. I a
diseussion  involving an  estimation
of historical ovents, and a ennsider-
ation of fundamental problems he-
fore the labor movement. The “Mili-
tant” gromp represcnts ithe growing
leftward trend wilhin the ranks of
the Soecialist Party. 1n spite of its
indecisiveness, confusion, lack of clar-
ity and unceriainly as to its future,
the appearance of this group is a wel-
come sign. 1L is a sign of the begin-
nings of & teflward slirring in the
ranks of the working elass Commune
ista emnmnt ignore this develapment
in the ranks of the 8. P. Tl is Loo im-
portant & manifestation. At hollom
it iz & resuli of the affcets of the pres
ant eeonomic st political situation
upon the working class.  That the
seonomie crisis plays an imporiant
role in the controversy is recopnized
Iy Stanley, speaking for the “Bili-
{ants” amnd by Oneal for his self-
styled "Marxists”. Slanley, in (the
Mew Leader of January 17, 1931,
alates:

“It i not an aceident that thair
{Militanta’y ecxistenes  enincides
with the depression of 1929-1530,
The ecomomic erisis exposed the
weakness of (he Parly in handling
auch fundamental prabloms like
gneraployment, T he  Militanis
simply exprassed the dissalisfac-
tion of eomrades with the drift in
in the Porty’s aclivities and poli-
c’l'ﬁ-‘!-"

Omeal, in the New Leader of Jan
24, puts 1l this way:

“The prostration of capitalism
has brought a wide sense of econ-
omic grievance 1o the workingelass
and i, has been interesting and on-
courgging lo  ohserve comrades
turning Ln working class issues.”

Tt ig clear from the above Lwo quo-
tations, coming as they do from op-
posite poles in the Boeialist Parly,
that the cconomic crisis is seriously
afeoting the membership of the So-
cialist Party, as it iz indeged -affecling
the membership of the trade unions
and the working clanss as a whole,

Ars Communisls we must rejecl the
estimation of the Daily Worler, that
the leftward movement in the Social-
15h Parby is a consmivacy to fool the
workers. Such  hrave , bold  words
analyze nolthing, explain nothing and

convinee no one. Such 'nm\sensi_cal
verbiape has no place in Marxian
analysis,

The proletarian revolution in Rus-
ain, the post-war revolutionary sit-
uation in urope and the ireacherons
Tole of Social-democracy gave rise to
the Left Wing in the Secialist Pariy
in 1838-1%415. That Left Wing became
tha consetonsg bearer in the U, 8. of
-t hanner of Communism and of Lhe
Comununist 1'srty. The development
then was of profound and far reach-
ing sipnificance to the Jabor move-
ment.

Today, the effecls of the economic
erisis, the discrediting of the Wae-
Donald Lahor government as a Sogial-
ist foree, the rise of fascism in Ger-
many, the Indian revalution and the
huilding up of Socialism in {he Sov-
iet Union are responstbie for a left-
ward movement in the ranks of the
H.P., which is hound 1o have impart-
ant stgnificanes to the trade union,
Soeialist and Communist mavements.
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Therefore the queslions raised in
ihe two letters sent 1o the Revelufion-
ary Age by two "Militants” (Phese
two letlors are privted on Lhis poge—
Editor.) deserve a govious answer. T
will anawer these questions in a
slighUy differcnt order than in which

they ave asked.
E

Verspectives of the Leftward
Movement '

Question No. 3: “Why do yoi sy
that there axve tiea wmoyps opewr hefore
the Bilitanis, either to Droak with the
Sorinlizst Party er to give i Lo Jill-
quit and {he others.  Isn't thers i
thivd ony,  Ten't 1t possible {o eap-
ture the Socinlist Party for tha Mili-
tanh positton?  Don't you think we
have a heller chance of pefldng ows
wiews rocogrized in the Socinlist Pae-
 than yon hove of gelling your
wigw voeaghized in the  Comanunist
Parly, eonsidering how stvang we are
o organinztipn.”

It ia ¢lear from this cquestion (hat
the “Militants" in the 8. P. have piv-
el very little thoupht in 8. P. hist-
ory and have Tailed to thornty analyze
the rend character of the 8. . Bul
hefore we anawer the firsl part of the
question et us dispese of Lhe Jast
part first, There are ne fundamental
principla  differonces  Detween  the
Communist Parly, U. 8. A. {(Majority
Group) and the official Communist
Party. On the question of tho need
for proletarian revolulinn, Tar Sov.
et Power, for the dictatorship of the
proletariat, for the huilding up of So-
eialism we have no differonces,  We
have ne differrnce on the guestion
of the support and defenze of the Sov-
fet Union. Our altitidde 1o capitalist
democracy and to the capilalist stale
are the sgame. We are nol faced
with the problem of fighling ont dif-
furences in principle. Our differen.
ces are differences on pelicies invalv-
ing strategy and taclics, on ques-
tions of hew besl to meet the present
day problems in. the huilding up of
the Communist movement,

) But the differences betwaoen  the
Militanis” and the Oneals, Hillquits,
Leos and Thomases are differsnces of
prenotple of such o chanzelor Lhel
ERey ocannoft be reconciled within the
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vetlms of one porty.  This facl s
brought ool best by the reselutions
an Russia. There 15 no common basis
in dhe veselglion of the “Militants™

.and the reselution of Hillquit and Co.

Here the Mundamental palitical differ-
ences are lwought oul sharply, The
righl-wing resclulion is distintely an
anti-SBoviet Union resolulion: It main-
tains the position that Socialism is
possilble only after a high develop-
ment of capitalism with eentralization
of basie indusbries, as well as the
traiing of the workers in political
demoeracy( they mean capitalist de-
mnceacy) and an orpanized cducaled
working elass reprosoniative of a mwa-
jaridy of the popuolalion have leen
reacheil.  This means that the So-
eralist Party leadership holds that the
malerial basis Tar a proletavian rev-
alufion does nel  exist in Russia.
Il holds that ihe the development
af capitalism and the establishment
af rapilalist democracy is 1he present
aecessity Tor Hussia, Couple this the-
orclical pesition ol the right-wing
with their sharp condennation of 1he
Soviet state and wou have the ideal
Menshevist eounter-revalutionary ypo-
Séil.i?)n as the official pasition of the

The "Mililants” can not reconcile
the position of their vesolution on
Russin with that of the right-wing.
The “Mililants” pozition is: (1) Sov-
el Rusrin is making a fundamental
eonlribiuetion o the realization of So-
cialism; {2) It is a Workers Govern-
ment; (3 It stands for elimination
of capitalist production and distriba-
tion; (4) Ifs  ecconomic svelem  is
founded on plannad produoclion; (5}
The B. . must favor Sovied Russia
and ntilize the foatures of thg, Soviel
svstem for furthering the spread of
Sacialism in Amertea; () The sue-
cexs of the Boviet Union gives impo-
tus to neerntance of Socialism by the
waorkers; (73 The 8, P. must look
forward o complete realizalion of
Hocialism In the Soviel |9Inion; (8)
it musl roeopnize that what is taking
ntace in Russia iz comzistent with So-
cialist philosophy, with Marxism.

A close examination of {he irade
anion - reselulions would alee hying
al, side by side wilh taciical differ-
ences, sharp principle differcnees that.
cah ot he eompromised without aban-
doning princinles. The position of the
“Hililants' ‘iz vislently in srnosition
fo the chorvished viewr of fhe 5 P
afficialdom on this question, Neor must
the “Militanls” forget that the So-
cialist,. Parly of Amecviea is part of
the Sricialist International (the 11
Tnlernational).

YWhen one realizes this, it does not
inpen) &0 easy to capture the 8. P
The “Militants” are nol so strong as
were the laft winpers of 1818-1019.
The Teft Wine then had a mighty
orfranization, a powerful press, a mass
Tollowing and eontralled some of the
Yargest districts af the party. Tt car-
riel the referendum For the Thivd Tn-
ternational by 60000 voles, Tt elect-
o A majarity to the XEG. 1l electad
the Tnternational delegale and defeat-
e ITillquit for thak position, Tt had
an overwhelming  majorily  of the

membership.  Bul Hillguit ordered
Lhat the “decks be cleared.” The Left
Wing was expelled. The sld puard
Hillguil-Berger-Foruwerd  Right-wing
held the organization.  Hislory will
repoat ilself. The old guard has al-
ready given the warning, YWhal the
UMilitants” nust <da i3 1o earry on a
Tight Tor principle. The Togic of ruch
a Tight iz to bring them furiher and
further te the lafl. If they fail to
continwe an uncompromising prinei-
ple fight ihey will sink into the camp
of the right-wing, Thev should cen-
linue to fipht, line up their faress,
lkesn in niiind ihat an uncompiromising
proletarian revelutionary stand will
mean their sveniual expulsion from
the & F. and their approach to the
Communist  movement. The  more
principled the fight they make in the
5. P dhe greater will he theilr servien
to the working class and the more
pogitive will he the gains for the
rovelulionary movenent.
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The India Question

Graeslion Noo I Wiy o gon say in
the article that the Indic vesolufion
was e lotash point? T tees nel ony
udia. resoltion,  We are going fo
hawe « sirown veselnlion oltegether
dif farant.

The India Resolulion expozes the
degeneration of the 8. P, This veso-
Tation is an apelogy for the Maclon-
ald povernment, policy on hehalf of
British imperialism in India. 1t ap-
prover the Rownd Table Conference
cillad together hy the British for the
sole purpose of arvranging for the he-
traval of ihe Indian Revolulion and
declares o the rights of all natinns
fo sclf-determination in trae peneral
Wilsonian style. T4 fails io reengnize
the fundamental bazis of the Indian
rovolution as & revolietion of the op-
pressed and exploited masses against
British imperialism. Tt fails {o soli-
darize  itsell  wilh  the reovolution
against Dritish impevialism and its
arents, the Macllonald Labor govern-
ment, 1L failg 1o recopnize the class
forcas of the workers and poor peas-
ants leb loose by the revolution. It
fails to unmify isclf with the revala-
Lionary proletarviat and peasantry. It
fails to eall upon the Soecialist Party
and the working elas lo rally te the
suppart of ihe Tndian revolution and
tn condemn the bloody role of the
MarDonald povernment. It Taily to
link up its support for the Tndian rov-
olotion against Rritish imperialism
with the struggle against imperialism
generally and “Ameriein imperialism
in partieular.  Itven liberals eould
draw up a holder and sharper roso-
lution, :

1% is very forlunate indeed for the
“Militanl” movement that i1he reso-
Iution an India inireduced at the City
Convention was not the “Militani”
resalution.  TLois also weleoms news
that the “Militans” are “going to of-
fer a strong substitvute from  the
floor.”  How "strong” the substitute
will be, we will soe,

{Concluded in the nexd issue)

“THE TEXTILE

by Barncy Herman

WORKERS NEED UNITY

The textile workers have been suffering
from crisis in the indusiry for MANY yoars,
with ils attendant uncmployment, speed-
up aned wage-cuts,  The present world
wide cuisis has multiplied these to a point
where the conditions of the workers are
intalernble, and the necessity for orpan
tzatian and struggle hecomes clearer and
move urpent than ever (o the masses af
exploited textile workers.
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Conditions of the Textile Workers

In New Dedlord, weavers wha faormesly
operated 15 looms are now running 43
imoms, Wapes are almast cxactly inverse
Iy praporiienal 1o the increase in the out
pul, that s, weavers whe, [ormerty 1o
ceived §42 for a full week, now ger §13
for a full week. But there are uo full
weeks,  The wntker i foriunate to pet
T oor 3 days work.  Those companics
watking on tire fabrics have been dotag
Y days work ever since the crisis slarted,

In Patersan the conditions of the silk
workers are the worst in many years.
Plants {ormerly working 8 liours a day
now aperate at 10 and 1. At (he same
time, the wages of the weavers have heen
reduced to a starvatian fevel,  Weavers
wha only a year ago recefved 9¢ a yard
on Rayan matcrial now get as low as 3
Warkers who reccived in the past $50 to
$90 a week are now faced with $10 o
$1% in the weekly pay envelope.

Tn Passaic the mills are nperating witly
only a fraction of their former forces,
as  the Batany mill,  which formerly
had 5000 workers, now employs abat
1009, ‘

We can go to olher sections of the
counbry, Philadelphia, Reading, the South,
Danville, Easton, Allentomwn—everyahere
we ste the same worsening af the condi-
tinns of the textile workers, Cverywherc
in the industry the discantent of the
workers grows from day to day. Yot in
spite af these eonditions, in. spite of the
Rreat apportunities lor arganization and
srugple against the textile harons, the
nranizations of the textile waorkers are
!':rmm divided, and weaker than cuer be
L] | Y
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The Situation in the National Tex-
tile Workers Union

. The MNational Textile Workers Union,
in the past, with its Tormer teadeeship

and line, was the leader of every struggle
of the textile workers, Tt was hor in the
strugples of the DPrssaic and New Dedford
warkers, and its glorious traditions it con-
tinued in the organization and leadership
ol the Gastonip-strike.

With the change in bine and leadership
of the Communist Party, the ultea-lelt
line was forced upon the NTWU, and
the entite leadership that founded and
Buile the wnion, was expelled net anly
freem ahe Party but from the union irself.
Membership in the uninn was syannym-
tug with the supporting of a faclion of
the Communist Party along with its puin-
ous methods and policfes in the Union.
The chief task of the NTW locals he-
cames ="Fight the Lovestoneiies”  De-
moralization set in rapidly in the ranks
of the upisn. The phrase-manpering
leadership has not led 2 single strugpie
of the textile warkers. The very con
vention of the Union that excluded Daw-
sor, Weishord, Buch, Pirgs, cte. callad
weth ond phrases for a4 general silly stvike |
in Pateesan ane year agn.  The Paterson
lacal endorsed the calling of the strike.
Then at the last moment, the leadership,
beat @ hasty retreat, avd no Paterson silk
strike resulted.  The lradership, while an
wnsuecessiul  in organizing  the  textile
workers, has heen remarkably siccessful
in_destroying the Union in a2 year's time.
After the expilsion of Keller' and Pires,
the membership of the New Bed{ord Lo-
cal, which -was the hasiz of the NTW,
drapped in a few manths from 3000 dues
Faying members to less than 200, Today
there exist only two locals of the NTW
in the entire country. The Union has
approximately 200 members, a large pro-
rottion heing Communist Party members.

Ft was a year age that the Textile
Lnity Committe, consisting of the leader
ship cxpelled from the NTWU issued o
warninp that the union was faced “with
destruetion,” “that the NTWT) was in a
lle-and-death “erisis—in a state of threat
ening ruin.” Comrades like A, Weishord
weate: “Tn Paterson, in and around Gas
tonia, in MNew Bedford, and ezlsewhere
the militant spirit of the workers now
finds no leadership in the NTWU" In
a year's Hine the NTWII has gone far
on the road that we warned against, and
that we ealled upan the textile warkers
and members of the NTWI to steugple
REaInst.
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