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We Want an Open
Communist Party.
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Today, to speak in favor of open propaga-
tion of Communist principles by means of a legal
political organization is like carrying coals to New
Castle.

It is true, there is, in the Communist Party
of America, still a strong sentiment against an open
movement.

But in spite of this vehement dissension on
the part of certain groups, the Central Executive
Committee of the Communist Party has found
that its first attempt in New York City to organize
a vehicle for public Communist propaganda, in
response to the instructions issued by the Third
(Communist) International, has met with such
immediate response that there can be no doubt as
to the success of such a move on a national scale.

Nor are there any serious differences of
opinion concerning the theoretical position to
be adopted.

•     •     •     •     •

Must Propagate Publicly.

The Workers’ Council and the groups that
it represents have always maintained that Com-
munism can and must be publicly and legally
propagated at the present stage of revolutionary
development in the United States.

It has opposed going underground for the
purpose of teaching insurrection and armed force,
because such a course will ultimately make the

propaganda of violence and insurrection the aim
and object of the organization.

Now that the underground also admits the
necessity of public propaganda and is prepared to
assist in the establishment of an open party, there
will be no difficulty in uniting all these forces upon
a theoretical program that will join under one
banner all elements in the United States that sup-
port the Third International.

As a matter of fact, the only question that
still divides these groups from complete amal-
gamation is the question of continued existence
of a secret organization side by side with the
open party.

•     •     •     •     •

We Must All Work Together.

This is by no means an unimportant con-
sideration. The “secret” organization, as it is con-
templated by its sponsors, is to act in the capacity
of a controlling organ, directing the activities of
the public party, representing it internationally,
determining its tactics and its principles.

They insist on a system of parallel under-
ground groups whose membership shall, in all
important questions, act as a determined unit in
the open organization.

In other words, the secret organization is to
be the mind and the soul of the public body.

We do not deny that it is easier to maintain
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political purity in a body that is underground.
Its very method of organization presupposes

blind faith in its leaders and unquestioned obedi-
ence to their dictates.

But it is the purity of a sect of believers, at a
time when we need the united thinking power of
every man and woman in the international move-
ment to steer us clear of the snags and the rocks
that hinder our progress.

•     •     •     •     •

Conditions Rapidly Changing.

Their effect is more deadly, for they become
an integral part of the organism, poisoning its vi-
tals, laming its effectiveness.

They cannot be so easily remedied, for it is
human nature to persist in one’s errors at all costs
rather than to admit that one has been mistaken.

The underground form of organization
places a premium on mediocrity.

That part of the membership that has the
destinies of the movement most at heart, and
feels its individual responsibility most keenly,
that can think for itself and see the mistakes
that are being made, must struggle against al-
most impossible odds to make itself heard and
to make its influence felt.

Such members will become discouraged,
will become inactive, will eventually resign,
where they are not expelled.

Executive offices will be filled with men
and women who will take dictation, who can
be relied upon to carry out every order that is
handed down to them.

•     •     •     •     •

Too Much Discipline.

“But we must have discipline!
“Was it not because the Second International

was afraid to impose its will upon the national
Socialist movements that the great debacle took
place in 1914?

“Is it not the duty of the Third International
to keep strict watch over its component parts?

“Must it not guard against the disruptive in-
fluence of those who are anti-revolutionary in
thought and action?”

Most assuredly!
But there is ever present the danger that

discipline becomes tyranny.
More than once in recent years, party au-

tocracies have used their power to exact obedi-
ence from the membership as a weapon against
its most revolutionary membership.

Karl Liebknecht failed to oppose war-cred-
its in the Reichstag on August 4, 1914, because
this fetish of party discipline was still too strongly
imbedded in his nature.

Hugo Haase delivered the speech that
justified the position of the German social-patri-
ots in the Reichstag, against his own conscience,
because he had been taught, for more than a gen-
eration, that party discipline must be maintained
under all circumstances.

•     •     •     •     •

Revolutionary Labor Held Back.

Their failure to break these bonds held back
the revolutionary proletariat for years, produced
discouragement while we needed courage, hope-
lessness where enthusiasm might have won the day.

The American Socialist Party used discipline
as its weapon against its own refractory revolu-
tionists. In the name of party discipline, local af-
ter local was expelled and delegates thrown out of
the convention.

The comrades who are prepared to join the
open Communist movement will have little pa-
tience with such methods.

Many of them are workers who went enthu-
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siastically into one or the other of the Commu-
nist Parties in 1919, only to leave, after they had
united, because membership in the United Com-
munist Party, as well as in the Communist Party,
entailed a degree of self-abnegation and submis-
sion to authority that they were unwilling to tol-
erate.

“But you will lose control of your organiza-
tion if you throw it open to the entire working
class, unless you have beside it a secret body of
tried Communists who will keep it politically
sound.

“As the movement becomes larger you will
have to deal with political demagogues, with
would-be officeholders, who will destroy its revo-
lutionary spirit with their opportunism.”

•     •     •     •     •

Let Us Be Calm.

Be calm, comrades!
Our movement will not grow so rapidly that

the education of its new members will not be able
to keep pace with it.

Let us concentrate our effort upon our open
organization, and there will be no need for out-
side control.

The party that must be controlled from with-

out is not worth having.
The movement whose membership under-

stands so little of its ideals and purposes as to
need the watchful eye of a secret caucus, is a
menace to the world revolution and should be
abandoned.

A clear-cut program that places the party un-
equivocally among the world’s revolutionary
movements, political campaigns that are straight
and do not subordinate the revolutionary purpose
of the movement to the need of getting votes, a
press that does not make concessions to its read-
ers, these must be our safeguards.

•     •     •     •     •

Doomed by Too Much Care.

Just as a child will not become self-reliant so
long as it is kept under the watchful eye of its
mother, so must our movement grow up free from
the surveillance of the parent body, free from a
guardianship that will doom it from the outset to
ineffectiveness.

Our underground brothers are planning
a sort of radical party under Communist direc-
tions.

We want an open Communist Party.


