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ORGANIC UNITY AND REALISM ;
— By HERBERT ZAM \

ocialism

» Not =0 long ago we were taken scurely to task by the Love-

sfnmth bemu«c we criticized their oppositienste the mdvement for
wrganic upity. Now they have issued a lengthy appeal addressed to

the Socialist’ and Communist Par-
ties asking for organic uhity.
Well, better late than ever! Even
a weak push may be of value if
applied at the right point in_the
right direction. ' .

Nevertheless, some comments
are called for, The Lovestonites
have always condemned the Com-

-intern method of : ‘ self a sort of

A changing policies P r OPOS&IS marriage
without any ex- broker by |

d 1 .. planations anad Inadequate championing

Su aen without declaring these deci~

the former policy
to hezve been
-wrong, But is this
' procedure any sweeter because, it
hails from some. other camp?
‘What changes in the objective sit-
uation have taken place in the last
three or four months to justify
‘this change by the Lovestonites?
If they are serious in giving as the
first reason for thelr new . policy
that an ‘‘overwhelming desire for
class unity is sweeping the ranks
of ;the workers. throughouf, the
~world today,” why do they not
admit that they were shortsighted
~ for not noticing thiz desire two
" years ago; that they were wrong
when. théy condemned as oppor-
tunists those who did notice it;
that they committed a blunder
when they ftried to check this
“overwhelming desire for unity?”

An innocent reader might con-
clude from the ‘appeal that the
- Lovestonites are the originators of
the idea of organic unity and are
now trying to convert other to

Change

. thig- idea.. But do not the Love-

stonites know that some of the

most important labdr organiza-

tions throughout the world have

. endorged the idea of organic unity

withcut the benefit of the advice

of the Lovestone group" Or. are
such organizations as the French

' Bocialist Party, the British Inde-

pendent Labor, The Revolutionary

Socialists of Austria. the Norwe-

- gian Labor Party, the Communist
International, to mention only a

- few, noth worthy of the notice of

* the Lovestone group? Should not
a group which wants to reform

‘the entire }Jabor movement set an

" example by practicing some of the
proletarian virtues which it so ar-
dently advocates?

- The brightness of the appeal is
still further dimmed by an exam-
ination of the conditions which
proposed as the basiz for unity.
For a careful comparison shows

that they are virtually the samej .o v o' onolithic party ? For

adopted by the Seventh Congress
of the Communist International.
&~ the conditions for organie unity.
Here they are:

LOVES'I'ONITE :
CONDITIONS

Yolass independence
of the proletariat,
The rejectien of any
form of collabora-
tlon with thc bour-

COMINTERN
CONDITIONS

“complete.

denco f{rom

complcte

:eolsle » ' social demeeracy
and the bourgeo-
isfet

“rejectlon of every | “support of one's

form of class peace
or support of ‘our
swn imperiali-
is¢ bourgcolsle, dl~
reot or indirect, In

any - war it may
wage.”

refected,?

“practionl | recogni-
{lon of {ho Huessuy
of the revolutionary
overthrow of the
bourgeolsic “and the | (he dietatorship of
establishment of o lihe proletaring In
profotarlan diciator- {the form of Soy-
ship In the form of {jnpe

workers c¢ouncils,”

“revolutienpnry oyer-
throw of the rule of
the bourgeoisic and
the cstndblshment of

*the pariv be cone
fralism as the basis |[strucled on the
of naﬂy organiza< ; basis of democratic
tion,” | sentraliom,”

The Lovestone group had a fifth
point, *“recognition of the prole-
tarian class. character of the

Hdemocratio ecen

Soviet government as a workers'

state engaging in the construction
of Socialism,” but Manuilsky
8pecifically explained the Comin-
tern did not add this demand be-
€ause “a slneere recogrition of the
‘dictatorship of the proletariat in
the form of Soviety aloe de-

.

\»

,group has only borrowed the deci-

ously, therefore, the mere state-

good enough, is not sufficient. The
Lovestone group, in enumerating
those changes made by the Comin-

mént for organic unity (abandon-
ment of the ultra-left course) fails
to condemn in their appeal those |

are most objectionable af least to
revolutionary Socialists.
revolutionary Socialists waging a

patriotic and reformist policies in

Basis

Indepen~. |
the
bourgeoisie and the
severance
of the bloa between

own beourgeoisie in
limperiakist war he

termines their positich and rela-
tion to the Soviet Union.”
Thus 'w¢ see the Lovestone

sions of the Seventh Comintern
~ Coungress

It and wants
8 to make it

sions vehemently., Having failed
to take the lead at a time when a
lead was badly wanted, the group |
is now trying to make up for lost
time. Again we might say, better
late than never, were it not that |
the Lovestone group fails to con-
tribute anything \posmve toward
solving this problemi, and merely
repeats Iinadequatv proposals of
the Comingern, If these points
really congtitute a basis for unity,
we might ask the Lovestone group
why it still finds it impossible to
unite with the* Comintern, since|
both accept .these points?  Obvi-

ment of a set of proposals which
on the face of them might look

tern which facilitate the move-

polictes of the Comint which

Are the

tireless war against . social-
their own - organizations only to|.
permit their reé- introductmn
through the Comintern?

Soth the Comintern and - the
Lovestone group want the united
pa,ri.y to be based upon “demo-
cratic cen-
tralism,” but
presum-
gbly to be a

Of j **mono -
lithic" party.

Democracy We have hod

ample demonstration of the. true
meaning of both these terms in
the practice of the communist or-
ganizations, It will be necessary
to be a little more explicit béfore
such terms can be accepted for
apphcation. And if a united party
is to be a result of the “‘over-
whelming desire of the workers
for unity” is it not clear that it

the moment that all those who do
not agree with the principles of
the united party aré ousted, or
told politely that there is no room
for them, they will promptly form |
8 mew organization and yestore
the old situation which organic
unity is supposed to remedy. Then
presumably there will begin a'
new drive for unity. Such a pros-
pect is not only discouraging; it is
futile.

If real unity is ever achieved, it
can only be on the -basis of the
mutual toleration of majority ang
minority., If the revolutionists are
in the mgjority, they will have to
tolerate those who do not agree
with the revolutionary point of
view. If the revolutionists ave.in |
the minority, they will have to|
vontinue working for their views|
until they have won a majority by
the processes of party democracy.

AnqQ while waliting for vomplete |
unity to be achieved is it not the
wisest course to be in the worky
ing class party which is inclusive, ! ,
which practices toleration, which !
bans no ideas, which docs operatei
on the basis of interaa: democracy, |
that is, in the Socialist Partv.g
Any group which tries to stands
outside and direct the Dbigger'
movement hoping,, to make fac-:

tivnat gain :horchv will nut get }

v rv far,
£





