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Lcague Replies to Weisbord Letter

{Continued from previons lssue)

Weisbord denled the existence of Cen-
telsm in the Communist movement and
charpeterized the Btalinists and Love
gtoneltes  Indiscriminately a8 “Right
wing” groups, and then to make confu-
glon worse confounded he placed the
Communist League in the same category.
That is why bhe bhad so much difficulty
in deciding which group to joiln. That
is also the principal reason why he de-
manded that the Left Opposition and the
Hight wing should “work together”, and
why he himself tried it, in the “Textlle
Unity Committes”, with such disastrous
resnlbs.

The present attempt to evade a serlous
eorrection of this basic error by denylng
that it was ever meant that way, or by
maintaining that “the whole question
seems to be one of name” (a8 though a
preclse aititude toward o political tend-
ency ls possible without defining it) does
not squure with the previous program-
matle declarations on the subject, com-
tinuously repeated in the coonfict with
us and contrasted with our  “sectarian-
ism" in pejecting thetn, In his article in
the Militant for September 15, 1830
Weisbord expounded his theory as fol-
lowsa:

“However, il seems that comrade Trot-
sky is incorrect in designating the strug-
gle between Bucharin and Stalin  (and
the national groups around them) as
one between Right and Centrist tendenc-
jes in the Communist movement. It is
in reality a struggle between two forms
of the MHight., But philosophically and
politieally the conception of a Centrist
COMMUNIST wing 1z wrong. Centrism
ean e used as  deslgnating  Soclallsts
bt not Commanists. This wns Lenin's
ugnge of the term. FPractically, it gives
the MMusion that the Centrisis are more
to the Left thun the Right and that Cen-
irists are more easlly swayed and have
no real policy of their own."”

It iz guite obvious from the foregolng
that between this viewpoing aml that of
the Left Oppozitlon there was ng mers
difference in words but In analysis, and
gonsequently In the conclusions derlving
from it. ©On the basis of this formulia-
tion, as well as the practical proposals
repeatedly made, comrade Trotsky was
entirely correct in saying to Welsbord:
“You nre eoicerned to efface the differ-
ence Between the official party, the RIght
wing fraction (Lovestone group) and
even the Americon League. This makes
it easy for you to remain in an eclectlc
position and defend your right of a blec
with the Tovestone group”

The reply of the Welsbord group to
Trotsky's letter “emphatically denles the
implications” of this estimate, and
further denies ever having proposed a
bloe with the Iight wing. Agaln the pre-
gent eontention ks refuted by the previeus
declaration and proposals.  In this
game article in the Militant referred to
above thers follows from this analysls
of the groups the followlng conclusion:

“At the same time all Commuondst
groups must work logether on the basia
of the recognition of the Commuondst
character of cach group. The Communlat
Mujority Opposition group and the Com-
munkst League group by working togeth-
er can help to reestablish mass work and
to resist the violent tacties of the party
officialdom. ‘They can help 1o separate
the Communist movement as a whole from
the Mensherlks and can deal o death blow
to the theory of Fasclsm and soclal Fas-
cism, thus winnoing the advanced workers
to o Leninist conceptlon of party dem
seracy. Only such a working together
of Communist groups (omly thisl) can
rufor thoge fundamental prineiples of
Leninist orponization that can recoostl-
tute an Intorpationnl of Lendn™

If this Is mot a bloc with the Light
wing, what would such a bloe lock lke?
How hopelessly the Communist Leaguoe
would have compromised itself before the
Communist workers and before the In-
ternationn]l Left Opposition by the &C-
ceptance of such a platform! It pught
to be porfoctly olear now U0 eVETyONE,
including Welsbord, that the League
Mational Committee was right in main-
taining that such conceptions had noth-
ing in common with the Left Opposition.
We saw in this the erux of our conflict
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We print here the final installment of
the statement of the Natlonal Committes
of the Communist Leaguee of Amerlcn
(Opposition). on the Welsbord group's
reply to comrade Trotaky.

————
—

ever agalust the recurrence of the utterly
false conceptions entertalned by Welsbord
or apainsg the introduction of them Into
the ideclogleal stresm of the League Wo
copsider pecessary a more candid aod
less ambiguous re-statement of comrade
Weisbord's position on this polob

THE QUESTION OF MASS WORK

e formula bebind which Welsbord
coutinues to take refuge from the atm::lur
upon hig false positions in principle, ls
“muss work”, The Opposition has never
been awd s not teday able to agree
any sense of Lo any degree with the
standpoint iu this yoestion advanced by
Weisbord prior to his recent slatement.
in Welsbord's conception, the questlon of
the Opposition’s work among the masses
wus made an inseparable pare of his idea
of » hloc between the Marxian Left and
the Right wing liguidators. It s for
this regsom, and not because of our “sec-
turlan oppesltion’™ to “mass work” that
the League steadlly rejected, and still
doees, the crude program gdvocnted by
Weisbord., As 'Prolsky wrote ln Janeary
190a8L :

“Cortain comrades—to be sore, ooly
individual ones (ln the literal sense of
the word)—speak for & bloc with the
Lovestoneites in the name of . o . "IORS3
work". It is hard to imaging a moré
ridiculous, 1 more inept, & more sterile
project  than this. I  these people
know at least a little of the history of
the Bolshevik party? Iave they reéad tho
works of Lenin? Do they know the cor
respondence of Marx and Engels? Or has
all the history of the revolutlonary move-
ment pasged them by without leaving o
trace] Fortunately, the overwhelming
majority of the Ameriean League bas
nothing In common with such ideas”

And agnin, in his recent letter to
Welsbord, comrade Trotsky again polots
out that “mass work™ as such does not
exlst ag o guestion to be disputed in t.'ner
rapks of the Left Opposition, but is in-
dissolubly bound up with a correct posl-
tion in priociple, which Welshord  did
not possess and which, consequently,
vitigted his whole counceptlon and ren-
dered It sterile and reactlonary:

“Mass work must be on the basls of
definite principles and methods. Timtil
the time that, in o pumber of fundament-
al guestions a necessary unaolmity will
b attained, disputes on ‘mass work' will
inevitably memaln lifeless™

And_several months age, comrade Trot-
sky poilnted out in hls letter to Wels-
bord, just as we had ‘dove lo our dis-
cusslons with hin:

“Iefore one turns to the masges, ong
muyst construet & prinelple basis. One)
beglns 48 a propagands group and de-
velops In the direction of mass aetion”
(Militant, November 23, 1831.)

The Communlst League at no time op-
posed mass work as soch, but we always
considered the gquestion as part and par-
cel of the means of the organlzation, itsf
regources, the concrete sltustion of the
moment, the relation of forees and above
nll, the fundamental principles of our
faction. This la evidepesd by even a
ecurgory knowledge of the past of the
League, In Minneapolis, virtually at the
inceptlon of the League, when all our
energles wore bent upon the Ideclogicnl
and theoreticnl front, the Opposifion even
woent so far ns to prescnt its own candi-
date for Mayoer in opposition not only to
the bourgecks candidates but also to the
ftalinist nominee, a step taken upon the
basis of our estimation of the comcrete
conditions of the time and. place. This
holds fop several other eampalgna under-
taken by the Loague In that loeality. I
the case of the three indicted New York
Marine Workers, despite the active op-
position of the official party (and unfor-
tunately, of Welabord himself), the
League took the Initiative In organizing
the movement for thele defense and bear-
ing the largest part of the work In thelr
pehalf, Im Illinols, not for the fArat tlme,

the Tsoague 13 oven now engaged in it
to  advance

own Independent campaign

with bim amd still see it that way. Moat| S5

of the other differences flowed from this.
In our reply (Militant, September 105,
1030) we sald:

“I¢ i3 with comrade Welsbord's pro-
poaals on the varlous groaps in the move-
ment that the Left Opposition has Ita
gharpest disagreement. Advocacy of such
views by o leading comrade ls contrary
to nll we stand for . . . That ls false
from beginning to end.”™

And further':

“How can we, the Marxist wing of
the movement, unite with the semli-Men-
ghovik wing J{a bloc which under pré-
sent conditlons would mean 8 movement
directed ngainst the officlal Communlat
movement) In order to ‘separate’ the
Commuonist movement as a whole from
the ‘Menshevik’? How can a bloe with
the Right wing ‘re-establish mass work',
when It I8 the whole philosophy of the
Right wing that has brought the Com-
munist movement into such Isolation from
the maeses (Chinese revolution, Britlsh
general strike, India, ete., ete.), ioto op-
portunistic awampa from which Centrlsm
iz now trying, inefectively, to lasuo by
means of the ultra-Leftist rope?

“Such a polley, combined as it s with
pomrade Welsbord's entitely false catl-
mate of Centrism (his denlal of it, in
fact), is the shortest road to destroctlon
for the Left Oppoaltlon and a dlanvow-
al of ity historical function."

From the preceding alone, It 8 obvious
that Welsbord has not sufficlently reveal-
ed the source of his own fundamental
error in thls key question, the noature
of it, or even the fact that It existed in
the form in which he really presented
and Interpreted It. Withoot clarlty on
this score, there 18 no assutance whatso-
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the views of the Left Opposltion among
the miners in the present strike and new-
unien situation.

In the first years of lts existence, the
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that the addition of the Weisbord group
wounld add to the Iorces of the League,
even if not fundamentally, aud by that
inerease its capacities to expand its ac-
tivities in direct and more extensive por
ticipatlon in the class struggle as well
us i1 the other phases of il work

CHE TACTIC OF THE

League was of necessity obligated to bend| wEiSBORD GHOUE IN
all its energics to the task of marking) ... GuUESTIONS

itself off organizationally and, above all,
ideclogically from all the other currents
in the proletarian movement, especlolly
frorn the Hight wiog and the Center,
as well o8 from all confusionkst and ac-
cldeptal streams. We had struggles io-
ternally, sometimes of an acobte pature,
in order to atialn the necessary degreef
of clarification ln prinelple—agalinst the
advecates and tendencles of & second
Communist party, agaiost semi-syndicalist
clements, and other currénts of an equal-
ly destructive natere. Hspecially, these
clrcumstances inexorably and noecessarily
shaped the main characteristics of the
League's petivity.

There 1s po doubt thot covditions are
now maturing for a turn. The intensive
propaganda work carried on by the
League has borne frult in the consolida-
tlon of the initlal cadre of the Left Op-
poaition which I8 the pre-requlslte for the
movement to “develop in the directlon of
mass actlon'”. The latter s an imperative
necesglty. Dut it stands In no contradie-
ton to our past concentratlon upon pro-
pagandistic activities; on the contrary,
the turn to muss work which must now
ba mads conld be accomplished only upon
the basis of what has goeoe before it. As
long ago as December 12, 1081, the Mili-
tant declared in speaklng about the ex-
pansion of the press of the Leagoe:

“The roots of our movement are
sproading wide and going deep. In all
these developments we see the proof that
the conditions arp maturing for a trans-
formation of the form and character of
our organlzation. There iz reason to be-
lleve that we aFfie on the way towarnd
breaking out of the narrow confines of
g purely propagands body.”

At no stage in our development has our
alim and perspective been akin to a secs
tarlan absention from the general <loss
gtruggle, nor was OuUr propaganda work
aver concelved ns an end in itself, We
regarded it as the absolutely essentlsl
prelimipary means for a suctessful ap-
progch to the mosses In a revolutlonary
SR,

We do not fAnd ourselves In agreement
with that part of comrade Trotsky's let-
ter to Weisbord, If 1L iz to be given the In-
terpretetion placed om It by the latter,
which says: “Let us admit, for a minute,
that the American League lacks this or
that possibllity In mass work, I am ready
to admit that your group would be able ln
that respect (L e, mas work) to com-
plete the work of the Amerlcan League.”
Even In this bypothetical form it ls pec-
cazarlly based upon represéntations of
Welshord rathes than upon our concrete
experlences with him.

In this respect, the “Textile TUnity
Committes”, constituted s an antl-pariy
blog between Weisbord and the Lowve-
stone group, is a shinlng example. Had
the League adopted the lnslstent propoes-
als of Welsbord for “mass work” as con-
atvged by him, it would have discredited
it=plf, blurred the lines between itself
and the Right wing instead of making
them stand oot more clearly and raised
tha authority of the Lovestons factlon.
Yet this Iz precizely what Welsbord did
by hia T. TI. ., agalnst our most con-
ralely contrary adviee. The influence
he had among the textile workers of
Paterzon went entirely to the profit of
the Right, wing partoer in the blee, and
undér the clremstances, had to go there
The T. U. . was the springboard for
the Right wing to the positlon & sub-
sequently galoned [n the Paterson strike.
Welsbhord beoars a share of the respons-
billty for this, although it must be sald
that he Inter broke the alllance and tried,
during the Paterson strlke in partienlar,
to repair the damage. Buof the damage
ltself, and the polley which inevitably
prodaced 1t 1s the important aspect of
the whole polnt.

Wo do not believe that the Welshord
group has a speclal formula for work in
thiz field, of a special contrlbution to
makae, and we are in general opposed to
the eonpceptiong expounded by him on this
subject, By thls we do not alm to deny

i By Jack

{(Continued from last lssue)
II. The Dearth of Raw

Without ample conl and lron Feserved no
country can aspire te & place of first
rank among modern Industrial powera.
Lacking In mdequate home reserves of
these essentinls, Japanese capltallsm s
under the imperative necessity of Import-
ing them from abroad. In this respect
and more generally, Japan ranks with
Italy.

Influescs of Iron Ores

Tn 1098 Japan produced 896 of the total
fron ores she consumed. Of the 929 she
{mported 119% came from Japanese col-
onfes and the remainder mainly from
Ching and Stralts Settlement. The
known Ilron ores of the Far East, In-
cluding Japan, Korea, Manchuria and
China, arc go small jn quantlty that it
Japan were to consuma these orea at
the per caplta rate of the T, B. the co-
tire body of ores wonld be exhaunsted In
15 years. Manchuria has reserves whose
metalliec eontent i equal to that of Ger-
many or of Great Britaln, but these oTes|
are of such low grade that they are hard-
Iy reckoned as ores in the V. 8. Large
outlays are necesaary for the extra op-
gration of preparing them for use albce

they must first be chemically treated to

JAPAN

les Rise from Feudalism to Capitalist Imperialism
and the Development of the Proletariat

Weber

obtaln & higher concentratlon of metal
Thus no solid metallurgical basis exists
for o steel Industry of enduring import-
ance.  Nevertheless, desplte the cost
handleap, Japan maintalns her steel in-
dustry through tax exemptions, high sub-
sidies and protective tarlffs, obvlously
for armament purposes.  The government
araenal founded at Yawata in 1900 pro-
duces 1.2 the ateel used by Industry but
operates at a serfous loss each year In
spite of the high rates charged for the
gteel products; for example, round steel
bars costing 843 to 851 per ton are sold
in Cermany for 25 to $30. Japanesa|
eapitalists submit guite willingly to this
handicap to atrengthen imperiallst mdll-
tarigm which alms first of all to selze
those parts of Asla which can  sopply
bizle row materials and food.

The Problem of Coal

Monsured In terms of coal prodoe-
tlon, Japanese Industry s far from an
ndvaneed stage. The output ks 1-2 ton
per capita as compared with over 4 1-2
tong for the 1. 8. and over § for the
United Kingdom. Even if we Include
hydro-electrle power {(converted to tons
of coal) Japan's position 1s oot Improved.
The coal reserves of mll Japan are only
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Welsbord 8 letter ralses a pumber of
(uesiivns WDich W do  mot  consider
Lungimentut 1or vhe present discussion,
woeh s caloutated oo for a sulutlouw of
gal [oe guestions io dispute, and e
Ginly wo Lnose of secomt aod tenth or-
JEr, Lol sowely Lor LY guintessentisl
ciurincation of the basie guestions ol
priceipee,  Thut s why we omig from
colsigeration oF evel meatlon, oD this
wpcHsion, muny of e powmnts dealt wild
w toe letter of Wespord, At s impos-
gible to pennic these ssucd o pusi 1T
pilg Bekground Uigse Whlch W cunsler
pramury. CLhus, Welsbord ralges among
what Ly designates as  Cdecislve  ques-
pons” of Gampute wih tbe LS,
cerraln points IO Woelh wWe lake onu
s I exammpie: “is L oet "desclyive LUk
4 Laugue suould be cun by people who
yOIUuLELILY Curn over Lhe LRI apd ad-
dresses ol pembers ound  SYmpulDizers,
pubscribers (o Lhelr paper, 10 U Lnited
Aules Boveroment’”

his 14 u sample of that distorted, indl-
crous aud Llakse criticiksm” whiclh mud-
wlsa up Loe discussion of the Dasic gues-
tipns and beghtened the  ANLAgORIHInD
pgalnst Lim, what he refers Lo le the
iwel that postal regulations require o
nling of proof oL circulation, ete,, Wwith
Lhe wilaorities at the lune of applyng Ior
convenient second class mailing privileges
—which s boct done by the entire labor
pross i thus gounicy or decides. Mear-
1y fonr years ugo, st the Lme the M-
wany appied for second class stulus aud
rates, T initinl orders [rom yarious poris
of tne counlry were prescated to  the
pustul suchorides lo complinove with gov-
sromental reguiations as proof of clreuln-
gion. ‘Ubis bos been done by 8l working
class paprers, wilhool Goyod, at nny i,
puving mude 0 lssoe ol it o the labwor
movement—for suel an issue woukld have
met with the rliieuls whicn Welstord's
preseut mecusaton justly mecits, He eould
Just as logically voject to the Lling ol
Communist petitions 1o put condidates ou
the ballet, fur they are sigued, with names
and adaresses, by thousands of workers
gympatbetic with the radical movEment,
we up not like the oltieial regulations,
put without the strength as yet o abol-
1su them we adapt ourselves, for the
sake of legal agitation, to bourkeols
grututes, frankly and withoul apologics

similurly with the Negro guestion, on
which we allegedly have no position. This
is not true. ‘Che League has taken a
position ou the fundamental aspects of
the Negro guestlon. The accusation ol
Welsbord Is “true” exactly, and only, in
g0 far as the League bas oot taken @
stand on one phose of the Negro problem
the slogan of self-determination in the
“Mlack Belt”, a subject upon which the
League bas been conduclivg an internal
diseusslon apd will soon Come 0 4 COO-
eluglon. It is certainly not the merlt of
the Lengue that it has spent such & pro-
practed perlod in arriving at o cenclusion
on this guestion, but if Welsbord had
used greater deliberation and cantlon, it
is possible that he would nof have arriv-
ed ot so thoroughly false a position as
he bas in bis own thesls. Nelther the
American party por the ¢ L ever coo-
slderad this phase of the Negro question
here of such decisive lmportance, from
1019 to 1028, as to otter a siogle word
on it, and it wos raized only four years
ago by the Stalinist apparatus as thelr
improvement upon the Lenlpist stand-
polnt.

More important than these secondary,
pxageerated or non-existent Issues, 18
such a guestlon B8 Weisbord's conduct
during the Aarine Workers® Defoense cam-
paign, and toward comrades of his own
organigation with whom he was in dis-
pute. 1o the former case, Welsbord took
a posltion which, from the class stand-
point, we still bold to be incompatible
with the baslc priociples of cluss solid-
arity agoainst the class enemy. His step
of bringing his own comrade Into court,
called forth the sharpest condemnation
from the Leagoe, and rightly so. From

of British India, and far below the
4,070 tons for Great DBritale and the
27,000 tona for the 10, 3. To make mat-
ters worsa the coal that Japan does
poszeas, whila good as bunker coal on
ships, 13 unfit for cokilng and therefore
unflt for steal production. The high
cost of coke i1 o mojor problem for the
Japancse steel Indostry and renders hor
competition in this fleld utterly impossi-
ble wnder present techoology. The eoat
of coke per tom of pig Irop In 1927 was
#2325 in the U, 2 and 3750 In Japam.
Only fn China (with its 2,200 tona per
capita. resorvea) 1a there coking conl In
the Far Eanst and even there not o large
anmounts,

Coal mining iz far more difficnlt In
Japan thaon in the other esapltalist coun-
tries nsz the seams lie much deeper and
are thinper, Less machinery belng used,
the output per miner {8 less, Thus ench
miner produced 1-2 ton per day in 1625
as agalnst 4 1-2 toms for the U, 8. HNor
is this cost made up by cheaper labor
—the output being 18 as great but the
wages being 1-5 those In the 11, &
Textilea

Barred from rapld progress in the
heavy industries by her lack of the nec-
esgary raw materlals, Japanise capitallism
has been forced—for other repsons as
well—to turn to the lighter textils In-
duatries, Yet cren here Japan s foreed
to lmport cotton, the raw materisl of
greatest lmportancs to her manofactur-
ing. Hupplled with an abondanes of raw
allk, Japan ia nevertheless not a great
mannfacturer of silk but rather a source
of raw material for the T. 8. sllk in-

118 tons per eaplta, less even than those|

dustry.

The central theory of Stallulsm,
ground woieh revolve ur from wiich €m-
anute all toe fwlse policles which it de-
pends, s the jdea of “secialism iu ome
eonutey”. AL one fime, in the carly days
uf the struggle of the Kusdlon Lol
pon agsinst this Datienabstic revashen
of Marcisw, HStalln, woeo confronted
with 4n overwhelming urray of cxearpts
from the soclalist clusslcs, ndmitied thuat
e question of the pesmbllity of  Cou-
slruefing 4 sUClBlEL suClely L Ok QUL
try was first ruised by Leuin 1uld. Loe
puplicution was that ulr 10 thut time the
Prevailmg chncEplions ML MArxinn olr-
cles ran couuter to the theory. Sioce oo
expuison of the Oppesiion from o
pacly, Stalin and his satellites buve rid
clivaselves of the peed of guy sprlugelics
for Lhe Lmeery, OF Of diy  (pusiiicslbagus.
o 18 now sovanced, Dot us o revelation
irst banded down [fow Moust Sldig in
pid, LOT EVEl B8 au luuovauun drst Iu-
troaueed iuto Marxism by Lenio lu 1916,
pul a8 un esseutial lousdation stone of
Murxism as such,

we have Irequently hod occaslon to
present sur resuders with countless guo-
putions from the works of Marx, Ebogels
aid Lenin which cutegorically cobtradict
this utepuun—Ly your leave —theory.
H0t 8 few of the pre-lied  writings of
Buchurin angd Stalin are availuble which
spedk oy o matier of course ConcErning
tue impossibiiity of coustructing an iu-
dependent, nuuonsl  seclalist goclety.
o oidd pe this lengthy colléclion, we pre-

went here o sigoiicaot passage [rom [he

puapliier by ke Iidsiin AMAriist A
yughenenko, “Hoclalism aod Ioterowtion-
alism"”, published in Moscow in 17, aud
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Etates will continue, and thisg competition
will perpetunily disturb the internal har-
mony of thelr relatlionships, for undes
the present conditions of the Uie of man-
kind, it is impossible to conceive of &
Btate as economically Isolated and fnde-
pendent. In fact, it 18 Impossible to
hll:lﬁzlr.“lt‘u!h existence of a nationzl so.
e State amid States i

the individual system.” SIDS e

Fortunate Is Yoshehenko that he did
not lve and wrlte under the Stallnist
dispensation! For what he, ns  well as
all Marxists, took for granted as [mpos.
#ible, has not ouly Leen made *possible”
by deeres of the Seerelarint, but  those
who quesifon the sorvectoess of the new
theory are free to meditate on  thelp
donbit= in the prizons and places of cxile
e which the burcaverney dispatches ths
Left Oqinsition.—,

On Hopelese Idiots
U August 24, 1000, Lanin weote

“Blther ihe dictwiorship (thuai is, the
iron power) of the landowners and the
capitabists, or the dictutorship of the
working class. There ls o middle grouwsd,
In vaiu do the lerdlets, would-be intel-
lectuals and pelty gestlemen, who bave
legroed badly in bad books, dream abouk
u middle ground, Nowhere in the world
is there o middle grouond or con  there
g one  Hither the dictutorship of the
bourgeoisie, covercd with the podpouds
phrases of &, W's awd Mepsheviks aoont

yuoted wpprovingly iu the “Listory q”thﬂ power of the people, the Coustituent

e Kir  apfernstionsl” (page 11j oy .
Al mtexwl, the Bosbevik historian:

“From the economic point of view, the
charmelerisne peature o sociuilsl ergun:
Euibon 18 unify B eCOECILIE Celd LGOS,
Amn pelivgie 4L t-l.l.ll."‘tlli.‘u{- sysiein Of FRdulud-
Pn—evek] Of orger, puun, Bug oetbod,
elLlTely pupbrolnnted e chabos, cGaipetl-
i g e struggle of  nferesbls—a0-
crailsm will ereate order abd stabdlity.
roe work of proguction wik theo be 1o
e hanos 0f e whole COmMUODICy, &8
wahed  eeonomy ;o aid it will e airected
py tow centrul sutbhority . . . Whe near-
esl thing to such a colwctivity can only
be the state, altbougn even the ostablisn-
ment of an isolaged socialist Htabe @oes
pot of itself imply the wroduction of
complete order apd barmony ioto ecoD-
omie lite, lo that case competition and

the eeonomie struggle between the variows

Assembly, frécdom, ete—or the dietaior-
ship of the proletarint. He who hois nob
learned this from the history of the whole
nineteenth century s » hopeless fdiof,”
(Works, Velume XVI, page SUHL)

What about the “democrsiic dictator-
ship” which Stulin and  DBucharin in-
cluded in the progeom of the Commuonist
luternntionaly It is obvious that the
demoeratic dictatorsbip, If it differs from
the dictator=hp of the bourgeols and the
dictatorship of the prolelariat, must
gtand somewhers between the two, HBot
Lenin declarss to us that “there s no
middle grouond”, that ooly “petty gentle.
men whoe bave learped badly™ can dream
abput 8 middle ground, oF worse yet,
“hopeless idiots™. Cen it be assomed
even for a minute that theoreticions of
these two categories hod o haod in the
program of the Communist International?

——————————— e

this we bhave nothing to retract. The
Left Opposition disunguishes itsell by
w serupalous adberence to the funda-
wental convepts of class solidarity woder
all cireumstanees und ¢an not tolerate the
slightest departure from them In its
ranks,
“UNITY” MANEUYERS OF
¥ EISB{RL

The partinl turn which the Welsbord
group bas made toward the lnternational
Lefy Opposition, and thereby toward the
Communist Leagues, has to a consider-
able cxtent been vitiated by the paltry
maneuvers in which bhe has since en-
guged iu the pame of unity with us

He begun with proposals to us for
“united frents” oo singic and subsitdiary
guestions when the problem  was  the
clarifteation of his priocipled position to
be made in g prelimipary statement of
his group in which, oy comrade Trolsky
advized, ha would “siteptively revise
your Luggage s¢ o to take cure Lo un-
cover by that oot only your manifest
politicnl fawlts but also the historical
amd principled roots of these faults.” Le-
fore lssuiug this necessary  siapement,
he called a public meeting to which me-
bers of the League were invited to dis-
cuss the guestion. Without apy formal
proposals to the NMationsl Committes of
the League, and before any publie de-
claration of o change In hiz position, he
pddressed himself to the branches of the|
League over the head of the Natioenal
Committee with the request that he bel
invited to “dlscuss™ the question of anlty

ey e g

It is above all this poverty ln raw ma-
terials that makes Japan o deblor ne-
Lion, hyper-sensitive o world markot
conditlons, unstable fAoancially owing bo
difficulries of internationsl payments.

III. The Imperialist Btruggle for Markets

Jupanpese feudal-capltalism entered the
world erena even latef than German [m-
pierializm and bher stroggls for markets
commensed at the wyery birth of her
capitalism, particulurly in compet@tion
with the powers in China, China and
India, with half the world's population,
form a fabulops morket. DBut Indla is
pre-ampted by Epgland. More then any
other power Jopan depends oun foreign
markets, for no other country exporis
so large a percentage of the total produc-
tlon of goods. The despecate effort of
Jupanese  Imperiallsm  to  subjugnte
Ching as & colony to function as market
and a8 source of raw materlal, is the re-
flection of the stifling action of capitalist
world economy on the further growth of
Japanese productive forces. Buot  Chiloa
iz also essential to U. 8. capltalism and
Chinese capitalists desire to exploit the
home market themselves. Young as Is
Japancse capliallsm, [t has already pass-
ed through many crises and has had to
Hmit its productive capacities agaln and
agaipn due to the competition for mar-
keta, Japanese capitalism ls faced with
the task of carving out 1ts own markets
by selzing China or by wresting colonies
from the established powers. Thls exter-
nal struggle manlfests the desperate of-

fort of the fendal-capltalist comblnation

to malntain the Inoner exploitation of the
workers and peasants.

directly with them, attempling therebhy
gnee more to apply the well-known tactic
of the “united front from below”. This
disruptive strategy which violated the
whole essence of the engagements he un-
dortook and the warning of comrade
Trosky that “before everything, youn st
keep elearly in mind that the road to
the International Left Oppasition leads
through the American Lesgue; 2 aepond
rond does not oxlst"—Ras YTy propecly
eneountered the solid rejection of all the
branches of thi League,

If Weishord sineercly wishes to  ap-
proach the League in the splrit of wo-
ity, it will be necessary for him to alter
this strategy and retrace his steps in this
respect.  The Communist League iz an
organization and must be dealt with
geriously o8 such through its duly con-
stituted organs.

The Nationnl Committee of the Leagne
ecmphasizes that it 18 desirous of consum-
mating the unity of the Left Opposition
with the Welsbord groap with the great-
eat colerity, of putting no petty obstacles
in the road but, on the contrary, of faci-
litatipg the rapproachment to the extent
that considerntions of principle permit.
It is ready to hove aside small nnd
secondary gqestlons for the moment, o
refrain from converting them into condi-
tions for unity, in the sense that within
the framework of one organization the
normal processes of internnl  demoeracy
will permit n dizeussion and satisfactory
aolution of all the gquestions which still
divide Weisbord from the League.  But
on the basic guestions, the Natlonal
Committers cannot and (does 10t proposs
to moke the slightest concesslon whiely
would only militate agalnst the sound-
ness and future progress of the Opposi-
thomn,

Impelled solely by these conglderntions,
the Nationnl Committes views the pro-
blom from the point of view that the
next astop must now be taken by the
Weisbord group. This step and  what
follows from it, we concelve as follows:

1. The Weishord group, on the basis
of the present statement of the Commuan-
ist Leagne, showld reconsider Its reply
to comrnde Trotsky and elapbornte such a
declaration ns ill more serlously and
more satisfactorily constitute a revislon
of ita lileological baggnge, especinlly on
the gquestions of Centrlsm and the bloc
with the Right wing. We do not regard
it letter to comrade Trotsky as ade-
quate, for the reasons outlined in this
statement, and we deem a restatement by
the Welshord group an essential prelim-
lnary to further steps of unifieation.

2 Tipon the basls of the statement by
the Welshord gronp which we propose in
the preceding peint, the Nutlonal Com-
mlttee will request representatives of the
urpmmunist Tesgae of Struggle” to be
gelected for the purpose of holding a
jolnt meeting at which a formal discus-
glon of the respective standpoints of the
ILeague apd the Welsbord group may be
diseussed with the aim of arranging both
the remaining polnts of diference—which
we hope will be roduccd to a minimom
at that stage—and any organizational de-
toils that may boe Involved.

—NATIHONATL COMMITTER
COMMUNIST LEAGUE OF

(To be contimued)
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