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(&) To establish the theoretical and political foundations of the movement
and lay out its perspectives. i

{v) To define the tasks.

(c) To erploy tactics suited to the mcment and consonant with our principle
line. ‘

(d) This means concretely to have the right answer to the qaestion. vhet to
do next? .

Has our policy, in the main, corresponded to these requirements or is it -~

g |

"necessery ncw to make a drastic change, as Weisbord proposes, as well as a

change of the leadership, &s he also proposes? Let us examine the whole gques-
tion and see. .

2. THD GZZSIS OF TET CFECSITfICY.

(a) Formally specaliing, the Amnerican section of the Internctional Laoft Cppo-

" gition was formed a 1little more than two years azo,. It Ttegan its pudblic formal

existence with the declaration read to the Political Ccmmz*tee by &bern, Schact-
man and Cannon in October, 1928,

(v) But neitker the ideas of the Opposition nor we who represent trea fell
from the skxy on that date. The vwhole situation is an outgrowth of the evelution
and develcpment of the Party and the Ccmintern. Tre fcunders of the Azerican K
section of the Opposition were "prepared by the pasth for 4‘heir present stand.
This ic equelly true of the Lovestone and the FToster factions, that is, of the
right wing and the centrists ¢cf our party. d4nyore who denies this has to ground
his position on the theery that political groupings and pelitical developments
are sccidental and arbitrary. Such methods of analysis never nad any stending
among larxists.

.

3. TEE CRUX OF TH ISSUZ CONSISTS IN THIS:

(a) The Worid War and the Russian Revoluticn drougat the coanflict Totmeen

" opportunism and Marxism to a head and resulted in a split in the Secopd Interna-

tional.

.. .{b) The revolutionzry wing of the labor movement has teern organiced, over
& period of more than eleven years, under the banner of the Comintern and the
respective parties, Tais must not be fergotten for a moment., Under the Ddanne
of the Comintern and ncwhere else the revolutionary worers nave deen orbaulzed.

(0) The first four Congresses of tne Comintern represent in their vheses

‘ana resolutions the revolutlon*ry Yarxist doctrines.

(d4) Trne period since the Fourth Conzress has been a peraod of reaction, of
sliding bacicrard, 4n the Russian Party and in the Cemintern. K

These are the wain conditions of the crisis in the Cormmunist movement from
which all our conclu ions must be drawn. :
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" of the Party. VWhy?
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(a) The crisis in the Comintern has revealed three clearly defined faction =

groupings. The struggle between them represents, in the final analyeis. the
struggle of the claeses. .

(b) In this struggle the Left Opposition represents the proletarian class

~ 1n its highest historic interests,

(c) "The Right Wing is the handle on wnich the enemy classes are pulling...

) fhe :success of this wing will be but a teoporarily disguised victory of the

bourgeoisie over the proletariat"(frotsky). The Right Wing is the objective

"repfesentative of the pressure of the bourgeoisie upon the proletariat and thef,

party ]

(d) The Apparatus centrists stagger between the Bight and the teft wingn
and carry out a petty bourgeois policy. o

(e) Thus the crisis in the Russian Party and throughout the OOmintern is

‘'not a mere "iaction fight" between comrades of equal merit as revolutionaries
. over episodic questions., Weisbord seems to think it is and that ie his funda-
mental error. His whole point of departure is false to the bottom and conse-

. quently his tactics cannot be rigat. '

5. THE TASK OF THE LEFT WING.

‘(a) To base its whole activity on the principles of lMarx and Lenln:i..
(v) Tt make its policy become the policy of the workers' vanguard,

'This mein principie line is a settled question'in our ranks. The entire.
work of our first lational Conference was conducted under this sign and it is

'-reflected in our platform adopted at the Conference.

As ve see the icsue a discussicn of the validity of these two pointe is in

. place only with outsiders. In our ranks they are settled questions -- we pro-. -

ceed from them,

6. ABBOR«AL FRATURES OF TEE FACTION STRUGGLE IN TZ3 PARTY. -

(a) Under normal conditions we would vege our fight within the framework ';”

(b) Becanse we are Communists and not anarchists, beceuse we regard the
principle of party organization as an inseparable part of Marxist revolutionary

,conceptions. . . |

(c) Because we believe the Communiets and none other constitute the van-
guard of the proletariat.

(d) Because we adhere' to the Marxist principle of orgsnization and regard
the organized movement more highly than the unorganized. The dispersed andi un-
organized elements, Just because they are aispersed and unorganized, caanot be-
relied on to any great extent. . :

(e) Our expulsion only makes the situation, and consequently some of ths,
methods of strugsle, abnormal. It does not, of itself, alter the situation
fundamentally. It does not change the fact that we remain in essence a fac-

- tion of the Party struggling to win cver the proletarian majority to our stand-
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point, fhat else can we mean when We say o repeatedlj:-lThe Cprosition has a
corréct line. The task is to moke tais the line of the proleterian vanzuard." -

(Trotsky, Militant, 1-2-23.)

(f) The question now arises: Eave we followed a correct line of policy in

_ the Party strugcle -- have we uhderstood the main tasz -- or must we now re-

verse our positicn ané take another course? Such is the question pbeea by the
pooposals of Welebord.

7. T2 QUESTICY ¥AS BIIY DISCUSSZD 3ITCIE,

(2) At this point 1% is prover to remoriz that we are not discussiﬂb this
question for the first time. OQur policy nas been discussed juite thoroughly
before, durirg and even after the National Conference., Decision has been made

" and American as Well as Internaticnal experience hazt confirmed tne decision es

correct,

(b) Ve cannoi mave a practice of returning continually to the discussion

" of positions already won in struggle. Such a course would be fit only fo. ir-
"responsible cafe revolutionists whose talx is endless and means nothing.

Bolsheviks diecuss only in order to come to a decision and to act upoa it.

(¢) Te return to the question once more only because the tested policy cnd
experience of the Opposition on an International scale has not been fully assi-
milated by some corrades -- new in the struggle for the greater part -- 7nom we
wish to pull along with us if we cen., 4

8. WHA? IS TES ESAL ISSUS EZ3s?

(a) The real issue -- from a political standpoint -~ ist A factioﬁ of the
Party on a Bolshevik platform, or -- A new party on an Opportunist platform.

- A dissection of the various so-called "new arguments" in the light of our prin-

ciple line will make this clear.

(b) Tre contrasting methods of approach 4o the guestion rre quite in ac-
cord with all International experience in the struggle between the larxists and

the opportunists.

(c) Tae Harxists put the princinle bluntly, and subordinate tactics %o
principle. The opportunists hide the principle and iry to smuggle it in under

‘the cloa¥x of "tactical differences". This is what Weisbord ;s urylr, to do

now with his tall about correctm° our "tactics",

(d) Compare, for example, the contrast Detween the methnds employed by us
in 1aunch11g the organization of the Left Oppos{tion “itu the methods of tre
Right wing at the time of their breai with the Party. Ve bezan with a declara-
tion of principle in cur very first document (Declaration to to tne ¢.2.C., Octo-.
ber 27, 1928, signed by Cannon, Avern and Snachimoan. See /ilitant, Vol. 1,
No.'l). Lovestone and Cozpany began with a waole ream of faction material em-

7 phasizing personal and secondary matters and saying nothing about princinple

differences. The platform of Brandlerism was unfolded only aftervard,-after .
the vorkers in the Right Ving had been "prepared" oy degrees and maneuvered
into position for it.

These metzods are alien to us. e will not a2llow Weisbord to draz us

. into a discussion on that basis. That is why we insis®.on putiing the princi-

ple question as it really is: Faction of the Pariy on a Bolshevik pletform —-

| or, new party on en opportunist platforma. That our formulation of the issue -

S =1 Ul e cvndbwmabnA ATAAwTY AanAtieh
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9. FHO ARE THT VANCUARD OF TSE PROLS 'mrm LT

(a) The definition of our task "to make our line the line of the proletari-
- an vanguard" is not an abstraction. It means a definite formation witain the =~
working class stands nesrest to us and is the bridge to the wider masses.

(b) Tne Party is the vanguard of the class. This formulation holds good
even in Anmerica wkere the organization of tna workers as a class is still in the
elementary stages.

(c) The correctness of this formilation is easily demonstrated by putting
o the question in another way: If not the Party, then 7no or what forces corsti-
; ‘tutes. the proletarian vanguard? Is it not an 1nd1sputable fact that there is
- no other leading force on a national scale at the present time? If there is
such another leading force, more advanced than the Party, please name it. 1It's
existence is not kmown to us. . :

<
(d) The Party, under Centrist demination, leads the mass of workers who
have partly awakened to consciousness. It leads them badly, as we have proved;
1% leads them to more defeats than victories but_it leads them just the eame
at present.
. ' (e) What can be the meaning of the March &th demonstrations last year --

a fairly imposing movement. Compare the Party's demonstrations of 20,000 work-
~ ers at Madison Square Garden with our little meetings of 200-or 300 at the most.
* ‘ There you see a fairly accurate refiection of the "relation of forces". Or, ,
compare the Party's demonstrations with those of the Right Wing -- the dlﬂparity
is about the same as with us.

¥'(w; ' (f) The Party has a rather formidable press -- dailies in many languages
through which it influences wide circles of workers. The Daily Worker circula-
tion is growing. The resolution of the last Plenum says it doubled during the
past year, meaning probably that it increased womewnat. There is zo doubt it
has made a substantial gain, especially in New York.

. (g) Those who want to deny that the Commmnist workers organized in the
Party and under its direct influence in other bodies constitute the workers!
vanguard must give us another name for them, What are these people who, to the.
nunber of thousands and tens of thousands throughout the country, marcn in the
demonstrations, resist police persecution, support strikes, sacrifice their
time, their means? Are they 1diots, fools and dupes? That is stupid, reac-
tionary talk! _

(n) I repeat the proletarian vanguard is not an abstraction. If not the

- Party, then who, or what? Is it the Socialist Party? Xo; since the World War
- and the Russian Revolution there can be no dcubt on this sccre. In the needle
- trades, for example, we had a concrete illustration of the reacticnary role of i

the S.P. Is it the Progressives? XNo; in so far as the progressives do not
) . support the Party, that is follow the Party, they act as windbreaxs for the
- reactionaries. Is it the I.W.W. or the Anarchists? No; these are bota reac-
", tionary sects, reactionary through and through. .

.
..

- {4) What elements remain? There are the scattered and demonralized workers
- who have left the Party or been repuled by the Pariy. Among them there are un-
“{ - doudbtedly many workers of potential value for the revolution. But in the mass,
as a definite category, they are characterized by this fatal wearmess: they do
not leadl Whet else can be the meaning of the fact that they allow therselves
to be dispersed and Gemoralized, that they withdraw from the movemen: and conduct
no organized struggle to reform it? To seek for individual recruits in this di-
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rection is sensible enough. To expect a considerable irnflux of .these elements . ____
into the ranks of the Opposition later on is notunreasoradle, for it is the
characteristic of these elements to follow and they will.come. toward us when
. we are stronger more than they will taxe up the burdens "‘f oxxr struggle while
we are still weak. 3But to seeiz for the rezeneration of tﬁe Commanist mevemsny
from these discouraczed and tewildered rzeople is to leave the sround of resiit>

altogether.

(3) The talk about the Party losing all its influence beyond the nove of
revival -- above all to say that this has already happened -- is quite false.
On the contrary, there is more reason to taink that, in spite of the systemat-
ic errors of the leadership and the whole idiocy of the "ihird period" bluster,
the influence of Cemmunism, and that is primarily of the Party, nhas made gains
in the past year. Tne German election returns tell a story avout tais whica
cannot be ignored, and similar signs are to be observed in America. The
doubling of the 1928 election vote, for example, is one of these signs.

The gain of Party influence in the face of the blunders of the leadership
is to be accounted for by the fact that the official Party represents in the
. eyes of the workers the idea of Communism and the Russian Revolution. Che
pressure of conditions, esvecially trhe condifions of the econcmic crisis,
drives the worxers toward Cceooinicm faster tnan the Centrist turepucrats can -,
~drive trem ovay. .

! (x) Conclusion: The Cozmunist workers organized in the Party and around
the Party under its direct influence are the Fuiure troces of the Ovgositicn,
Ve must concentrate on tne task of winning tqe“ over in tae shortest possidle

,,‘ time.

10, 153 POSITICYT O T=Z CPPOSIDICY WITH R:LATI w OC TE3 CLdbs A0 TS VAYC?ARD.

(a) If the Party is the vanguard of the class, wnat is the positioa of
.-the Opposition? "The Oppositionis tne vanguard of the vanguard! (Trotsky).

. "~ (b) Our first task: "To make the 11ne of the Oppos 1tion tae line of the
proletarian vanguard." . .

(c) Our strongest weapon: Our Platform.
(d) The nature of our principal activijy: Propaganda.

"The revolutionary Marxists are now again reduced (not far the first time
and probably not for the last) to being an internatioral propaganda society...
It seems that the fact thot we are very few frigatens you.: O¢ course, 1% is
unpleasant, Naturally, it would be better to have tenind us organizations:
numbering millions. But now.are we, the vanguard of the vanguard, to have
such organizations the day after the world revolution has sufiered catastrogh-
ic defeats orought on by the Menshevik leadersnip hiding under the false masxk

7 of Bolshevism? Yes, nowi" (Trotsky, Militant, Oct. 1, 1928.) -

11.. THE RELASICH OF TORCES. . . e
' (a) We have said before and we say necw that our attitude toward the offi-

cial Party is determined to a large extent by the relation of forces. The
present relation of forces deternines our position as a minerity faction of
the Party, ond a small nminority faction at that. Whem will we deceive except
ourselves by ignorin° tnis fectl.

(b) In Comrade Trotsiy's letter printed in the Militant for Nsvexber 30,
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12, IHE PROPOSAL OF A BLOC WITH THE RIGHT WING.

.6- _-_ . ‘ - _-

1929, he indicated the perspective of a second party- fvr-the Anerican Oppcal-
tion. But this was srong and it was based on incorrect information about ths -

_.relation of forces. In a second letter Comrade Trotszy acknowledged this.

tc) e are the nucleus of the future Party. The Oag__‘;ion will becoms
the Party. 3ut by what dialectric process we cannot give a complate answer
now and ve do not have to. Vhat we must do is to keep the goal in mind end
adopt the tactics most suited to the given time and circumstances. The ques
tion whether we become the Farty by means of a formal re-entry into_the organie-
zation and the subsequent conquest of a majority by democratic vote; whether

‘we swell our ranks-throuvgh the process of further splits which unite with usy "~

vhether we gradually expand in numbers and activity and step by step superseds
the official Party in the class strusgle; we will reach our goal by one or

" more or by a combination of all of these methods in the course of time, We

will do this provided we do not derail our movement by falsely estimating the
situation at the various stages of the developrment of the struggle. This was

" the cardinal error of the German Lenintund. It tried to Jump over the barrier
.set up by the relation of forcea in the beginning. (Trotsky. Hilitant, Jan..25

1930.)

(a) The essence of Weisbord's policy which 2e offers as a substitute for | .

ours is the proposal that we, the Left Opposition, should form a bdloc with the.

Right Wing (the Lovestoneites). Tnis is clearly set forth in his statement

printed in the Kilitant for September 15, 1930, again in nis later article on.
Uhemployment. )

(b) He means by this that the Left and the Right should form a bloc

against the Centrists, against the official Party. In the Mflitant for Sept-

ember 15th, for example, he says: "The Comzrunist 'Majority' opposition group
and the Communist League by working together can help to re-establish mass

" work and to resist the violent tactics of the Party officialdom. Further in

the Militant, for November 1, he says, addressing what ne calls "the Communist

. Opposition groups" (meaning the Left Ying and the Right Wing whick he puts on

the same level), "When will you join hands on this issve...When will you begin
the work the Party criminals cannot do?"™ ¥From this, as well as from his whole
conception, which denies the Thermidorian character of the Right Wing, which
denies the existence of Centrism in the Communist movement, it is quite cleer
that he wants a bloc of the Right and Left against the Center.

. (e) ™is question has been raised before in the ranks of the Internation-. .
al Left Opposition and has been decisively answered in the negetive. In my ’

very first introduction to the basic documents of the Russian Opposition I be-
came acquainted with this ansver. In his "Appeal to the Sixth Congress of
the Comintern" (a document which has not yet been published in English -- I
saw it in Moscow at the Sixth Congress), Comrade Trotsky referred to the split
in the Rignt-Center Bloc and the suggestion that the Left might now make a

. bdloc with the Right. Ee said: "Blocs between the Right and the Left have been— - ..
~ made in other revolutions, and they have also ruined other revolutions.,” In . .. . -

that document, where the question was first considered, Ccmrade Trotsky sald
such a bloc was absolutely unthinkable. That has been, it is and it will De
the unalteradle position of the Left Opposition.

(d) Would a bloc with the Right Wing, that is with the Lovestone ligquid-
ators, the faction of petty-bourgeois adventurers -~- would such a blo¢ draw
us nearer to the proletarisn vanguard or would it separate us more? To ask
such a question is to anawer it. Ve have taugnt the Communist workers, and
not since yesterdoy to hate gnd digtrust the rotten petiy-dourreois faction
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of Lovestone ond Yolfe, To apieor side by side with tiem now in a comaon '
front against the Party would discredit -as be;ore the Ccrmunist wor&ers and
push them avay from us.

(e) ™e very fact thet one can make such a proposal shows that he does not
understand the Right Wing and has not really broze” witah it. T:ais is what is
really the matter with Teisbord. In reality he is trying to recorncile us with
the Right Wing under tlLe pretexv of curing our“sectar1anlsm“ Be will not suc-

 ceed.

(£f) In the Militant for Decexmber 28, 1529, Comrade Trotsky warned in ad-
vance eszainst such opportunist proposals as Veisbord makes: "I received the
news of the negotiations between Bucharin and Xamenev simultaneously with the
report on the ambiguous declarations of Urbanns on a bloc with Brapdler. I an-
swered with an article on the absolute inadmissibility of unprincipled dlocs

. between the Left and Right Oppositions.® . ' ‘ ..

-

(g) It is a real political bloc with Lovestone that Weisbord is offering
us as a means of correcting our policy. Such a dbloc, nhe says, would eneble us
to Mresist the violent tactics of the Farty officialdem". Isn'% thet 2 bdbril-
liant idea? And who, may we ask, will help us %Yo resist the under-siorld
methods of the Lovestone gang? Doesn't Teisborc znow thst we first encountered
Yvyjolent tactics" from the Lovestone factinn when it was at the zead of the
Party and that we learned now to "resist" them on our own resources? Or does
Le think the lecpard has cranged its spcts and that Lovestone 2nd Compeny are
better now, since their own weepons have deen turned sgainst thex?

Weisbord goes further: By means of the dloc he promises us, we will win
"the advanced workers to a Leninist conception of Party democracy®. UTo less,

A1l the Oppositionists who were expelled from the Party by Lovestone, who were

beaten up by his gangsters, will surely delieve this.

' And even this is not the end of the comedy. "Oniy suca a working-to-’

.gether of Communist groups (only this!) can raise those fundesmantal principles
- of Leninist organization that can reconstitute the Internatioral of Leain."

We have been under the irpression, togetaer witkh the entire International Left

..Opposition, that the International of Lenin could be reconstituted only by the

defeat of the Right Wing, by driving out the Thermidorians and the liquidators,
How can these conceptisns be reconciled? Eov can they both exist in the same |
organization? . o

- 13, TES SUBT?R: &3 CF "U‘I":D TIONTM WITE TES RIGHET WING CF CCNC23ITZ QUESTILTS. )

(a) Double-facedness and subterfuge ere the characteristics of all oppor-

. tunists. Driven avay from one position trey always attempt to smugsle it in

under some other pretext. Tnis is the case in the attempt to retreat under

‘fire froz the idea of a rolitical bled with the Right Ving outlined in Weis-

bord's articles in the iilitant to the proposal for a "united front" on every-
day tactical gquestions. Can't we at least get together witl: them.in the trade
unions? they ask. o, not even in tnais limited sphere, BZCAUSE T2 ARZE NOI
GOING IN TE3 SAi& DIRZCTION WITHE T2, ZFrom the start, that is from the day
the Lovestoneites were expelled from ‘he Party, we rejected all idecas of a '
common front with them. And correctly so. ) ) -

(?) The day treir expulsion was annouaced we &1d =ot grow softer toward
them. Just the contrery, we nammered ‘ther narder tian ever and we vradicted
they would soon come out wiith a Brendler platforn wnen they were loudly derny-
ing it. (See tne iilitent, July 1, 1829, )

(e) Can the Left Opposition which fighis for the regeneration of the
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Communist International have anjfnlng in cormon with the Right Wing which repre-
sents the tendency for its liquida=tion? Can the defenders of the QOctcter Revo-
lution have anything in comzon with the faction of Trnermidor, "the handle upon
vhich the enemy classes are pulling"? No. The fact that cou,radic.ory lines
cross episodically must not mislead us into this fundamental error. 7Tze fact,-
for example, that the Right Wingers want to work in the reactionzry unions and
that we also defend this idea -- in our time alsoageinst them, as our platform,
directed against them as the Party leadership (Militent, February 15, 1929)
shows -- does not give any ground for a comzmon front. We have- dlfxerent and

irreconcilable aims in the trade unions.

(d) Let the revisers of our basic policy on this gquestion cite a single
concrete situation where even such a limited conception of the united front
with the Right Wing can be formed. Is it the Needle Trades? No, the Right
Ving has already made a united front with Levy -- that is to say, wita Signan --.
in this field. 1Is it the llerine Workers? To, the Right Wing made a united
front with the reactionsry syndicalist workers there against us as well as
against the Perty -- against Communism, in fact. Is it the Miners? UNo, the
Right Wing is trying to come to an agreement there with the faokers posing as
progressives in the Fishwick union. Is it the Textile Workers vhere Weisbord
has already compromised himself with them in a"Textile Workers' Unity Commit-
tee" waich is in reality a commnittee for the liguidation of the National Tex-
tile Workers! Union? To, we cannot work together with them thore. Doesn't
Weisbord know that Lovestone is trying to orzaznize the werikzers for lYclahon and
that he is using Weisbord as a come-on for this perfidious work? He 7111 not

. use us for it.

Teke any other field of activity, and we will show that insofar as the
Right Wing has any fotting there it is forming & united front with the pseudo-.
progressive and reactionary elements against us and against the Party --

- against Communism. The fact that they conceal these designs under a cloud of -

talk about Leninism does not alter the odbjective logic of their course. This
is necessary to "prepare" and fool the Commnist workers in the ranks of the
Right Wing. It is our task to expose this camouflage and not to be deceived

14, WEAT IS5 THZ I[T“”” TIOWAL ST/YD OF THES LEFT QPPOSITICN ON THE JUESTICH? é&‘

el -
"

) (a) 1t is worth"h1le to put this question and to answer it from authorita-
tive documents because Weisbord is trying to represent himself as a supporter
of Trotsky but not of the American Trotskyites. We have heard that kind of
talk before. The reformists throughout the werld in their time have taken
turns at declaring for Communism -- in Russia but not in their own countries.

Purcell was for the Russian Communist Party dbut not for tae Sritish., Suwea ~————" - -

‘people as Hillman closer home, and even many of the Socialist l-aders have
made similer expressions. Let us see what this pretension is worth.

(v) Comrade Trotsky has written quite often and quite expli¢itly on the
question of a bloc with the Right Ving, warning us in advance, as it were,
against the Veisbords of various kinds. Some of these remarks have already
been quoted, On the question of a united front in the trade unions, he wrote
in The Kilitant for October 1, 1529: . p

"Do we need a platform of immediote demands? Yes. Do we need a correct
tactic in the trade unions? Certainly. But we cannot speaz of these questions
except with those who have clearly and firmly decided for themselves way all
this is needed. Just as I will not discuss the various teadencies in naterial-
ism with a man who makes the sign of the cross wnenever he passes by a charch,
80 I will not work out slogans with Brandler who, in principle, calls the rear
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of the revoluticn its face (and vice versa)...We are now in the period of the

- clarification of prirnciples for curselves and cf pitiless delimitation froz thns

opportunists and confusionists." Thais is on answer to Weisbord's claim tret hne
represents the standpoint of Trotsiky agalnst the National Ccomittee of the

" Communist League.

Again in the ¥ilitant for Yarch 29, 1530, he wrote: "M7ill Trien ond Paz
worz with Urbahns and with the Brendler blocs formed in the midst of the trple

-unions against the Ccmrunist Porty?...They recegnize the policy of a united

front with the social democracy, with the reformist trade uwnions, with the
Brendlerites, with the Alsation neticnalists -- but they consider incdmissitle
the united front tactic with the official Comnunist Parties.!

(c) The French Opposition has already accumulated a rien experience on
this question of the united frent in the trade unions which nave an instructive

. value for us. Their line-up is not, as Weisbord proposes, a bloc. between the

Right and the Left oppositicns. On the contrary, the Left opposition is united
with the Commnistic workers and is proposing a vnited front t¢ the official
party. The Right wing, on the other hané, tzs made a united front with the re-
actionary syndicalist elements on a plat form of independence of the unions ircm
the Poerty =nd the liquidation of the reveolutiorary unions into trze reformist
unjons. In this they only anticipated our stand in the liarine and Textile
Unions wnile the Right wing anticipated the stand of lLovestone in the same
unions, s :

. (d) Is it nct clear thet Weisbord!s cleim to de "for Trotszy but egoinst
the American Trotsikyites" is a cemagozic sudterfuge that will not stand investi-
gation? Is it not cleor thzt Tie Naticnzl Committee of the Communist League
carrics out the same policy as tact of tre Internztional Left Opposition?

(e) International policy and experience coanfirms the correctness of our

.policy on tris question of the united froat: Ilot a dloc with the Right Wing

against the official Pzrty, tut a united front with the Party ageinst the Rigat
Wing., This is the correct line of approzch to tiae p”oletarlan vanguard. The

..fact that the Party oureaucrats refuse %he united front witn us is not our con-

cern. Our task is to make the Cocmmunist woriers understand our policy. The
rest will follow.

21:" RETREAT TRCH TEZ PRINCIPLI WDIR THT SLOGHT OF MMASS TORXM,

(a) In his cempaign azgainst tne policy and leadership of the Commnist
Ie e, Weisbord is raising a great furore about "mass work". Tais empty
bell, hoo is offered to us as a new discovery -- somethirg we never knew till

* (b This {s not so, there is nothinz new or original adout this formila
for quick success. " In every thing he advances Weisbord demonstrates Lis lack
of or. inglity; his chief characteristic as a political is that of the borrow-
er, o dbié cbﬁflicts with us on the verious main points of our platform he
borrows ;rsg Sfbm ghe Right Wirg and then from the Centrists. In his formula

11111

7 of "mags #orr “né 18 orly repeating the slogan under which others have desert-
- .ed -the banggf o? the ﬁeft Op*osition.

(c) Ye heven'% nad man; capitulators in america. than zs to the firm prin-
ciple foundatioch upon rhicr’ Te built the movemen®, tut every cne of them
saluted us with this’ ‘$15an bezore e departed. avery ore 7ro Geserted tne
banner of the Oprosition ran avay unhder a eloud of dust about "mass work
This was the case with Allerd, with Zalisko and with Blugerman in Torouto. Iz~
patience with the slow development of the Opposition in the principle strugzle
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. and the desire to get on zith "mass work" on a vig scele was the. wotivation: for
. the great and unpardonzble errors of some of the ¥innescta comrales 2n the re-:
cent Farmer-Lobor Party -affair. And now Weisbord, who wants to overturn tie

position of the Leit Opposition on nearly all its dasic principles, comes for=-

~ward with "mass work" as his all-embracing slogan. O

(d) Is this a mere ccincidence? Eow does it hapren that this demagogic

" slogan is always follcwed ty capitulztion to the Stalinists or by capituiation

in principle to the Right Wing? 1In fact, isn't Welsbord merely repeating the
time-worn erguments ¢f the Right Wirg in his agitation against us? Read thne
Revolutionary Age end you will see there the origin of all the catch-words he
uses against us. The "Trotskyites" are “sectarian“ they are "passive", they
do no. Ymass work", etc., etc. : : : _

16. TES MEANING OF BOLSZZVIST ASS WORK.

(a) Mass work, in our conception,.is not a fcrm of exercise, like gymnastics,

* to be carried on for its own sake. It is connected with revolutionary aims and

therefore it must be grounded on principle. Ve understand the Leninist concep-
tions of mass work. Our platform adopted two yeers ago shows the only road to

l'_ 1to

(b) Ve will only deceive ourselves and set cur movement back if we over-
estimate what is possible for suck a small group as that of the Left Opposition
which has to work in zbrormally difficult end cox plicated circumstances., e
cannot 1ift ourselves oy our bootstraps, no matter row much we.may. try. Ve can-
not jump to the execution of a prcgram of mass work on a wide scale over the
head of the existing Party. We must not ferget that we nave an indispensadle.
preliminary task: to win over the prcleterian vonguard and imbue it with ocur

principles.

(c) By mass work ve mean prepared planned aﬂd developed activity to set
masses of workers in motion-along lines which will neighten- their consciousness,
Ve do not mean spectacular stunts waich leave zothing behind; we do not mean
 putsches, We are not graduates of the Fepper school of politics and we do not
vant th-t spurious brand of mass-work.

(d) Our main task is propaganda to win over the workers' vanguard and our
main tactic is the united front with the Farty. This doces not exclude independ-
ent work in the class struggle. 1In reality all our werk is independent in the
sense that we oppose cur policy always and everywhere to that of thae Centrist
bureaucrats. Wnhat is really involved 1n the dispute over mass worz is the ques-
tion whether we shall oppose separate mass organizations to those of the Party
-~ Joining hands with the Right Wing for this purpose -- or whether we shall
penetrate the existing organizations of the Party. A4s a rule, and in the main.
we have to follow the latter course at the present time. -

(e) This is mainly a question of the relation of forces again. In Minhe-_
apolis, for instance, we have carried out several separate and indepencent ac-
tions. But to set up rival organizatiorns and movements to those led dy the

7 Party all along the 1line would be a fatal error. It would close the Goors to

the Party members and sympathizers and create rallying centers for all kinds of
reactionary and anti-Communist elements. Our participation as an organized .

group in the Indian demonstration of tuhie Party last summer, in the ilay Day cele-.
- bration, etc., these actions snounld serve as a model. We organize ousr owa inde-
pendent fractions in the needle trades and in the marine moriers and such otaer

. places as we have forces. These fractions are not prevented by the policy of

the opposition from carrying on an energetic activity. They are only prevented
from combining with the Right Wing and with reactionary elements against the "’
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Party. In shert, e are in no way opposed tc general activiiy in tie class

. struggle; ve only refuse tc eccert en oproriunist form:le for it} and we rasfuse
to alter our conception of the main task ¢f the Ocrposition at the mozeat --
prepaganda to win over the workers! vanguard. :

17. TJ0 KIXDS OF CRITICISY. 4 . , o N

(a) The Left Opposition has grown up in » struggle for Party democracy
and 2s5ainst the barracks-discipline of the Centrist bureaucrecy. Tae uanrelent-
ing fight ageinst the supnression ef criticism within the Party as vell ss the
counterfeit "self-criticisa" served up as a substitute is an inseperatle part
of our pl tforn.

(b) Tnis has given rise to one- sided and false concertions in ené around
our movement. fThere are people vho think the Opposition means to loosen or do
avay with ideas of discipline and thzt any kind of criticism can be tolerated
interminadly, That is no! so0. We strive toward an iroen &iscisline, that is,
a discipline grounded en uniformly conscious coavictions. Ve are not vulgar
fdemocrats" and our organization is zot a free forum for everyvody. and we
make & strict distinction between what may be czlled legitimate criticism and
eriticism that is not legitimate in our organization. :

(¢) Thet criticism wnich aims to show weaznesses and saoricomings in the
application of our principle line is certainly in order. Ve stand bally ia
.need of a thorouzhsoing criticism of our lacic of gctiv“y 2lons the lines of
our pleiform. JAdove all, we need ~-- together vith such a2 criticisam -- concrete
proposels regarding ways and means of increasing, of mmltiplying, our activity,
Such criticism and conerete proposals are entirely legitimate znd must not be
suppressed on any pretext., -

(d) But vhat we connot allow is an attackz on our principle line which mas-
guerades as "criticisa' and which atte”pts to belittle the grent achieverments
of the Opposition, acnievements which have a permanent value and waick fer out~

_weigh the defects ond the failures in our werz. It is sucn "eriticism" that
Weisbord offers, and Thich we contemptuousiy reject, .

(e) According to Weisbord our twe-year struggle under trhe banner of the
Opposition means littlc or nothing., Nothing of iﬂn:rtcnce has hazpened.
Taings will only begin to hapnren when we 2dopt his plptform and turn the lead-
ership of the movement over to aim. We didn't organize a single mass movement,
we didn't conduct a single grand maneuver -- therefore, We are a failure. So -
say the opportunisis and the defeaists -- so say the generals of the Peprer
school of strategy and the faint-hearts who want quick results.

-.{f) Let them tallz all they wish -- they wjll not chsnge cur course, Yor
us the past two years, withal the faulis and 811 the fla-s, are the trightest
in the history of the movement. They will epregent in the history of american
Commufifsm tre tufning ‘voint, the “time vhen g resolgte handfal Tezen the con-

“tttuut‘!n&“vpen fignt _uelnst the downsliding of the posi-Lenin regime and or-

_ ganis#d the nucleus of the future Party, givi a3 a&n ovject lesson to ‘the Comzu-

_ nist workers in how to fight for principle against slander and persecut1on, how -
to lwim against the strean.

18, ZHE CRITVEITNTS 0T THZ*QEsCSITICH

(a) We nave laid the foundation, firmly and Seeply, for the future move-
ment. - All that is done nereafter will be built upon it. Our firm insisience

" on the lines of principle, our stutborz intransigeance in rejecting schezmes for

-quidk resﬁltl at the cost of pr1nciple, will saf;guarc tze future movement zro

By 4 a8 e v <8 9% Pt =l St $ibs o 8w wmar &



) .

' unnecessary internal crises and splits.

(b) Ve raised the banaer of the Internutional Left Oprositi on.at the dcrk-gj'

. est moment, vhen the leaders were expelled and scatterei and exiled andi the

cause seemed to be on the decline everyvhere -- when the "wiseM and practical
people, the self-seekers and careerists on the make, sav nothing to gain and
stood aside. .

(c) The American sectior of the Opposition, small as it was, inspired end
encouraged the movement throughout the entire world and decisivelw hﬁlged to
stimulate a revival of the International struggle. Our voices were nearé in the
depths of Stalin's prisons, in the farthest reaches of his exile cem»s, and gave
the Bolshevik-Leninists new hope of International support. The formation of the
American section of the Oppcsition was the signal of a new rise of the Interna-
tional struogle.

(d) The American section of the Opposition managed to unite its'forces on
a national scale through a national conference and to adept a platform. Un to
the rresent time we are the only secticn of the Ovrosition outside of Rugsia to
formulate a neticnal platfcrm, Comrade Trotsizy 2as writlen that ine rlaifors,
on the whole, is very good and that scme sections, notadly the traie union sec-
tion, are excellent. ke wrote: "Your platform is a gusrantee of political suc-
cess." The platform is no doubt subJect to improvem;nt, bat it is a real begin-'

.'_'ning. a real foundation.

- (e) We had few capitulators and no splits. The basic dadre Znicn ae;an‘
the fizht still conducts it, 'hile the Oppositicn movement throughout the

- world has been passing threugh crises and splits, we have succeeded ~- not with-

out diffieulties, frictioned and symptoms of crisis -~ in strengthening the prine
cipled unity of our crsanization. It is true that.the factional maneuvers of
Weisbord represent an attempt to dbreak the unity of our movement, to "Austirien-
ize" it end disintegrate it into factions, 3ut these maneuvers will be defeat-

. .ed and we will finish the discussion more firmly united than before.

(f) The opportunists and the defeatists -- the people who ecto the senti-
ments of the Right Wingers and the Centfists ~- want to discredit our aciiieve-~
ments. JAnd vhy? Because they want to discredit thae principle iine upon which
these achievements have been based. L

ey . d

(g) Trey are coming too late. Two years of rich experience are behind wus.
They have not been ir vain. We will build upon them. Ve will overccme all the
obstacles and make the line c¢f the Opposition the line cf the proletzrian van-

. guard. We rmust be imbued with the conviction that we are not fighting merely

for the day. Ours is a great historic mission. This thought must animate us :
in every detail of our work. fThis conviction which makes ﬁecessarJ the greot=
est sacrifices also makes them possible, . .- T

-




