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NOTE

., The Johnsan-Forest tandency ‘present this balunce sheet
of Trotskyiam In the United States for its co-thinkers at hume
and sbroad who shave the program and principles of the Fourth
International founded by Trotshy in 1938, In 1942 the Trotsky-
its in the United Stmtes were compelled to disafliliate thém-

.selves from the Fourth Internationa! by the reactionary laws
o of the American government. All references tn the Fourth Inter-

nationa! in the United States, therefore, rofer to the two par-
ties, the. Socinlist Workers Party and the Workers Party, who
stand on the principles of the Fourth Internutional, Degpite the
dizaffilintion the mubunl influencing ond Interest in ideas con-
tinues and must continue, It is in thiz aplrit that we present our
balance sheet, ‘ T

Introduction | , .

JIn 1940 the present Workers Porty split from the Socialist
Workers Party. The comradss and. organizations. abroad whe
shure our political {déns connidered this an American phenome-
on, Seven years have pasked, years that have shaken bourgeois
KV ,;{gggii_dty and evarything in It to thelr foundatlons, The Interna-
T Jitlanal too has folt and is fecling the successiva shocka. Now
Rxe that the Extranrdinary Party Conference approaches, with tha
‘-ki'j:piduy wihich characterizes our ecpoch, all the basic phenomena
bl which characterized tho apllt of 1940 have appeared s} over the
7 Intarnational, The American experience, however, is coming to
‘the close of one dofinitive stage. The 1040 split has been clarified
In lfs, This clarliication by today, 1947, has shown that the
divislons in the United Blates were not at all Isolated or national
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phenomeng. It is the national peculiarities of the U4, that dis-
guised for a period the profoundly internationn! significance of
the events in the Trotskyist movement jn the United States
from 1040-1947. Because, among other reasons, the experience
hos been already clarified In the United States, the Extraor-
dinary Party Conference will be deeply influenced politically °
and ovganjzationally according to the degree to which it has
nbsorled the lessons of the American experience between 1940
and 1047, Not the lesst contributica to this task is thut the
struggla was porticipated in ond {lluminated with the greatest
thoroughness by Trotsky amd represented - the climux of hls
greet contributiona to the International movemnent, )
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i. The Unprincipled Split

The split of 19490 wius the moest onprineipled split in the
hiatovy of Rolaheviam. In the W.P., purticularly among the
uhlmitrueted youth, there me now clreulnting statements to
the effect that the split was ceused by the refusal of “demo-
eratic rights” 1o the Minority, o preof of the bureau-
erutle degeneretion of the S.W.P. These are abominable lies
anrd o slunder net of Caunon or “Cannonlsm® bul of our whole
mevemant.

The ¥ourth Internutienal had heen founded in 1938, A con-
vention in 1934 had ratified [t decisions. One month later came
the Hitler-Stalin poct und differences arose about the Russing
line of the Internationsl, Whay should have beep done f5 2
lesson to be leurnt once and for all, and we do not propose ta

" begin 2 new political chapter in our history by ovading the

issue or tolerating cvasion of it. The Minority hud the duty to-
¢larify its differences, at that time above all, in a rerious man-
ner, There were international comrades aveilable in the U5,
A discussion under Trotsky's personni guidance could have bean
arranged. Ultimately o political statement, placing clenrly di-
vided fssues before the Internationgl, wouid huve cinphasized
our solidarity in face of the barbarism of the bourgeois war.
The- Intarnational ar an international organization would have
emerged stronger from the crisis and would kave had an in-
vitliable lesson in the proper method of conducting itself in o
crisis of the type that will continuaily reelr at critlenl mo-
ments §n our futvre history.

Instend the Minority seemed to become enraged, Hulf-baked

. positions on Russin were theewn inte discussion. Trotsky's invi-

tation to Shachtman st lenst to disenss the crisis was impertin-
ently ignnred——onc of the meanest, most cowardly and mest
undemocratic nctions in the history of Trotskyism, Let him
whe can, justify by o single word this refusnl even to dlscuss

il Trofskys Role

Rut if 1940-1947 gives us the experience of the American
splitters und forewnrns ux agninst uli who tuke even the most
hesitating steps along that road, 1940 nlse gives us the metiord
af Bolshovism in foreseeing and meeting such u erisis in the
movement, Trotsky had for years forescen the crisid in the
American movenient, and Increusingly it became apparent that
the method of his intervention veas designed as an objcut-'ewml
for the whole Movement.

*As he himself kad to point out. from lhe firat day of his
arrival in. Mexico in"1937, Trotsky tried to bulld a cadre in thu.
Uniled Siates which would answer and destrey Hoak snd Enst-
man, Burnham and a!l the anti-dinlecticizns, The Minerity never
undovstood why Trotsky “introduced” dinletie Into the dis-
pute of 1940 and to this duy sprends the slonder that he
did 30 in order to hide his hankruptey on the Russinn question.
1 Europe, for historical reasons, the clase alignments had posedd
ull kerfous probloms in cluss torms expreased by political parties
and philosopliical concepts bused oan different cluwses, In tho
United Stales, howaver, this was not so and the pragmatic method
of thought ruied in ull clnsses of socicty. It wus proclsely Lenin-
fem which for a geveratlon hud fought tho most vigilunt Aght
againzt ol the peculiarities of thaught which the Russiun his-
torlen! development had ereated in Russian life, This wis an
eaqunlly urgont task, in fact & more urgent task, for the purty
in the United States. The fact remalns that sltheugh Trotsky
tried te stimulnte all the so-culled intelloetunls in the party Lo
undertake this task with the neceasary seriousness, he friled to
yut uny respuonse,

Prugmatism wus merely the theoretical expression of u
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with Trotzky, the founder of our movement.

This wax the conduct of the Minority at the beginning of 7
the discussion. 1ts condust at the end was worse. The S.W.P.};.-:
bucked by Lhe authority of Trdoky, offered to the .\linorit}"j‘-
membership on the Editerint Boatd of The New Internuional;
two members ot of five on the Secretariat; » continuation of the
discussion; the right to publish an internal bulletin of its own;
the publication of o sympasium. Trotsky invited the Minority (o
win members ci itk own platform and by this meuns, if it could,
transkform the nibrorily inte a majorily. He publicly warned thl..

Majority that if i was defeated at the convention, it should C

avvept the diseipline of the Mincrity, Iy was useless, The M[norlty
split the purty deliberntely, The ienders of the present Jahnson-
Foves| Minority Look pare in all this, and we thercfore nre ||uali-'-
fied to speuk, There is no need for the SW.P, and the Fourth.
Internationa! ot this time to inxist upon nny confession, But we
have a politienl responsibility Lo our own pust, to the faction . fg
which we lead, to the pariy and ta all ot hame and abroad who 2
are concerned with owr movement. We have that respopsihility
nmt ht‘l’(. diﬂchnrgc it, not, only for the past hut for the future,

. time, ofier d:gesting the Americen (.:.pcrlencc propose to, qpli

or encournge or tolernto the iden of o split, or carry on discus
siong In a munner jeaving lnup-holu for o split am expmssmg-a
hothing else bt Lhcn' politicu! hankruptey, thun- initiul nbn.ndon

and nothing che but the proletun 1L,

in the 1940 Split

more vicious political enemy—the theory of Americen exc
tionalism, Itis the theory that the United States cun -shmehi
escape the European development, if not indefinitely, then for'n®
lengthy perlod. In 1921 when the Comintern realised that fo
the moment the revolution in l-_furope had recéded, it pose
boldly the question of the revolution in tho United States. Tro

" wky's willings of 1021-1926 are permeated with this' idea:

The c.arlv mjcctiou of the Labor Party slogan wus bue

Prngrnm, like all. serious Mnrx:st pPrograms, Wns elnbornted',
above all on' production and general secin! relations in the eS8
advaneed capitalistic country in the world—the Unlted States'7a
In 1939 Trotsky supervised an elaborate program of theoroticalBgy
aml practical activity to prepara the party, the evgunised lulmr
movement tml the \’og'ro mi-rc.n for the lc\'olutionnry al.ruggl }

1i\cnrc1.1cu! and prncticul renrming, or for that matter, ai 3
of the Amorican parly. This was needed to begin the uu,k !
making n revajutionary impact upon the political devalopment 'o
the world revolutivnnry crisle in the ULE. For ye&rn--t'hl
might seem {o upply Lo the Amerienn comrades slone, Now ih01
post-war developments in world polities and the Intnmuﬂm[nl
itself show that this problem affects cvery single section nlld
tondeney. Most of the contrifugnl forcor In the Intomnﬂanu '3




_ pastponement of revolutionary crislz. The most politieally llite-
“rate’ of Buropenns knuw that the ‘sole prospect of economic
‘yehubilitation in the world Is the Amerlean economy, Sa that
behind that basie conllict of perspectives in the Interanationn!
and tho tendeney to politicul and orgunizationul adventurism is
rothing clze bui the belief in the stability or the exceptionalism
of Ameriean eapitalism, The Ameriennt questinn ns Trotsky sow
it 4n 1947 for the American purty is now in 1947 the question
" of the tundnmental evaluation of the perspectives of enpitalvm,
When Shachtmon joined with Burnham to say thaot they
could both agree to disagree on diclectic without prejudice to
concrete politien) issues, Troixky reacied violently, Well before
the aplit he wrote immedintely (o Shuchtiran thut “The section
on the dinlectie (is) the greutest blow that you, personslly, as
the editor of The New [nternationa! could have delivered to
Marxist theory.,” (In Defense of Marxisimm, p. 46.) In Trotpky's
view, “It was absolutely necessuary to exploin why the American
‘radical’ intellectuals accept Marxism dwithout the distectic (2
clock without a spring). The secret is simple. In no other country
hes there been such a rejection of the class struggle as in the
lund of unlimited ‘opportunity.’”

Trotsky was fighting, it must be underatood, for u epmpre- -

" hensive prepuration for revolution. He was sharp toward Shacht-
- man who had unmistukably revealed the Menshevik conserve-
 tive tendencles in his politics. In April 1988 Trotsky presided
over discussions preliminary to the Trunsitional Program, Trot-

suy was urging proletarianization but not in the sense of maml;'

golng into factories,
Right at the beginning he separated tha Transitional Pro-
. gram from the reformist. “I% is not the reformist minimum
s-pregrum which never includes werkers' militin, workers' con-

rol of production.” o
. -This was to be made even to the farmers,

“Aul we propose to.you that you create furmets' comi-

- mittees to look into the bookkeeping of the banks; every
farmer will understand that.. We will say: The farmer can -
trust only himself; jet him create committees to control
agricultural/credita—they will understand thut. It pre-
suppnses g turbulent mood among the farmers; it cannot
be uscomplished every day, But to inftroduce this idea inte
the musses and into our own comrades, that's absclutely °

- necessary immediately.”
o THE DISPUTE OF 1947
-One who wag present and who afterwards became a leading
figure in the Workers Party was hostile to these ideas, ag ia
‘obvious from the transeript of the proceedings.*
I believe it iz not correct as you ray to put forth the
stogan of workers' control of preduct!an nor the other tran-

, sitional slogan nf workers’ militia. The slogan for the exami-

" nation of the books of the capitalist clnss I8 mare appro-
priate for the present period und can be made popular. As
for the other two slognns, it s true that they are transi-

. tional slogans, but for thut end of the road which is close

“to the prepuration for the seizure of power.' '[ransition im-
plies o road cither long or short. Each stage of the road
requires its own tlogans, For teday we could use that of

- exumination of the books of the capitalist class, for tomor-

. row we would use thote of workers' contral of production
ahd workers' militia.” '

2 Thip speaker was and is entitled to his own views.

But it is clear to us that he had these idens long before the split,
ofig bafors his position on Russlu, long before the Idena of the

“Third Alternative” had sssumed definite shape, long before the

Stalinist parties had become “totalitarian parties” The split
dld not causs these, These were the basls of tho split. We can,
oday, understand the violence of Trotsky's immediate rejoinder,
“How ean we in kueh n eritical aituation as now exists
in the whele worid, it the (.8, measure the stage of develop-
ment of the workars' movement? You gay it's the baginning
- and not the ernd, What's the distance—100, 10, 4— how can

. *3ee appemdix.

YOU sy nphroxlmnmly‘l In the good old times the Soclal
Demoeratn would suy; Now we have anly 10,000 workers,
luter we'll huvo 100,080, then u million and Lilen we'll get
to the power, World duvelopment to thom was only an ac-
cumuiation of quentities: 10,0008, 100,000, ele., cic. Now wo
have an ubgolutely differunt situntion, We are fu u period - of
declining capitalism, of crlses that become mors turbulent
und terrible ond appronciung war. During wal- the workers
lenrn very guickly, I you sauy we'll walt and see and then
propugate, then we'll be not the vanguurd, but the rear-
guurd, IT you ask me: 1s it possible that the Amercian work-
ers will conquer power in 10 years? L will suy, yes, abio-
lutely possible. The explosion of the CIO shows thet the
basix of the capitalist society i undermined. Workers’
militin Bnd workers’ control of production ure only two
sides of the sume question, The wurker is not a bookkeeper,
When he usks for the books, he vants to change the situa-
tien, by contral sud then by direction. Naturally our advanc-
ing Rloguns depends uput the reacticn of the musses, we
koow what side of the question to emygthasize. We will nay
Rousevelt will help the unemployed by the war industry.
But if we workers rau production, we wonld find another
imdostry, not une for the dead but for the living, This ques-
tion can become undersinnduble even for an average worker
who never perticipated In o politicol movement. We under-
estimate the revolutionery movement in tha working masses.
We are 8 small orgunization, propagandistic and in such
situations mre more sceptical than the masses who develop
very quickly, At the beginning of 1917 Lenin soid that the
party is 10 times more revalutionary than its CC und the
messes 100 times more revolutionery than the ranks of the
party. There is not in the U. 8. & révolutionary situation
now. But comrades with very rovelutionary ideas in quiet -
times can become & resl braice vpon the movemend in iuvo-
lutionary situations—it happens often. A revolutionary
party. waits so often and so long for a revolution that it
gets used to postpone it” .

This is the whele debate -of 1047 summarized. Right or
wrong on the Russian question (and we hold thot Trotsky Was
wrong on the Russinn yuestion), Trotsky was militantly on the .
offengive againkt these whe could not understend what he after- .
wards summed up in the phrose—*"the Jenth-agony of cepital-
iFPm : C

INSTINCTIVE AND. ELEMENTAL DRIVE

The sharpness of Trotsky's attack against Shachtman on .
diglectie egme shortly after his sharp attuck agalnst petty- °
bourgeols political conservatism, In 1940 Trotsky combined the
two attacks. In his articls, “From & Scratch.to the Danger of .
Gangrens,”. spscially directed againat Shochtman, Trotsky gave
his definitive sunming up of the split-of 1540. .

“*Sinee when have you become specinllsts in the ques-
tlon of philescphy?® the vpposiionists now irouiceily ask
the majovity representatives, Irony liere is completely out
of place, Scientific sosialism s the conmcious exprassion of
the unconscious historical -process; namely, the instinetive
unid elemental drive of the proletariat to reconstruct society
on communist beginninge. These organie tendencles in the .
psychology of workers spring to life with utmost rapidity .
today in the epoch of crises and wars. The discussion has
revealed beyond ull question a clash in the party between
o petty-bourgeois tendency nad n proletarisn tendency. The
petty-bourgeols tendeney reveals its confusion in its attempt

" to reduce the progrum of the party to the small coln of
‘concrete’ questiona. The proietarian tenden‘ejy on the con-
trary strives to correlate all tho partinl quentions into theo-
retical unity, At stake at the present time is not the extent
‘to whick individeal members of the majority consciously
upply the dialectic method, What fs important iz the fact-
at tie majority as & wholp pushas toward the proletarian
posing of the questlon and Ly very reason of this tends to
ussimilate the dimlectic which Is ‘the algebra of the revolu.
tion.’ The oppositionists, 1 am infermed, greet with bursts
of laughter the very mention of ‘dialectics,’ In vain, This
unworthy methodvwili not help. The dialectic of the historic .
process has more thun onea cruelly punished those who tried.
to joer at it." '(In Defsnse of Marxium, p.103-104)
hatt [ the dispute now. That was the dispute then. There
is not u line in thot guotation about defensinm or defestism, or
the Russian question; nothing but distectic and the modern




’

proleterint, Todny, infinitely more then wien he palemicizml
wgning, Shachtman in 1938, 1930 aud MG, the tonlysds and
nerspectiven of Trotsky ave sudid,

We all have to learn from the cumpaipgn of 1940, Trotsky
strove, as the grent Dolsheviks have nlwayy done, to defent
opponents and to vecancile the fuctions ns far ns that wos
possible by yaising tha whole level of the dircusslon to » higher
plane. Ax he wrote just previons to the sectlon qunted nbove,

“It is precicely the party'a ‘penctration into the trde
uniony, and jnte the warkers' milien jn genera] that des
nends heighteniog the theereticnl guatifications of our
cadres, 1 da wot mean by cndros (e ‘nppuratus’ hut the
party as i whele. E':\'f‘l'.)' parly member shouid and must
consider himsell un officer in the proleturian army.”

In his letter ta Cannen of January 9, 1940, (In Defense of
Marxism, p.83) he shows hix fears that some comrades would
1ot understand what he was doing, neverthelesy, *1 am sure jt
is new the only wny to begin the theoretical educntion of the

fii. Political Evolution
{a) W.P. and the American Question

The Workers Purty in 1940 maintuined the fiction thut it .

subscribed to the Transitional Program for the United State:
Yet the driving force of the split was the cohviction that It
could build & party with its own methods. (thon. unforhileted
agzinst “the bureuvcralic conservatism” of Cannon, In its dog-
ument “War and Bureaucratic Conservatism™, it niohilized jta
followers around “the justified discontentment of the member-
skip with the slumgishness and apothy of the lendership, with
ita faflure to elaborate or carry out a program of action, In
particular the feilure to make a living reality out of the Tran-
sition Program ... ” {Struggle for o Proletnrian Party, p. 277).

© That was the perspietive of the Minority—to show how
to build the party. They gave their analysis of the Transitjonul
Program. Cannon, they clnimed, had forced its immediate on-
‘dorsement by the Political Committee. They wrote:

“Shaehtman, Burnham and others, including Goldman
at that time, irsisted that it meant nothing merely to
‘accept’ the trmnsition program: that in incovporniing it
into the life of vur own party, distinetion would have to be
mneler bbween Hiose purls of 1 wiich were direciiy applie-
nble ta the United States, and those parts -which wora not,
.betwren thove slogans which were of 1 genaral ]protpagan.
distic and educationol character and those saitnble or im-
medlate agitationul uscs; ad they insisterl further that
the concrete meening of many of the general congepts of
the program hud 1o be seught in terms of livin develop-
menta: in this country.” (Struggle far the Proletarian Party,
p. 276.) : ) :

Not u word aboul the whole world conception which lay
behind the Program. .
They continued:

“It took nearly u year to foren through the coiception
that the movement and sloguns arising in the Inbor move-
ment for “Thivty hours, Uhirly doifars,’ ‘Thirty hours' work
at forty hours' pay,’ eic., were concretizations of the gon-
eral transition slogan for ‘A sliding senle of wages and
hours? It took a year before it was possible 1o treat the
slogun for a workers' guard as suitable for anything Lut
the most vague aml general educationnl propagondn,”

And ther enme this pussage which the Minority would
soon illuminnie in practice,

“As u consequence of this thorou hly sterile approoch,
the teansition program hng as & whole not to this dny
becomie n zignificant )iving factor in onr mavenment.”

The Minority was going to make the Tyansitionul Program
a “iving fector” by giving it the interpretation which the oppu.
sitlon to Trotsky had given it in 1098, T¢ should be remembered
thai it was precisely in 1839 that the growth of Fascism and
Fuseist bundg in the United States kad mudg T'roisky’s slogan

“onism" by *n apectfic wrogram of action.

" factories or to workers in

.

Parly, eapecinlly of the youth aml to injoct n reversion (nic)®"

to empiricism and eclecticn.” On Jununry 16 he wrote to Wards .

s “one of the compurntively few comrader who nye seriounaly

interosted In tho methodologlead yueations of our movement!

and usked him Lo form o theoretical asaaciation for the study - s

of the philesophical doctiines of the movement. He welsomed ~ 3

engerly the prospect of articles agninst symbolic logic. 3
Now todoy we foee tho actuni cristy for which Trotsky

was preparing the Movement. But if the tendencies repre-

senteil by the aplitters of 1940 have: now renppuared all over

the International, the defendors of Bolshevism have lot the

initintive slip away from theie hands. They huve not met the

theoretically hankrupt and organizationally disruptive elem-

ents with an anslysis of teday's prohlems on a level corres-

ponding o the actue) disintegration of bourgeels noclety, This

balanee sheet eould not possibly perform s function if it did

not emphurize this dunt aspeet of the Amerienn experience.

of the Workers Party

of workers' guards an immediate, practicnl neeeskity. I
Convinced of the rightness of their conceptions of the oﬂ}t

Transitions! Program, the Minority denied “catogoricully that ‘<

the Cannon group has the elightest right to be regarded ng the -

representative of Trotsky's views in o genuinely political sense.”-..

Ir proposed 1o substitute for Cewnen's “conservalive pufitics

+ « » hobl, flexibie, eritical and experimenta] politics—in & word "‘—j"?';

sefentific politics.” 1L propused lo cure “tie disense” of “Can--
" N

A

Thus, long before the war, lang hefere the proletariat had i
failed to make the post-wanr revolution. long before refrogros.
sion, the W, 1
revolutionary content of the Traneitional Program, - Lo

Free of Cannen's “conservaticm,” the W. P, leadership
immediately showed that it wis permested to the marrew with 7,
conservatixm and American pragmutism. Characteristic of -the -
leardership in general, and of Shachtman in_particular, i the.

fuct that it usvully ucts emprically and formulates policy as

i

it poes along, Dut by rapid degress the political level of. tho
weekly press heeame such thot members of the Nntionp) Com.-:
miitee could say, without being contradicted, that it wes the
opinfen of the workers. that Labor Action ‘was not a very.l
radical paper. The organieational practice corresponded. Thou-
#nME upon thousands of papers were distributed in front of
general. What becgme of them, what’
was to become of them, how it was possible for the amall in- 3
significont membership of the W. P. to take any advantage.-
of thiz enormous expenditure of time, money and CRErgy, no -
one ralsed these questions seriously, far less attempted to au-
-awer them. In union work the same prinelples, or lack of prip-
ciples, prevailed. In Philadelphia and Los Angeles, the part
embarked upon. ambitious ventures of high union politicsl
These resulted In the formation and active participation in “]-:‘m‘_,4
Eressive groups” and attempls by threo or four com'rndes‘:"{-,

x
P

N
3

1

AL

Al 3
P. began its existence by a revalt against the ks
ahnil

directly v orgunize hé contro! of unions of thousands of works ‘Leifhs

ers without any serious moss bage, :

By the fall of 1948 this type of politics, empirically govern-
ing the life of the party, was politically ambodied in the Amar-"
ivan resolution for the 1044 convention, The Johnson-Forest
tendency, which had accepted the emplrical agitatlanal prac
tiee, met its theoretienl embodiment with restrained but im-
pluenble opposition, It threatened the Volitieal Committeg to
present o resnlution of its own unless the resolution was drai-
tically aliered. Changes were mnde and we voted for the res.
olution under protest. At the conventlon, however, the party 4%

o Ay /-

word,;"f' ;

*An obvious niluprint for uversion or some similar




- war restless undap the straln of mars work, no vesulty and what
it expressed us “the newd fer more sociolism ln the paper.”
The unrest convinued, amd in the rfall of 1944, Erber, in bitter
opposition ta Bhachtman, presented u document of one hupdred
pages (o Lie lenderahip, This is the geanine political theory of
the Workers Parly, Erber put down what was implicit and not
so implielt in the split of 1840, We print ouly our sunimury,

“The greatest danger lo the party's growth and de-
velopinent. at the preseint time is representzd by the small
mass purty conception of Comrude Erber, Fur uver three
Jvewrs Comrade Erber has earried on o pecsistent and sharp
strugele in the National Cemmitiee over the method of
building the purty. In a related series of documents ho hus
accused the parly leadership of pessimism, dimmed vis-
jon ... Inck of sweeping imaginalion . . . sutisfaction witl
crumbs wihen loaves nre avaleble, routlinism . . . consers
vative traditionalism .. . we are lucky to exist at all spirit.’
He sceures the dewdership of lagging vehind the organiza-
tion. ‘Nowhere iloes the luck of Loldness and imagination
strike one 5o sharpiy as in eur topnost circles. Routinism
and tradition seem to seck their [ina! refuge there.’ He has
for thrce years denounced the-party for having no perss
pective, Conmyrade Erber’s views are the fruit of a theory

" built upon his conception of the past of our movement. For

Erber, 'Trotskyism has been synonymous with ‘secusrian-
ism’. For him the cons=prrvatism of Cannon was the typical
expression of Trotshyism on the organizationnl side. ‘The

sterility of Cannon is the logicu] result of the ‘sectakinn-
jsm,' ‘doctrinainism,’ rigid, ideological shell of Trotsky.
‘Trotsky himself wus saved from this Iagicnl eanclusion of
hix doctrine only by his ‘idenlism_and common sense. Ac-
. cording to Comrade Evber, the first Four Congrosses of
the Communist Intevnationnl nnd the histery of Rolshev-
_jxm have not been submitted to criticnl study but are viow-
ed as ‘suerosanct’. ‘The WP iz not sl should not be &
. Trotskyist Farly in the sense that is usunlly meant.! It
is from this conception of the past,ef our movement, elah-
.. orated in lengthy and comprehensive documents, that Er-
_ber has cousistently supported the present Labor Action.

It iz on this basts that he wishes the party to transforn:
jtself Into u ‘small mass party’ .

. “The theories of Erber on party-building are danger-
ous hecause the majority of the leadership in actuality hos
na other f:orspccti\'c to-offer to the party as n guide to

 party building, Defining propagnnda us polemic agoinst
rival parties, Comrade Shachtman rejecis the conception
of the party as a revoluisonary propuganda organization.
‘Ihis refection is the ersence of Comrade Erher's concep-
tion. : . + - ’ .

“The puriv must realize the close connection Letween
the thevretical heresies of LUrber, the cquiveesnt pssitien of
Shachitman and the cenfusion on purty building which is
pow rife in the pariy, The porty must unhesitatingly re-
ject thege idens awed their manifestations, open or conceul-.
ed, in all aspects of purly life”. (“The Task of Building

" The American Bolshevik Party.”)

© A Tew -weeks afier iEvber’s document, the Johnson-Forest
tendency challonged the whole empirical, agitational concep-
on in a document entitied “Eidueation, Agitation, and Propa-

ganda” ard later rore ccncretely in another deeument “Build-
3

ing the Bulchevik Parly,” the title of which was not in the
lightest degree rhatorical. The party itself war in ferment.
At tha Workers' Conference in the summer of 1945 the party
‘was split three ways. The jearership could not en all occasions
emmand a mujority, half the opposition supporling the timil
Erber, the other hall supporting Johnsen-Forest, Challeniged
tem below and on bolh sides, Shachtman for the first time
n the party's exiztence presented o younded annlysiz and
rogeam for party building.
1, “We are handicapped primurily by the fact thut we
o nol opernte wihin & politicaliy-orzanized working-
closs. That i peint AB.C., nnd afi other letters down Lo
7. (Bulletin V1, July 30, 1945, P. 10}
."Byn ftroke of the pon the conservatizm of the proletaring
Awas substituted for the conservatism of Cannen.
L4 2 The falfure to grew wus due to “lack of forees”,
* Thus the whole confiiet with the conzervatism of “Cun-

onirm” over the building of the party was lguidated. Tt cnded

lesx famboyuntly but as ignominiously as il had hegun,

Whai were the political perspectives behind this thiuly-

disguised confession of tolal failure? Sald Shachtman:

“A brief consideration of the perspectives of the cluss
strugple in Lhis country and the prospecis of the party,
anly emphnsize the impurtance of develnplng a lending
party eadre,”

“The reappenrance of tass uremployment, ne matter
how long or shart its duration will bring with it n ceriain
weakening of the trade union movemeny, especinlly of the
€10, Muore important is the fact that it will bifng with it
i weakening of rurn-nml-simpie trade unionism. ., . .

“Two: in all iikelihood, we shell gee the reappearance
af an unemployel movement. In all likelihood, th moves
ment, or & large zection of it will be emmected with the
existing trade dnions, especinlly in the care of the CIO ...
We must from the very outret be In the new unemployed
movement warking in it, seekfag to influence and lend It,
and seeking to recruit the best militapts from jts ranks”

Thiswas Shachtman’s perspective of the class struggie in
1045, The tremendous sociul erisis of the post-war, the fate
of humanity posed in every eiviliztd country, the signs of the
coming seciul upheaval in the, United Stutes, which the John-
son-Forest tendeney had been hammering at for the past twe
years, all this wns as remote from the leadership of the W, P.

ar the stralosphers.

From this complete haukruptey sprang & uew orientution.
Jahnson had proposed that the party recognize ils function as
n group making propaganda for revolulionary action to the
misses. Erber’s grievance ngainst Shachtman wap that the
paper did not inke serjously s mass agitational function.
Shachiman declared the party to be “stifl in o propagmudist
stage, that is, in the ‘intermediute’ stuge belween it and that
of an agitational group™ Agilational heeanse Shachiman, though

more careful than Erber u safegnarding himself with formu-.

lue, in reality shured Erber’s views for all ‘pmcticn_l PUIPOSEE.

But the party was propagandist too.
u . intensive propagandist nctivity, that Is , . . the
* wystematic presentation nntl defense of the theorctical und
“political position of our party £s against those of the rival

party, by polemie und criticism. In other words . .. an ém-

phasis on the particular position of our own party, on those
points where it differs with {(and is, in cup view, superior
to ot correct as epuinst) the S,W.P. This is demanded for
o eohnedled Teasonz Firet, 1o justify the independent
cxistence of onr party in the cyes of the radienl workers

and therehy tn facilitate their recruitment by ua instead

of bg ottir rival. Second, to cducate. snd train our party
mempe!

rs, especially new recrujts, not only in what we huave -

i common with other radieal organizations, but i what

we enunteipose to the others.” . .

CONSERVATISM LOST IN THE JUNGLE

"What was unique here was this sqetarian’ conception of
propagandn. It served a definite practical purposc. It oriented
the party townrds factionul conflict with the S.W.P. Since
1041 the membership, men and women in industry, had worked
and contributed as no membership In the United States has
ever worked and contributed. As Shachtman himaelf confessed,

- {t, wus apathetic te all the “unique cantributions” of Shuchtman
on international politics and on the defensive before the small

Johnson-Forest -Minority, From 1941 to 1045 the party, en-
eroreetl in work and hopes among the proletarint, had had

singularly little interest In “Cannonlsm™ It was only with

the frank ndmission of no perspeetives (until the Labor Party
or the unemployed movement) that the struggle for “the
unique contributions” and against “Cannonism" became' the
main concern of the party lendership, From this sowvce came
the genuinely “uninue” theory of the cudre. Y"Bureaucratic
Conservatism® could no longer endure, The democratie dyna-
mists had sigunlly failed, The “bureaucratic jungle” wus ‘aub-

stituted.
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Ax the fretfonal campnign increased, sa the pelitical lovel
leelined, By the Convention of 1MS, the political resolution en
Amerles, va flnally declded upon nfter weeks of diseussion in
the I'alitical Committee nnd during and after a plenum, was
the mosi conservative and poverly-stricken resolution on the
Unitad States ever advaneed In the Trotskyist movement, This
more than anything else ennbled us to understand the full
significance of Shachtmun's “unique contributions” on the in-
ternational seene. This euabled Sus to grusp concretely and
clearly the distinction hetween the W.P. and the S,W.P, By
this time fuctional lnes had been drawn. But it. was here that
the membership ax a whole was uble to comprehend all the
divergences which had previously appeared un othier questions,
It wes here that we begun to be able to see what was impeding
the clarifieation of the unity negotintions. And, as we shall
show, it is precisely here that we have been sble immediately
to underatand what ix now taking place in the International,
t is precisely our concrete experfences on the nationn! seene,
Hluminated by the internntional theories of Bolshevism, thut
have enabled ur to understand the concrete developments in
international Trotskyism. Only peliticul -diots can fail to sen
that Shachtman is now seeking to cover up the nationz! bank-
ruptey of his party by looking for allies to right and to leff
on the international scene.

{b) W.P. and the International Question

What §z politically and organizationally characteristic of
the international politick of the W.P. is not so much what it
has seid but what it has not said and has preferred to allow
others’ to say for jt. It is characterictic thet for two yenrs
Leginning with October, 1944, nearly 100,000 words on all as-
pects of internationaj politics written by the muthors of the
‘theory of listorical retrogression, appeared in. The New Inter-
national., They expounded their doctrine with the utmost free-
dom, Net a line by Shaclitman or any of hic coileagmes has
ever appeared in oppesition. An article of 12,000 words by
J. R. Johnson discussing the theory appenred in The New Inter-
netional for December. 1946 and January 1947. The retro-
grussionists themeelves do not answer. Not u word comes from
Shachtman,

The Fourth Internntional has mercly passed a resolution
condemning the theory of historical retrogression, and ane or
{wo comradzs have written polemica! articles dealing mainly
with the democratie-revolution nonsense. Only the Johnsoen-
Forest tendency has asttempied to answer the theory in the
menner it needed to be answered. It I3 ciear by now, we hope,
that retrogressionism is the real dividing line in the Interna-
tional. Thoze who say that tha theory of rétregession iz false
byt that the proletariat, today, 1947,.is full of “demoerztic
‘fllusjons,” ote, are practising o shamefaced ill-concealed retro-
gressionism. Any discussfon of the international polities of the
W.P, that does not deal with the theory in fundamental terms
is & waste of time. Yt will be ultimately necessary to do the
same in the International. In 1940 as soon ag the oppesition
serfously entered upon the struggle, Trotsky posed all ques-
tions in the most fundamenta] terms. Today the roles are
almost reversed. The most fundamentsl presentation of &
politice! view now before the International is the thesis of the
TKD. We alone have met them on thelr own ground and have
gone far beyond. It Is an astonishing failure on the part of the
Internationnl, It will have to be corrected. Because it iz hers
that all the retrogressionists and -semi- retmmss!nnlsts can
be dragged into tho open and beaten to pieces.

The thoory of retrogression can be summed up in a son.
tence: the decline of capitalist soclety has been such that it
has unfitted the pmietariat for the soeialist revolution. In any

und alt of Ita forine this theory s the greatest enemy of our
movement tuduy—the Mensheviem of our thne,

The contemporary development of the theory will tench -
us much, Tt appeared first in the writings of Bruno R, an
alian Muraist who had seen the complete defent of the ILnl-‘ :
jan proletarint. After the defeat of June 1940 snd the dom- 7
inution of Germnn Faselsm, sertnin French Trotskyist leaders ..."
capituinted to the idea of some sort of Frseism ns the next
stage of modern society, The German comrmdes bugun te de- B
velop their theory a year or two after the destruction of the }f:z, <
Germun labor movement. In the United States, where the pro- \j,.,
iclariat hae for so many gencrations failed to express itself ' *i7:
decisively as an independent soclsl and politicul force, the
theory of retrogression hes token a special form, Itz most -t
vigorour exponent s ulso an ex-Prolskylst—~Burnhan, He hes-
advocstell ks brand s “munegerial soclety.” .

Snall as is vhe number of our cadres in every country. ﬁ‘ "
yet a valupbie conclusion emerges from ‘this. The most vigors ‘
ous, the most active propononts of the theory of retrogression
ure those who have reen the proletsrian movement in thelr
own country destroyed, o’ as in the United States, have never::
known an active political movement of the proletariat.

. In the ease of the United States, the key figure for ths
understanding .of the W.P. is Burnham. Let us trace his pol-:
itica] evolution 5o that certain American and European com
rados may grasp the inner evolution of the A.m—rican expe
jence.

1} Burnham, before 1940, de .igitated inside the S.W.B:
for what he called “the camyaign party,” le., the “small mass"
pnrty," esgentially what the W.P, becime ax soon as’ lt split.. )

2j Bumhnm in 1937 opposed the mncap’don of Ru&sin. as

.8 wm. the Hitler-Stalin pret he blames Cannon's’ “bu
enucratic conservatiam'' for the failure in the United States.

satlety,” not to be defended.
) He develops the thesiz that the ‘whole world iz }:eaded
for “managerinl saciety.’” .
Shuchtmen is a revolutionary and. Burnham is not. S’hlchb--
man has ‘mercilersly condetned- Burnham since Burnham Jeft

" the party in 1940 and genuinely despizes him. But ahuhtman'_s

evolution hns followed Burnham's stage by stage, from th
campaign party to the days when he called Russin’ bureau
eratic stote-socialiem, still progressive, to the perlod whea he;g
declufed (New International, November, 1948) that from-the:J§
time of the appearance of the "'Three Theses,” (the first state:”
ment of the theory and practice of retrogression) he had sgmed,
with them, If Shachtman is “following” any consistent patteri}
it is the pattern of Carter, the real theorist of the W.P. Bu_m-ﬁ
ham iz the adventurous American petty-bourgeols, unable tn
embrace Bolshevism but, until a2 few months age, unabla. to
reconciic himself to American capitrlism. Burnham, Cnrter -
and Shachtman follow the same line of cvolution, Shachl:man%
aml Carter, however, always stopping short o try to recunelle
these idens with struggle egainst the bourgeoisle.

THE RETROGRESSION OF SHACHTMAN

The development of Burnham shows concretely that ﬂ,,
though the theory of retrogrefzionism was given a finfshed
consistent form by the Germans, it found fertile soll in the®
revolutionary movement in the United States. But the W.P
has never been able to take position on It Its Euvopesn Yol
lowers, With llving political proletarian movements uroun
them, econdemn the theory out of hand and then adapt tham I
sulves to ftw jdeas, The W.P, for three yesrs has been. unable
to condemn the theory. Shachtman, in 1844, actually- propou‘d
to the Pulitical Committee of the W.P. a motion endor@lng
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the thesis (except for”ita views on Russin ns atate-cnpitalisty.
The , Political Committee bulked. Shachiman declnred that in
his writinge in The New International, e had-been merely
developlng these samo Ideas. Mo could uaderstand the oppo-
.sition of the S.AWV.P. and of Johnson but not that of the W.P.
Majority. The Politieal Committee objected to thiz, Shachtman
pressod the point, Erber sileneed him by the statement tha
It was imposxibie for Shrchiman to eonvinee them that they
had thought what they danied thinking, The doubts of the Pol
_itleal Committee, aided most certainly iy the already expressed
-determinntion of the Johnson-Forest tendency to oppose the
theory without reserve, helped to defent Shachtman's motian,
He then called a special meeting of the New York membership
to announce his individusl adherence to the thenry (with the
exception only of Russia), For two years, under constant at.
‘tack by the Johnson-Forest tendency, the lendership could say
nathing to the parly either in publie or Internally. Only when
th2 German comrades apnounced formally to the W.P. ihot
they would, if. necesaary, form a new organization outlside of
‘ the Fourth International, then and snly then, Shechtman wrote
. in the Internn! Bulletin rome cautious notes disassociating
3. the party and himself from them. But az the recent struggie
i in the International hns developed and the W.P, begins to fecl
b, that it has alliez against “Canncnism”, comes holder. The
o latest dssue of The Mew International e follewing
- by Firber: ’
e “Traizky's views on the eve of the war were of this

*geneval cherneter, Trotsky nol only recognized the retro-
gresstve precess and the key role of Stalinism within it, but -
made  this -recognition tn important consideration in his

. ¢aleulations. As a resulf, he was acutely awnre ‘of the
growing eonirudiction hetween his views on the working
clogs nature of the Russian state and the implications of
his aunlysiz of retrogression. He reaolved this dilemman by

- posiponing - any, further theoretieal conclusions winiil the
secoinl world wor wounld be concluded and -its political
repercuszions were knowi. His brilliang article, 'U.S.5.1.
and the War,' written a fow weeks after the war begun,

7 was his final rounded presentetion on the subject of retro-

«gression and the nature of the Russinn state, In  this

" article he poser the entire question from the poing of view
that! cither the war will conelwde with a revelution, in

* which ease both the problem of the ciars chanieter of the
Stalinist -state and the prodlem of retrogression will he

- putomatically rezolved, or the proletariat will fuil fo toke
power and require u complete re-analyvsis of Marsist funda-
mentals, inciuding the possibility of a worll of bureau-

<eratic Save stotes. The ncinal redults of Werld War 11

" are’ somewhere bhetween the two alternotives which-Trotsky

- posed. The failure of the proleturint to muke a rovolution

..in post-war. Europe does rot demonstrale its historic in-
capacity lo play the role which Mwrx assigned (o it Yet
the contineed und accelernied retrogrescive procoss places

“'a quastion mark over the ability of the proletariat ta re-

- assemble t revolutionnry leadership and take power before
it & ovortaken and destroyed by the disintegrative ten-
deney of capitalist clvilization, of which the threatening
atomic war is the masd patent foree,” [The Class Nature of

_the Dolish State—1E, Auanat 1947, p, 178n) .

I That Marx, Eugels, Lenin and Trotsky were all believers

In the theory of retrosression hus long been 2 theme of Shacht-

" tnan secking to cover up his barly broken fences. That Trotsky,
:*the brillinnt" Trotsky, wus n proponent of it in 1940, we can
or the moment Ignore. What s important here, Ix the most
“rgutspolicn, {he maost brazen statement so far of the “grent
“quastion mark over tha abillty of the proleturint to rensremble
,;u‘re\'o!u!ionnry. tezdership.”” Tha proletarint faces “destruction.”
The coming war Is o factor In thut “destruction” of the proletar-
at. Only those who know the long history of the theory of

. retragression o the W.P, can undeystund whai such a deelarn.
B _&gt.{o'rj‘hy tha W.P. motns ub thiz time. They now feel ut Inst
“.:f”{.',,.at'rong' ‘onottgh, 1t Is because they have discovered or think
2o they have discovercd allles. Let these allies, actual or pro-
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peetive, recopnize in all its nakedness whit they are encourng-
ingn,
DE TE FABULA NARRATUR

The W.P. leaders are not fellowing Burnham, they are
impelled in the smne direction by the same secinl forces, But
they are opposed tv hourgeois society, they cannot go all the
way, #2 thut they halt half-way and raise their big rquestion
mark. They prepose thet the revolutionaries of the warld pre-
pare to build the revolutionary party by informing the world -
proletariat thut events are more and more demonsirating that
the proletarint is incapuble of building the party.

De te fahulz narratar, It is not inevitable that s)l or the -
maujority of “the centrifugal efements” jn the International
follow this course. We wouid not for one moment suy that. |
Rut this much is now history, the course that has been follow-
ed by the W.IN It most voenl and representative spokesmen
from 1938 10 the present day, with remerkable consisteney, have
gravitated towaril the most conservative, the most renctionary,
the mozt defeatist currents in our movement. The signs that
similur currents are now ut various stuges of development in
Europe are clenr. Thaxe who do not know where they are
headed now have thé opportunity to learn, And tihess who have
the respensibility of resisting these currenls must recognizo
that their methnd sa far hau heon totally inpdequate,

The Johnson-Forest tendency has used other methods, and
haz repeatedly slienced the W.P. speakers, set them eating
their own words, conlradicling each other and maintzining.nn
embittered silence over reiterated challenges, written and .
spoken, o o

As’u result, today in ‘147, after nearly three years, it is -
utterly impossible to get a ipoken, far less a written, answer .
from any leading representative of the W.P. on the statement -
by which Trotsky drew the dividing line in 1940. Does the pro- -
letariut  have an instinctive - elomentpl drive to reeonstruct
sociely on Communist beginnings? No answer, 1s.this an or-
ganiv part. of the psychology of workers? No apswer, Is this
an cpoeh of crives und wurs? Waas Trotsky correct when he.

" said that in this epoch the instinct of the workers to recon-. v

struct ‘sogiety can avplade. with - great violende and- rapidity ?
They twist and’ squirmi. and before their own membership
they cannot answer, The agile Shechtman hss developed =
technique whereby he says whatever is most suitable at the.,

" mament, But when pushed to the wall e has one Just, resort— |

all this may be trun but there is ne party! We shall demon-
strate to the hilt that it is only by carrying the attsck, on the
one hand, to the most fundmnentnl principles of Marxism as
manifested todoy, and on ibe other, by the most ruthless ex-
pusure of .ithe national. roots and nntional bankruptey of the |
disrupters thut they will be corrected, disciplined, or utterly
disgraced. It is important to bear that cembinution in mind.
The internationnl tendencies express themselves in a strietly |
nitlional form. What are the international perspectives of the
W.IL? The Litest stage in the evolution of Burnham suppljes
tx with an dnvaiunble giside. .

THE BURNHAM TRAIL

Stalinist Russip and the Sialinist purties threaten ta donf-’
inile Furope. American eapiinlisin during the war still further
astenished the world by its economic power, Burnham, u typleal
exumple of Amerienn individunticm, and absolutely incapable *
af seeing the proletavian selution, is frantic with terror at the
prospect of a Stalinist Burepe today which might extend Gail’
knows whern {omorraw, e therefore turna buck ge the now’
amply demonstrated economiic power of Ameriean capital and
enlls upon it to mabilize the worll agalnst the Stallnist danger.

Shachiman and the WP, so fur ag their dass aligninents’
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gllow them 4o, torn (o the spme seurce for solutlon. Thelr in.
ternationu! policy absolutely refuses to foresee und to recog-
nz2 thnt the Kuropean ceonomy is shattered Leyond repair,
nnd that in eountrics like France nnd Ttaly the clasr antngons
fams are such that ultimnle solutions have been eonerotely
pused for years, They do not propuse American economle in-
tervention. But they base themselves on “a reenvery™ financed by
Antericun canitalism, The “recovery™ is to be the foundution for
# strengthening of the Inbor movement. The misery of the
muosses thus alleviated, the Stalinist domination will decling,
The workers will flow back to the Social-Democracy and the
Sovial-Demoeracy will give some stability to the bourgeais-
democratic vegime, The Stalinists are to be supporled to the
power only in case the Social-Democraey is icluded in the gov-
cerament, for the Seciul-Demoeracy will have the backing of the
all-powerful United States. The European comrados must enter
the Socinl-Demeerusey and use the precious time gained Ly the
Anerican-financed “recovery™ to educate the warkers, Further.
more this export of capital will enable the American hour-
geoisie to stave off the cconomic crisis. .
The backwardness of the Amerlean preletariat is an in.
tegral part of the whole conception. Unless it were backward,
it might precipitate a struggle in which without n revolutionary
party it would certainly be defeated, This would bring the whoia
structure tumbling to the ground. So that. the correct step

Thie JohnHon-Foreat tem!ency became conscious of itself
early In 1941 in the discussion on the Russian question, It
found itselfl oppored to Shachtinan who believed at that time
thut Russin was a progressive socinl order, ‘suieaucratic col-
lectiviam, and to Carter who unalyzod Russin as bureaueratic

collectiviam eqdnily reactionary with enpitalism, It saw clearly .

thut Carter represented n more or less rounded politiczl ten-
- 'deney which was heading for a theury of managerial or bureau.
eratic cojlectivist seeielty us o third alternative to capitalism
or socialism. Though defeatist, as was Carter, it rofused any
sort_of bloe with Carter and =ought openly to place a barrier
petween him and the future development of Shachtman,
Juhnzon and Forest, from the very beginning, considered
a bresk with Trotsky on o furtdzmental question te be the most
serious step imaginabhle foff any Marxist. The positioh of state-
capitatism was therefore urrived at only after u thorough re-
exantination of Marxism, including its economic theories, a

thorough study of the Russian question, the writings of Lenin, .

nnd a enmprehensive study of the tendenzies in world economy
anid the Russian economy itself, In the first article of our ten-
deney in The New Internutionnl, we posed what has remained

our theoreticnl foundation for this epoch—the itatification of

production. We drew the trend to its logica] end and ‘we drew

the clasa line thrvough statification (April, 1941). The stati-
Tication in Yugoslaviu, Poland and Czechslovakia found us
weil-urmed and prepared from 1241,

Shachtman has given his analysis of the origin of the
Johnson-Forest tendency. It §s on a par with his usual light-
mindedness where serious matlers are concerned. Tho Euper-
fielplity of the 1941 Convention startled Johnson and Forest.
At the end of the Convention, thereforz, Johnron, Forest and
Tobin hetd & meeting aml declded to work togather on our
ideas. Forost was given the task of warking on the Russian
question, Tobin was given the tusk of following the party de-
velopmenty, Johhson was to complete the theoretical study of
politieul economy as applied to the contemporary world and
to take up tho question of dinlcetical matarinlisni, The work
wns systematicslly earrifed through, Forest waws able to com-
plete such u study of the Russinn economy and ita socinl nnd
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iV. The Johknson-Ferest Tendency .

for the Amerlean proletarint, necording to this schematizm Iy 7
o il u Lubor Purty, Then herg too, presumably, thera can
e entry and a lony, (perhups twenty years?) perspective of
patient dlding, Durnham hus turoed to American econotmie 3
power Lo smash Stalinism, The W.P, expects that this sama .
ecopomic power will muintain democracy oll over the world !
aml give the revolutfonury movement a chance to bulld the A
cudres, No wonder that over {his structure of monsirous non-
sense the empirical uuthors themselvea place the big question
mark. This ix the basis of the inteinations] politics of the
W.P, and In various ferms will turn out to be the bonls of
the pelities of most of itd nlies. Dircussions about boom and
stubilization, aboul entry- or wen-entry in Britain, even about .
Polund, the nitional question, theze are important and soines
times vital, But these by themseives, like the futile discusaions
un duntocratic demands, merely obscure the fundumental fssues
and play into the hunds of the disrupters. The mortal crisis of .
Lourgeols seciety has pused all questions in fundamentsl. terms,’
Todny the most abstraet theory and the most eoncrete proes: -t
tice are so clusely allied that they cannot be separated, The:Z
Johnson-Forest tendeney has learnt this becanse of the method '
by which it has approsched pelltics from the very beginning, '
ita close study of Trotsky's method in 1940, and from its own,?
hard experiences with the W.P. For our movement at this:
stage there can bo nd othor way. .

historleul development zs las uever been dene in uur movo'-t
ment. It is still largely unpubll:hui Ria Stone, with an acud-.‘r"

plication to Marxian economu-_-;, sor.mlogy and politica. Hnn-y -
Allen, an old Boishevik, juined tha tendeney In its early stam 7
aud contributed suhstnntinlly tn ts’ political and orgnnlzat!on

“eertatn gulding principles umch govern all its poliifes. -

1. The Ruesinn question is centrol for the thooretieal an
paliticul development of the rourth Internationnl, But ns- we4
have repeatedly written- fromi .the very beginning, the world :
erisis 15 not pwt of the Russinn question, The Russlan queH

“tion is only a part of the world crisis. The declaive sfage, of.

cconomic development is statification of production,” Statlfi-%
cation of production is not a phrase or a description. Tt marla sy
the capitulution of anavchic capitalist sociely to the planning!
of the invading rocialist society. The plunning, however, tom[
by clusa tontradictions, repeats the fundamenta] features o!
capitalist untagoniama in their most bnrhax;ous form. Stat!ﬂ v

proletariat on the rosd to the complete transformation of

" fociety. From the very beginning, therefore, thure was noth

ceded us. Trotsky had fought them without mercy because’ fur
them, defeatism in Russin had always been the preliminary to:
defeatism and pessimism on a world seale, Our analysis ot

for warld revolution, and the Russlan totalitarlan state-as, thu
chlef and most developed example of this phasze of the world ]
dovelopmont, Our defeatism thevefore, wan part of & highly
intensifled world rovolutienary coneept.

2, We found fn Russin the key to the most profound ph

osuphic and abstrnct economic theoriex of Marx's um«lynll 15
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capitulfam, We became convineed thot such questions (hotly
disputed through the past half century) us to whather the
decline of capitulisin lny husically in the falling rate of profit
or the nusrowing of the murket, and the fundamental nuture
‘of erises, could at last be soived because of the concrete ex-
ample of Stalinist Russln, In our view, the development of
Russin drove the last nall inte the coffin of any variety of
under-consumptionism. We were eanvinced on a re-cxamination
' of Marx's Cupitnl that the solution to Lhe cconomie ills of
capitalist was the human solulion, not uny reorgunization of
praperty but the emergence of the proletarint ready to use the
vast patentinlitien created in it by eapitulism itrelf, This is the
only solution to the burning question of all economies today-—--
the ralsing of the productivity of labor.
3. This, however, was pnly ong part of our developmenl.
The barbarism of capitulism was concretely demonstrated in
Russig. But it was the Ameriean proletarint which concretized
for us the necessarily abstraet conception of the creative power
of the proletariat in industry as a force for the social regen-
" evation of society. The work of American industrial psychel-
ogists and the observations of proletarian comrades whom we
hud developed opehed this door to us?* ’
Thus armed we fought the W.P, on the Russian question,
.. then on the Negro guestion, then on the European question.
Johnson and Forest had polemicized with Carter on the Russian
question as part of world econemy and 0s an exemplification
;-of Marx’s. theovy of enpitnlist production. Carter fand his col-
. Irborators) had haen ‘put to fiight, Up to 1943 we had accepted
the Ameriean lne of the party, the new Labor Action, the
muss agititionu). appeal, the mars distributions, etc. We beur
our full shave of responsibility.for nll this, Here, where, if we had
had the necessary exporience, and if we had been nequainted
with sl of Trolsky's writings, we might Save been most alert,
was where we were most defective, By December 1943, we had
i(aglcsged sufTiclently to give notice to the party of the three
Jissuies we intended to bring hefore it. They vere: (1) Statifi-
cation of Production; {2) The Americunization of Bolshevism

5 and (3) Internationglism. [t was in harmony with all our theor-

“ctical ideas that we coneentrated first on the Americanization

.2 'of Bolshevism, . :

32 For three years wo had watched the complete depolitical-
‘ization of the party on the Americon question, and the com-
‘piation of' the most ignorant monrense about thg European
situation, the fifteen yeurs' war, the “hurling back" of the
‘Etropean workers, etc, We came to the conclusion that the
‘root of the evil was in the United States itself. Prapmutism
tuled in American society and pragmatism ruled in the party

octored up with Marxist phrases, It must bz notel that
s late as October ifd4 when we began te ovtline our
rogram we had never re-rend the Trotsky decuments of 1940,

- “Educntion, Propagandn and Agitation” {Qct. 1844} Is enc
{ the basle dosuments of our tendeney und jn it is contained

Zwhat s our centra! conception not enly for the American purty

ut’ for all parties. The American comrades were pre-oceupied
with  the - Rursiun question nnd an abstract internativnaiism
15, Trom which noboldy learnt or could learn anything. The miser-
+able ariginal draft of the Mnjority American Resolution for
;1044 had demnnstrated this berond a doubt. In guarded lang-
uage; but clear enough for all to gee we wrole of the necesiity
or 'the Awaricanization of Bolshevism:
“Tha party members from the highest to the lowesl
jeed It alse, No onc hus any sorious grasp of Marxiam,
“can handlc the doctrine or tench it unless he is, in accord-
“unce with his capubilitlea mud opportunities, an exponent
:of It in relntion to the social life and development around
e Tha Johnson-Forest temdeney will roon publish n pumpilet
‘by Phil Romuno and Rin Stone which will deal fully with this
guestion from botic . practieal and u theoreticul point of view.
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him. The dinlecticn]l progression, the viarlous siuges of des
velopment, the relation beuween the economie basin and the
superstructure, history, ceonomics and philosophy, all the
principles and doctrines of Marsism were evelved from a
I)mf‘onml und pigantie study by ita founders of Lurepean
yistery, of BEuropean polities, of Europenn literature, of
Furopean philoaophy, The principles huve universal appli-
cation, But to the extent that the conditions from which
they were drawn are not famillar te the Muarxists, they
remain to a greater or less degree nbatract, with infinite
potentialities for eonfusion and mischief. Either the would-
e Marxist ngst have some serious knowledge of European
history in its brondest rense, constuntly repewed, ampli-
fied and developed, or the principler of the doelring must
kave been incorpornted, worked over, and made to Jive
agnin In # study of the economic structure, social develop-
itent, history, literature and life of the country with which
he hns been many years Tamiliar. Only thea is ne on the
roidl {o becoming & serious exponem znidl contribuler to
the dectrine, In foet and in truth only until ene has dug
Lthe: principles of Marxism for hiroself aut of his own famil-
inr surroundings sl their historieal past thay the Marxism
of Marx and Engelx, Lenin or Trotsky and the famous
European Marrists truly stand out in their universal appli-
cation. Not only is this so. It would be a mirecle i it were
not. xo.” . ’ . -

The burden of the argument was thet the foundation of
Leninism was the international doctrines of Marxism applied
to Russin. American-Marxism would grow strong and acquire
a genuine Internationa! significsnce only i nourished in Amer-
jenn soefety. The Jdocument must be read especially by “the
Russian question” fannties, We quote only a few of the key

sections on The New Iaternational:

ON AMERICANIZATION
AND INTERNATIONALISM:

“The comrgl divection of the paper must be Marxizm
and the Unitedd States, as the central directive of the old
N.I. was the First four Cungresses and the Inmtermational
situntion . . . Not only is this necessary from s national
point of -view but from an lsternationnl. America occupies
a reculiar place in. international affnire teduy ... . The
theoreticnl interpratation of the United. Staies, its pust,
present and future, becomes therefore a truly international

tesk.. . . . . )
© ON AMERICANIZATION AND THE K
PROBLEMS OF MODERN CULTURE’

As always in pericds of erisis and never &0 much
as In thig one, the whole problem' of the destiny of
humonity is roised.  The individual, the siate, educution,
culture; religion, the elite, the necessity of rulers and
ruled, race, all these. fundumental questions are once, moro
in the melting pot, nationally: and internntionally. Qur'
contributien In this most capitulistie of all éountries is to
anuly<e” these fundamental questions in our terms”

ON AMERICANIZATION AND
HISTORICAL MATERIALISM:

“We huven't to ro rvesearch as Lenin had to do. L. In
this highly organized country masses of material exist on all
topies. The first Americun Revolution, the Second and the
Third, these are our themes . . . But we must use them
s 1 means to an end, Qur revolution is after ull the Amer-
jan -Revolution, . .. -

A tremondons field is here waiting to he opened, a
field which will not only bring practicol results but' is of
the highest theoretfeal importance. The present writer hag
found that precirely beenuse of the ashsence of feudal
rempapts In mudern America, many of the most nhstract
anatlyres of Marx find their most perfect exemplifiention in
the United States, Teday thik s the model enpitaiist
country”

ON AMERICANIZATION AND LABOR

“Lenin insisted that from the very beginning of the
Sacinlist movement In Ruasin two trends apreared, oppor-
tunfsm and Marxism, His greatest work after 1014 was
e theoretical unalysis of the cceonomic causes of this.
Duy nfter dny he onalyzed it cconomically, politieally,
soclnlly. For him this edueation tho workers nceded ubove
all. What havae we done Lo make this a lUving part of the

i
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knowledige and experience of the United Staies workers
and radicals? Absolulely nothing, Sure we say tlint the
labor Jénders nie repchionury, pro-Rooseveil, pro-wir. We
suy they are seoundzels, These are jusl ngitational state-
ments, The general impression that our agitetion gives is of
repctfonary labor Tendors who deceive the workers, This is
theorativully false. ‘The lubLor leaders do nat fanction in n
viaeuum, Not an issue of the N.I. should come out in which
from one amyrle or another wo did not ireat from the roots
the Lusis of epportunismn in the United States.” .
This was the anly way (o mobilize the membership to raise
the Jevel of the parly for its daily tasks, “And in this way we
pevforn an International service. It will not be long before it
influence will appear in L.A., propugandist and agitationsl
pamphlets and the daily work of the members,”

ON AMERICANIZATION
AND MARXIAN ECONOMICS

“The debate in Lenin's day raged around the question
of the realization of surplus value, The same question
arose in Germany juzt before the Inst war. Rosa Luxem-
burg's study of aceumulution aiso wwok the form of a study
of realization. These were not ‘theoretical essays, as
only. a lamentable ignorance ean believe, They were aspects
of the class strugple expressing themeelves theoreticelly
both within and without the labor movement. The debate,
as was historically inevitable, has now gone a stegt further,
It has moved from Vol. II of Capital to Vol II[. This is
above ali an American question. Stuart Chaze, Hanzen, all
the government cconomists, all the ‘experts’ who gave
evidence before the TNEC, the whele cconomic basis of
the New Deal, nll these pose this fundamenta] qustion in
terms of ruiging the standard of living of the workers as a
menns Tor the continued development of capitalism,  The
Stalinists have now taken this up and ure prepuring o
highly theoretical assault upon our previous conception of
Marx's Capitul, These conceptions represent the instine-
tive politicn] economy of every labor leader in the cuuntry,
+ .« . Yet g0 limited is our conception of our tasks that ux-

. cept for agitational shoutings ubout the profita of capital-
fsm -and: the unemployed to come, we leave these fdens to
go their own unchecked way., Marx, Engels, Lenin and

- Trotsky, Rosa Luxcmburg and Bukharin ‘earried their
opposition to these things td the point of pedantry. They
were great activists all.  But ihe -clossics of Marddsin
which we read today dJid a wondorfal work in their day,
still live and will always live, because they tackled the
faise idean of their time from the root ond faught the
workers by precept ,snd example to seck bourgeols con-
cepliuns ouf at their rource and destroy them there”

ON AMERICANIZATION AND
DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM:

“Dinlecticnl Materialism is not something ‘o be de-
fended against Hook, Eastman and Butnhom. It is ihe
Philosophy und the theory of knowladge of Marxism. To
use f phrase Marx ased in his carly writings, it is the
theoretieal basis of scientific humanism, Toduy, when ull
thinkeys nre groping like drunken men, with ull their puints
of support amd reference gone, we lave here & weapon
whose power and value was never so great as in the pre-
vailing confusion, In every field the mothod of logieal
development snd historieal manifestution brings results in
clazification and illumination which will be felt in every
sphere of our work, Lenin was siwnys a dialecticinn but
it wns only In 1014 that he studied seriousl{ﬂits origin in
the Hagelinn dinlectic. Aud after that he became one of
the strongest mdvecatez of its study in Russin, demanded
that extruacts from Hegel und interpretations he printed
in the theoretlea) journal. He knew and said that mistakes
would be made but ndded thut whoover was afrail of mis-

" takes would not do anything, It ennnot be suid with suifl-
clent emphasis that *defence’ of the dislectie agoinst Hook
and Eastman i3 loday the least of our problems. It Is not a
precious jawel In o box to be dafendcd againgl them. It fs a1
weapott to ba uzed, In the xtudy and practice of Historical
Materinlisny, Marxian Eeonomits and Bolshevism, it will
be u guiding thrend making polints clenr and helping ua to
make clenr to others. Centradiction, opposites, negation,
negutinn of negation, q]t:nntlty into qunlity, transeendence,
cotiition, possibility, Lhese are nob jokea or o kind of in-

'
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" penetration into the workers' milien, Then, o, we spw- fuil
the utler’ theoretical bankruptey of the 1940 Minovity; * they "{ %

Stk inoour levelopment.

. sible formulntions, - Goaded heyond measure, the

telleetual family heirloom that you ‘defend’ fiercely ngninnt

attack without” ever knowing “what they mean,  Mors,

Engels Lenin wnd Trotsky did not coneern themselvey with
neneCnre or some outwarn intellectun! ritwal™ 0

- AMERICAN BOLSHEVISM

This wans our conception in the {fall of 1044, The W.P.
paid no attention whiadever to i, ignored it. denounced it, of %
damned it with faint praise. But there at any rate was an
orientation, a line, The comrades ean therefore appresinte at
its true worth the conscienceless factionalism or ignotance
which even after this document, could not or would not under- -
sland that for us, the Jehnson-Forest tendency, the building of -
the American party, and not the Ruzsian question, wus central”
to any question of unity.  The Pussian question was central’

We began there but we very

vapidly pluced it 2 ¢ part of the world reaction ngoinst the .
worhl vevolution. Then with the knowledge gnihed from thcsa,
stedies and our experience with the W.P., we urrived at s 55
program and a method for building the party in the United 12"
States. And that is and will remain onr main business ;unti

historien! eircumstances compel us to do otherwize.

It wwas only when the unity question was posed tha( th
John:.-Forest tendency began to read the doruments 'of'19-lﬂ
Then for the first time we began to understand the methiod 7

and the pregram of Trotsky in 1840, the emph

utter emptiness of the W.P. leadership, its conservatism, ‘§ts B
- erganie ompiricism, Then, there came into our hands one 'of 3383
ang Y

asis on dinlentie;.L

the thevretical preparation. of the cndres precieely for. tﬁkil ;

¥,

the great documents of the Fourth lnternztional, the convess
sations which preceded the final drafting of the, Tranaltional’

Program. Concurrently, the degeneration of the W.P, . eon

tinued. - . L
By February 1@66. we had our Ameviepn resolution rqa'
and from that time to this the American question nax'be

. eentral in our irreconcilable cpposition to the .politics of .the’

W.P.  We hove fought them here. A small minority,. e

. rouled them in .pre-convention discussion until, on the very]
day of the Convention, they came before the membex;-.;hi;i‘,‘j

withdrew their resolution and nromized to substitute anotheryses
une, We challenged them repeatedly with the sharpest Poi

these, tried to hiold them up to ridicule. We knew what;

to position. By the time the Convention came they had: t
tv pieces or undermined every theorctieal foundation on w

- were doing.  We foliowed them up stip by step, from positia

y leapt. -gt

4 vevolutionury party must live, -Troisky oppesred és_];‘tfla.
ariginator of nothing else hnt mistakes -on cvery. concelvablay

question. At the end of the diseassion we could see, ndd events

huve alrendy borne us out, that the Majority, in ite opposition'id)
to uz on the Amerfcon seene, had destroyed the theoreticals

foundations under iis feet, and sown confusion and pessimism 4y}

Amerlearn question and the Amerienn question cnly,

TWO ROADS FOR THE AMERICAN REVOLUTIO

We have snid ‘that the great need of (he Amorlean partyid

. - &
Whut is at issue between the W.P, and the Johnson-Fdr_ G

tendency is the different roads for the Ameriean- Revolution

ey
gy
)

the membership. This exposure could have taken place on 'ﬂi

T

. A

s

conseious study and the application of dinlectiz tn 111 its napoctss

ta the American scene.  We have trled to show the Influencd,of

Ameovicun capitalism on the international positions of the W,B5

Lot us now anelyse oursclves and them, For method we--ahhii

have to begin with another more famous dispule—the disputs

between the Bolsheviks nnd the Mensheviks, No leas'n, pel;fﬁn
1 T "."
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Amerienn  proletarint.

-obght to vemember. Troteky didn’t say it once.

" than Trolsky received the severest castigation from Lenin for

not understunding the origin of the foctionm! conflict botween
Rolshevism and Menshevism,  Thiz particutar phage of the dis.
pute took placw in 1910, five years after Trotsky had been the
owtslanding leader in [805. According to Lenin, Trotsky
writes: “It is an fllusion’ t0 imagine that Menghevism and
Bolshevism have struck deep roots in the depths of the prole-
tariat.” In this, Lenin claims, Trotsky was following Martov,

Lenin's reply is a model of the munner in which lo ap-
proach  disputes that continue over the years They have
nothing to do with “Cannonism” and “leader-cult' 'and such
erude vuigurities, Lenin writes:

“The roots of the divergence between the Mensheviks
and the Bolsheviks e, not in the ‘depths of the prolecerial,’
hut in the economic content of the Russian revolution, Ry -
ignaring this content, Martav and Trotsky dﬂ:ri\'erl them-
selves of the possibility of understanding the historical
meaning of the internal Party struggle in Russia. The
crux of the matter is, not whether the theoreticu] formula-
tion of differences have penetrated ‘deep’ into this or thnt

.stratum of the proletariab, but the fact that the cconomic
conditions of the Revolution of 1005 brought the proletariat
into hostile relations with the liberal bourgecisie—not only
over the gquestion of improving the conditions of life of the
workers, but also gver the agrarian question, over all the
rolitical questions of the revolution, ete. To spenk of the
struggle of frends in the Russian revolution and to dis-
tribute labels, such as ‘sectarianism,’ “lack of culture, ctc.,
une not to utter a word nbout the fundumental, econemic
interests of the proletariat, of the liberal - bourgeoisie and
of the democratic pe.asnnn?-—ls tantamount to stooping
to the level of vulgat journalista (Lenir, Selected Works,
Yoil. i, p. 500} .

Schuchtmar lives and, feeds the party on the ."l‘ack of cul-

. tuve,* Le. the heckwardness of the Amerlean prolelarint and
~the “"secioviunizm” of Johnson.

Trotsky in 1938, it scomed,

. sufferesd from the same “sectavianism” and did not undersiand
" tha bachwardness, i, the lJack of politieal culture of the

. History repeats itself, thiz time as
farce, 4 '
Lerin xald that the proletarial had to lead the peasuntry.

Martov helleved that the peazantry was not sufficiently “edu-

eated” and had to be led by the liberal bourgeoisie. The battle

L was.over twe roads for the Russian revolutjon and Lenin re-
- fused to be diverted by subjective appraivals of “seclurianism,”
‘Sack.of culture,” size of partie, influence. on the proletarint,

cte,  We have not the practleal experiences of an nbortive

~. revolution behind -us as: Lesin. hod but we have instead that

“wholo completed expericnes to gilde us and we have Trotsky's
- writings.
‘tinuous and expanding sories of differences, it is because they

When two groups of eerious people develop a con-

are compelled by the clash of basic conceptions to follow out a

<" prodotermined course, Higtory has shown and logie ean demon-
: . #lrate that these hostlle peths theoretically traced are the anti.
" cipation of the roads that will be taken sooner or later by
“the Ameriean revolution.
“there i a terrible logle .to the cvolution.of the W.P., which

Precisely beecause of ~its empiricism,

constantly defeats the eclocticism of Schuchtmmn. The con-

“flet here I8 the theovetienl forecust of tho confliet that will
raga In the American proletariat and never more so than

during the avtun) rovolutionury crisia, It ia the Jack of serious

" theovatieal eduestion In the W.P. which prevents its under-

wtanding what a revjons fuctionul conflict means, -
. When in 1036 the Johnson-Foreat tendency confronted the
Ioadurs of tha W.5% with Trotshy's analvsis of 1038, they

‘claimed that he wrs merely mistaken, ag pitiable an cvasion on

a grewt political dzxus ar {t I# ponsible to conceive, Trotsky's
position wan as elear ns day, There are some in the W.P. who
He guid it
wany Umes, Ovor and cver aguin he repeuted.

P N R TR AL T T e

Your maln danger Is conservatism, The whole tradition of
the country is agninst the proper functioning of a revolulienary
purty.  Advance slogank that are out of the vocabulnry of the
Amerlenn proletarint,  Advance them with passion. Poople
may laugh. You must learn how to take that, If you advance
the slogung property, they can e understood, i not necessarily
ncted upon at once, and remeombered, by the most backward
workers, even workers who hiwve never takens part in a politieal
party.  The explosion of the C.1.0. and the adventurour policies
of the bourgeoisic show that the structure of American cupltal.
ism iz undermined. 'The erisix ik not eanjunctural but perma-
nent.  The proletarint in organically ready for the communist
revolution. In thix epoch of crires and wars s revolutionary
viclepee may explode with terrific rapidity. You may have
ten years to wait for vietery., Begin now. The objective aiu-
ation demandx it.

SHACHTMAN CANNOT ANSWER

- From thiz we drow ceriain conclusions, heth rtooted in
the nationa]l charaeteristies of the United States. ’

(1.) The decisive politienl question in the United States is
the attitude townrds the lnbor bureaucracy. We have repeatedly
faced Shachtman with this question which he is unsble te
unawer, Does the backwardness of the isbor -bureancracy ex-
press the backwardness of the American proletariat? O i
the proletariat what Trotsky slaimcd it waos, ita vevelutionary
Instinets soppressed, perverted and corrupted by the labor
bureaucracy? National Bolshevism?  Shachtmuan cannot an-’
swer for Barepe because lie cannot answer for the United’
States, Buzy covering up the hankruptey of his “dynemism,”
e inslsts that the Russinn question, with the attitude toward
thg Staliniat parties, is the contral question of all politier. The
tuesiinn goes deaper thun that, 1L iz a question of the attitude
1o the proletariat as & whole, Tha pscudo-internationslism by
which Shachtman atiempts Lo hide hiz bankruptey in the United
States §s -ruinousty false, and nowhere more than In the
United States. It iz not Stalinism which stifles the revilu-
tionary instinets of the Ameriean profetnriat, It is the labor
bureaucraey. ‘The nttack on Lnem should bo - comprchensive
and all-embracing, theoretionl ond practical, merciless without
any compromise whaluver, They tnd their supporters are the
main sovial support of the bourgeols order in {he United
States, They are the enemies of the proletarian vevelution.
Not a line in the popular preas but should illusttnte and exemn- |
plify and historically and comcretely tench this. The W.P.
cannot underatand this at all. I believes that to bring Lo tho'
American praletariat the ideas and method of sacial revolution
is *seelarianiam.” 1f it spent one-ffth of the energy and space
and anclysis on the revolutionary exponure of the union leader-
ship that it spends on Stalinism, it vwould begin to find the
right road. .

A8 we pointed out in our American resolution, the
attitude of the W.P. to the labor bureancracy is no moere than
n repetition of the aititude of the Mensheviks to the Russinn
liberal bourgesisic .

We have pointed out to them in all waye that the Ameriean
proleturiat for historieal reasons has little intbrest In politics as
such but this does not mean large layers are not ready for
revolutionary polities. Its greutest social experiences le
in nroduction. -Backword as it is in politics in genera!,
the ¢lass-ptruggle in production in the United Stater reaches
a pitel unknown in other countries, The Amerlcan proletariut
is literally revolting nguinst the very conditioms of capitalist
production iteelf. We emphasized in our American resolution
that the basic presentation of the revolutionary doctrine fo the
American workers will have to begin here.
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HOW THE WORKERS DRINK WHISKEY

The W.I. iz s blind to this us only & Marxist gone
astray can be. Balfled st its mass agitationnl appeal, it has
now begun anvther approuch,  As may be coxpected in the
country which produeed John Dewey, the WP, “oducatles™ the
workers by long Cheeretical exposition of home and forvign
politics. These articles are writter by intellectuals for in-
reilectuals,  But the Amerizan worker is not an intellectunt 2nd
he obstinnlely refuses to be cducated in this manner. Which is
only Turther preof in the minds of the W.P, of his “buckward-
nees,”

Of the weekly press in 1939 Trolsky wrote:

YRS tht. paper s divided among various writers,
cach of whom is very good, but collectively they do nt
permit the workers to penctiate w the pages of the Appeal,
Ench of them speaks for the workers {and apeaks very
well) but nobudy will hear the workers, In spite of jts
literary britlisnce, to 2 certain dcg’lce the paper becomes a
victim of journalistic routine, do not hear at alt
how the workers live, fight, clash with the palice or drink
whiskey. It is very dn.ngorom for the paper as & revolu-
tionory instrument of the party. The task is not to inuke
a pnp;r through the joint forees of a skilled editorial
board but to encourage the workers to speak for themn-
selves” (Inh Defense of Muarxism, p. 112)

After five years in the factories the Labhor Action has had
to lurn back te a paper written from the center in which the

\ proletariat as proletarint does not appear,

The concept of the revelution ss a living, developing
process into which the party enters, leading theoreticolly, is
beyond the W.IN At the May 1946 Convention we restated
Trotsky’s position of 1938 developed in accordance with the
world crisis and the ¢luss qtrugg‘le of the U.S, in 1046. It is
not with any pride that we say we had worked it out ouyr-
selves in general before, by o lucky accident, the conversations:
came into our hands, It wns during the period of the great
strikes and we were able not only to take the analysis further

but to place before the party the next stage of tha revolulionary

development of the American proletnriat—the general strike.
Today the gencra] strike is being propesed, cenvassed and dis-
cussed from one end of the world to the othet. The idea of it
ir being discussed and proposed all through the Anteriean Jabor
moyement and the Ameriean capitalist class. Precisely be-
causa it i politically unnrmed, the American proletariat is now
seeking a romd throngh the nation-wide industrial stvike. The
24-hour genern! strike organized from above i2 poles’ remaved
from the genera! strike, the tumuliuous upheaval out of the
very depths of the proletariat, what Engels amd Rosa Luxem.
burg understood to be 2lmost a natural eataclysm. This can
within a few hours alter for good and ull the whole social and
palitical structure of the countyy. That a revolutionary in the
United States can lean back in his chair, blowing sectarian
smoke-rings and be absolutely certain thut this is out of the
question for the United States in the period now ahead of us,
is proof of backwardness indecd but the backwardness of
the revolutionary, not of the proletarint. It is the very poli-
ticnl imnotence of the Ameriean proletnriat, lie the politieal
impotence of the Russian proletariat in 1903 which is driving
it in that direction. But the 24-hour general protest strike,
organized from above, while in genéral of a qualitatively dif-
Ferent nature from the other type, assumes an extraordinary
significunce in the United States today. If one of thesa is

suceessfully carried out, then thia becomen Un surext way hf‘
knitting the vroletnint tugether In it own eouidclotinhons und ¥ ¥
thus foreing the road ta poditicai netion, Al thia two #x Groek ™ 1.
fo vur practicaltsls of the W.P,  They cannit embark upon w3
romprehemaive progeam of proletarinn eduecatlon. They shrink: :*
with terror ap the prospect of the proletnriat deing anythiog 7
without them.  They snver at the Minority's clear and fiem: “"
amtitude on the general strike,  When driven (o the slogan
they put it forwenl as o nuked man dips his we in ice-cold
water, and end with the following, )
“Now we are ouly marking time, or doln
straddle hop,  There are workees who think.thut Jabor
haw become tired out by strikes. Yerhaps so. Bul we cun
wear ourselves out jumping up and down in one place
wzu, The capllalist bosses t.hmk thoy have Inbor licked.
“L know thai is not Lrue, but we've got to show them that
it_is not true, We've got to do semething ehout this anti-
labor bill. l.aber cun defeat this BIlL - That Is a Jitle
something: not enough, but it ig something.” (Labar Aciion,
May 12, 1947}
A little =omething; net enough, but semncthing,

On every question it is the smme. One of Trotsky's greatost o
contribitiuns ro the American party was his insistence for .of -
ovor ten years on the need to adapt the Leninist policy on the:
national question to the Negro problem in the United States,
The American corrades resisted or gnve an nequiesence which ji
wus3 worse than resistunee. Finclly, in 1939 under 'I‘mtsky‘l
carcful sapovvision o policy was anopterl As if by teflex uann,
nu sooner did the - Minority
the ;:as:tion m!optu! uima-.t

a side-

rast of r.hn discussions ‘in vr.maovement ‘and our political,
tlon.. The Minority fought In vain to, stem this tide. The re-
sula is thut the pnrty today s in 2 mesy of nnbdlc\‘nbln cor.-

Irlnrln.. itself, besides heing of world-wide Import.nrce. Thal:f
the Negro qiestion Is part of the natlonal question in’ t.he,
Marxist sense of the term, that Lenin ahd Trotsky and thn—:
early Communist Intornational made invaluable contributfons’ l,:;

Athiz question that are indispenszable for lhe arming of” tlw}m
party, this iz a mpifer for gnoorn and Jeors md mugnt:-r-

the W.P.

The W.P, has gone to the proletariat, hay worked hnrd. it
has gained nothing but disnppointment and disillusionment nml“
ennnot understand why, Trolsky suw the necessity of  thatyd
petty-bourguols buys and girls turning to the' workera, e wa
absolutely' mistaken in his- belief that the W.P, did not w
to do thut. They wented to. They did it. iut they haveS5d,
failed hopelessly becnuse they neglected and grossly mallgned' AN
his Insistence on the highest thenrstical preparaticn of lhu»
endres, When this balonce-sheet was originally envienged, |
was intended primarily for the cadres of the tendency and th
members of the W.P. and .the cducation of the comradas on
the Ameriean experfence. But Marx sald of the national strug-'
gle of the proletaviut, it is national in form only, The be-
lievers in “the democratic illusions” of the masses, the practicali=
realistie onis who oppose the “sectarionism” ard “nbstract
revolutionism” of the internstional leadership ean zea in t.he
.decline of the W.P, thelr own incxorable fate wunlesa they\
change their course. .

V. The Orgunizai'ional Queshon

{a) Opportunism in General

1t is not Trotsky who introduced the idea of clnss into
sorious orgunfzationnl questions, Our movemant is built on

theae ideas, It is the founder of Bolshevism himself who polnt-




tariat trained Ly capilallsm, thmt has been teaching un-
utable intelleclunls Lo, distinguish between the facory ux an
instrument of exploitation {discipiine bnsed on the fenr of
starvation) und ag a fuetor in organization (discipline buscd
on collective work, united under cunditions of technieally
highly developed production). The discipline and orguniza-
tien, which {t it so diffieult for the bourgcois intelloclual
to acquire, are cusily acquived by the proletarian precisely
because of the factory ‘schcol’ Eu: goes through,  Mortad
foar of this school and complete inability to understand its
importance us un o:;gnn:‘zm;z force nre characteristie of
ways of thinking which reflect n petty-bourgesis mode of
life” {Lenin, Seclecved Works, Veol, 11, p, 442)

In 1003, according te Lenin, hostility to a firm centralized
Aiscipline existed in every Sociunl-Democratic Party in Europe
and was charecleristic of its opportunist wing, Dul opportun-
jsm hos not only a social base, u political arientation, and an
organizational theory. I has a logicsl ‘nethod of its own.
You cannot pin epporiunisis down to anything.

“When speaking of fighting opportunism, there is 2
charactaristie feature of present-day opportunisin in every
wphere that must never be overlooked: this is its vagueness,
its diffusencss, ils elusiveness, The very nature of tho
opportunist is such that ke will always try to aveid formu- .
lating the issue clearly and irrevecebly; he will always try
1o find the resultant force, will always wriggle like 2 snake
between two mutually excluding points' of view, he will
iry to ‘egree’ with both and reduce his difference of opinion
to slight amendments, doubts, innocently good. intentions,
ete,, ete. (Selected Works, Vol. 11, p. 455.)

Who do2s not recognize Shachtmon te the iife? A perpetual
obeisance before sbstract principles, serving the same purpose
‘as £ priest’s cassock, esteblishing orthodoxy, But immed-

iately afterwards n veservation for the particnlar case at hund
which hoppens always to be sbsolutely unique.
And finally there are the psychological traits of opportun-

" {sm.

“In'close psychological connection with' their hatred of
discipline there is-ain incessant, whining note of disgruntled-

- wnesy, which can be detected in all the writings of all con-
temporary opportunists in genersl, and of our minority in
articular. They are always being persecuted, restricted,
icl;gg out, besieged and bullicd.” %Selccted Works, Vol.II,
» A [ . B
The .W.P. Majority was always being persecuted, and
bullied by the Johnson-Forest Minority. We mortally offended
‘them by our method of showing them the real significance of
thelr Menzhevik ideas. They complained bditterly. If, they
suld, the pelicy you ascribe to us is really ours, then you should
move to expel vs,” We mottally offended them by “repeating
elementary trotks which everyone has known for one hundred
years” Alasl- Lenin notes that the Bundists were “offended,”
Martov and Axelrod were Foffended” becnuse “they " were
fulsely accused of opportunism.”

And the end? Says Lenin of oll these offended ones:

“Quantity was transformed into Quality. The negation
was negated. All the offended forgot their mutusl equab-
bles, fell weesping into coch other’s arms and raised the
banner of zevolt ugainst Leninism,”

Look at these in the United States offended today] Bureau-
cratic Collectivists and State-Capitalists, Workers' Staters nnd
the. can't-deciders, those for whom the cbjective revelutionary
situation is decisive and those for whom it is not, all have In
comman, that they have been "mortally offended” by Canmon,
and are bended togather under the banner of “anti-Cnnnenism.”

~ They want, above sll, “freedom of criticism.” Long before
1908, Lenin, attacking the Economists, observed:

“The case of the Russian Social Democrnts strikingly
{lustrates the fact gbeorved in the whole of Europe . . .
that the notorious Sreedom of criticisin fmplies not the
substitution of one theory for another, but freadom from
any complete and thought-out theory; it implics eclecticism
and absence of principle.”

There i3 no need to draw the string,

When Trotsky deuounced the Minerity in 1040 as petty-

I3

botirgeois he was nol inventing anything. Jie wos observing
the symplams of a elass alien o the proleturint—the radieul
petty-hourgeoisie. Al this is AB.C. of our movement,
The W.P, will never he able to axplain, it has never asked why
so many of its hasic characteristies, ita very phrasecology, fit
without the slightest need for adjustinent inta the petty-bour-
geois pottern of 40 years ago.

(b) Opportunism in the American Movement

Bul if opportunism. has  ecrtaln general organizational
characteristics, 8 conerete anolysls slways shows them in &
speeifienlly nutional form. 1L was, in fael, the very national
eonereteness of Lenin, In respon:e to the nutionu) circumsinnees
of Rugsiu that projected him into {he leadership of world Bol-
shoviam,

“Of course, the nutionu] peeulinrities of the individual
parties amd e diferent politicad conditions jn the different
countries will leave their impress and mnke German oppor-
tunism unlike French epportunism, French oppartuniem un-
like Italian opportunisnt and Italian opnortunism unlike
Russian opportunism.” (Selected Works, Vol I, p 454)

In Russin, Dolshevism had to attuck Narodnism, Econom-

izm, Menshevism, Machism, currents in the anti-Tsarist move-
ment. In the United States the proletarvisi is approaching the

struggle for the conguest of power without having created or

stimuluted in the petty-bourgesisic or the intellectuuls any sort
of ideology of its own, The dominant ideslogy is bourgeols
ideology. This is not wholly u disadvantage, not at all, but it
poses specifie tasks for the American Parly. Just as the
Ametican prolatarint npproaches the proletarizn revolution

- directly, so dinleetical materialism in the U.S, has rothing be-

tween it amd the petly-bourgevis adaptation of pragmaotism.

Conversely in the United ‘States an énsy slip in the party from . |

u revolutionary ideology to unadulterated pragmatism-is a
conztant menace. Hence Trotsky's pressure for as broad and as
comprehonsive o program as possible of education in the
dialeetic and o] its manifold phases. ) .

Let us now examine the W.P. as jt is toduy, Ia the W.P.
you can jump from political position to polilical position on all
fundamentel. questions, hasing yourself on Trotsky's program
in general ond yet proving that Trotsky was wrong or ‘‘pre-
dicted” fulsely on all the fundamental issues of the day. In
the press, public or internal, the most diverse opinions nie ex-
pressed under the general umbrélla of “anti-Cannoniem™ amd
“anti-Johnsorisni.” Nobody caies particularly. But take eare
to be “honest” and “sinenre.” You can.evade a political issue
lke the theory of retrogression. for three years, allowing it to

‘run rlot in the press and averring thet it is, it is not, it is the

party position interminably. You can abuse the Fourth Inter-
nationnl Jike o fishwife, then say it is the only hope vnd- then
abuse it ngain. So long os yuu are “honust.” T ’

Shuachtman who has lenrned this sincerity culi as he
learns everything else, now has mede his very own what we
may coll “dishoneyty exposed by stolen letters.” Ho discovers -
or haz received a letter from Euwrope which “exposes” the
8.W.P. Ho discovers or has received a letter from Europe
which “exposes” whaot Johnson really said to Stain. At the
next meeting of the P.C, he announces that he has got hold
of u letter “written to five people enly” by Cannon which will
fully “expose” why Johnson went on tour. He will “expose”
the secrot eancus documents of the Johnson-Forest Minority.
Every exposurc of the use of the :nails for dishonest purposes
implies of courze the honesty and vigilance in the publie weal
of the detective. The comrades lap up this Information, take
t seriously, nod thelr heads, and believe that they are building
a real honest Bolshevik Purty. It is nothing but the gosslping
method of a clque elevated to n politicsl method, Shachtman,”
when It suits him, will drop this now Holshevism ns enslly us he

i
- .
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hos embraced it. Bul the membership is helploss before it In
“The Wrang Rond” Shachtmnn ealls for a “high maximum of
frankness and muiual ynderstanding.” Impeccable sentiment!
Presumably it is in pursuit of this high maximum of under-
standing that he se frankly senks all sources of information,
But it is not only the W.P. lendership which is guilty of thix.
The real high pricst of thir new politics is not Shachtman but
Geldman, who brought it fully developed from the S.W.P.
Not only thut. 1L i3 new being recoramended to the political
world, This iz Shachtman concluding hiz “Two Lines on
Unity™: . .
“Right and duty coincide here. But this duty cannot
be dircharged s it should he if there is double-dealing,
duplicily, concealment, super-diplomacy, self-suppression
or suppression hy others. Tt can only be done by the
method we have scrupulously followed—open, honest and
full development of political -poritions, presentation of
palitical positions, confrontation of politica) positions.”
The whole international proletariat is asked to foltow this
example.
“It is a methed 40 be recommended not only to Jehnaon
but to the movement all over the world.”
. Trotsky has pointed out that what the American proletar-

iat needs is social thinking.  The W.P. no doubt will agree

with this as it does with whoever points out what the prole- .

tariat lacks. But where the proletariat does not think socially,
few do, and the revolutionary party -can continue to do so
only hy the most rigid vigilance and concentration, ‘The w.r
has made a cult of the analysis of individual political figures
and not infrequently.in peycho-analytic terms, Rifc in the
party is the individual interpretation of why this or that leader
or supporier of a political tendoncy has the pelitien) ideas that
_ he har. So fur hos this gone that its socizl roots alope ean
explain it. . - B

THE AMERICAN SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT

Nowhere in the world i the doctrine of social equality so
much a matter of both theory and practice as among the people
of the United States. Yet the basic characteristics of American
hourgeois political life have beeri the emphasis on individual
leadership and the organizational inertia and passivity of the
masses: The firat has been the product of the second aud they
have set the pattern of political thought nnd socis! and o~
fitical uction, - .

A receni publication puts in summary Jorm what ean be
read in the writings of all exporfenced observers. Liberty,
cquality, individuaiism are the basic tenets of the Amatlean
-ereed. Yet the Ameriean people associate changes with indi-
viduals. Sectul movements ara rarely Inoked upon as the outcome

of hroad trends and deep forces. Trotsky expressed the same

when he defined. the great need of the American prolutariat as
the need to lecarn sociul thinking., But if you do not think
soclally, you think in terms of 'isms,” of religion, or of dynamic

individuals, This conception of leadership® is looked upon ns so -

natural thet the Americans do not realise that It is a specifically
Ameriesn characteristic. It is nssumed in the United Siates thut
in every group there are leaders who control the attitudes of
the group. (Are our anti-Cannunites beginning to feel uncom-
fortable?) : : . .

The cause of this is the historic inertia and inarticulzteness
of the mpsses, “Self-generating, self-disciplined, organized peo-
ple's movements” are, comparatively speaking, absent from tho
Ameriean historical record. The masses have fought ftercoly
when_the situation needed it, and mass movements have snma-
timos arisea with speed but have generally always died down.

*Nerdless to sny, this concention of Iemlernhi&: hus nothhéﬁ

in commen with the Faselst conception of lea ership whi
i3 u rejection of bowrgeols democracy. The Americun con-
coption {8 an oxpreszlon of “it.

Even in the Iabor movement today, there Is n prevalence “of iE
highly paid sularied erganizers with the relative unimportunes
of the workers themselves, The workers rarely clect ropresentas {
tives from their ranks to Congress, stute legislntures or clty

councils,

THE AMERICAN LEADER CULT

These patterns uro exemplified in American polities and
throughout the whole social structuve. In Northern Europe and
Britain in purticular, polley-making is spread among committeas,
citizens’ boards, ete. which widep mess participetion, making
polities more anonymous and less dependent on outstanding
leadership. In she United States it is centralized in the offices .
of salaried fuictionaries. Rulers of other states have had Jn
pest times thic enormous powers of the President of the United
States, He, however has kept them, wlicreas in other democratie
states they have been sieadily whittled down, Bui while on the i
ene hand thlg is an expregeion and reinforcement of the tendency
to ‘wdlvidual leadsrship, the equelly powerful American sesti-
ment fer democracy and equality expresses itself in the ultimate
controls being in the hands of the musses—they cleet the Presi-
dent themselves nnd by means of referendums and direct voting
on important offices, seek to keep n chock on their leaders.

American political parties do not reflect the interests and
ideals of the large masses of the electorate and therefors the
tendency ie for clections te be fought more over personalitie!
than over programs. o T

Flowing from this general structure there are derivative
charucteristics. There is 2 wide public interest In personalities
and in short-run developments in government and in business, .3
The pelitical leaders ere exposed Lo a ruthless glare of publicity &
and the criticism of opponents. There is & constant offort on
the part of ene set of leaders to diseredit other lesders, The::
perspective in  politics ’and business eenters; predmninn!l_ﬂy
around artuzl happenings, vesterday, today and tomorroiw.
“What eflect, will this minor ayent have? What one person
behind what other person? What iden tas caught whom
Another important chservation is the following. If an ordinary
American faces a difficult situation he resorts to two general
recommendatione, “education” and ‘Jendership.” “Leadership
is less of a conscious ideologien) principle than of o pragmati
‘approich lo thoss activitics which requlre the co-operation of
many individuals.” T . !

+ Tha above, almost in his own words, is the analytical. suin

mary of a learned and expericnced European observer® of the

. American social and palitical scene, an analysis which.he fo\;ﬁa‘~_

indispensable ag o preliminary to the first serious analysls evir %) A
made In the United States of the Negro question, Lk
It i to the credit of Myrdal that he understands, to & degree,
rémarkable for a bourgeois, that this pottern is strletly hiz-
toricul and will be broken. He notes (p, 1044) the hardening. of
the clasy lines and the growing cultural homogeneity of the:
masg, In this metter he is not too far hehind some of the most
penctrating and significant observations of Engels and of Tret;
sky, He expects the masses to Lecome nctive and articulate. “I¢
and when §t comes, it is destined 1o remako the entire nublie
and social life of Amorica.” This is true, more true than he}i

knows or can dream of. Dut, for him, in 1944, there are liitle’d

signs of this yot, The American proletariat for him js stlll back-G5kbry:

ward, Which is one renson why.in spite of many extraordinary
valuabla ‘pages on the Negro question, he comos to such nbsurdl-
politieal eonclusions. Neverthelers he gives an accurate If aunsi]
mary report of the specific national ldeology of the-Americun o
natfon. Precisely because Amerlean i3 what it is, with no Soclals 3%
Democeatic purty, the petty-bourgeolsie ia ridden with thes
prejudices. ., :

*Gunnar Myridal: An Amcrican Dilomma,




" United States, product of the automobile industry nnd the pro- |

- and fnertin with terrific power,

t

To fight these perjudiees Bolshevism st know  them,
must know their theoretics) roots, must consclously ovppose
b them, But It ennnol du this unless it oposes to them, consciously,
I the revolutionary proletariat and ils weapan, the dinjectic. The
revolutionary proletariat in a particwlar country, German,
Frewh, Russiun, develops genevnl proletarian chavucteristies.
But it inherits and tikes over, nlong with many of the viees,
the best qualities of the nation o which it belgngs, ez, in
Geroaany, the theeretical heritage. It caset help this. These
qualitiea are part of the nation, thelr presence {and the absenee
of others) mre the result of profound historical eauses, They
pazs inte ull aspeets of the liYe, action und thought of the
nation, As the political criris appronches they are usually ma-
nipulated hy the exhuusted bourgeoisic for what can only be
reactionnry purposes, ‘Fhe vevelutionary preletarint from its
very position In soclety makes 2 highly progressive use of the
positive quulities and tends to diseard the negntive, The revelu-
tionary theorist consciously does the same.
Nor does this happea all on the day of the revolution, The
vroletariat in cesseless conflizt “with the bourgeoisic tends,

expecially at critical perieds, to become increasingly consgcious

of itself and its own methods, thinking workers first, and in-~
creasing layers afterwards. Trotsky's reiterated statement in
1940 that the prolefariat tends instinctively to understand the
|lmlcctlc is sneered at, and yet unless the vanguard understands
.md believes this, it not only cannot teach the proletariat but
"'cannot learn. Contrary to what Myrdal l.hinks the proleturint
ad already “munde the initinl sten of breaking with the bour-
guoi.-e"pust." That step wag the ergonization of the C.1.0.

"THE PROLETARIAT BREAKS THE TRADITION

- The profetariat here broke.the tradition of mass pussivity
It combined the tradition of
- individual londership with its own ereative muss nctlvity in ome
“of the most nstonishir:g proletarmn movements of moderit ime.t.
-For Trotsky this was no mere organization of an jndustriul
union. For him it was the basis of the Transitional Program
ot & world seale. In the Founding Theses of 1038 he wrote,

' “The unprecedenied wave of sit-down strikes and the amaz:

ingly rapld growth of industrial unfonism in the United States
{the CIO)} is most indisputnble expression of the instinetive
striving of the Amerienn workers to rajse themselves to the
lovel: of the tusks imposed on them by histery (Fouunding
Conference p. 17.) These were not mechanical , rhetor-
ieal, or passing words, Todoy the UAW, the vonguard of the
€10 is n democratic union,. the vanguard of demoeriey in. the

lefarian adaptation of the American democratie tradition, 1% is
a goeial force‘ of immense significonce and power, John L. Lewis
i u representative of American labor within the old American

*" tradition. The signifieani Amerienn Inbor leader jz Waltor Reu-

" ther and the range and depth of hia activities and pronounce-

ments ave & tiny mirror of the forces unloosed in 1936 whizh sre
'steadily gestating another tremendous outhurst, Reuther
leads nothing, he is a puppet pushed from behind, The frervedible
forocities of the factiona] strugygles in the UAW are no mere
struzgle for power umong ambitious loaders and greedy poli-
tical groupings but nre a reflection of the social tensions in the
country, Thay are corrupted and diatorted by traditiona) reforin-
ism at thie stago of its development and by Stalinism, But heve
" during the last ten years, the proletutlan drive against Ameri-
con capitalism and oll its petty bourgeois pragmutie prjudices

“-ara struggling for exprossion. It is u large and difileult theme,
- but only o Marxist of tha mest pitiable chavacter con fafl Lo

sce that the. battle is alrendy- joined Letween the traditionul
United States and the now,
Now which side in this glgantle conflict does the W.P, us
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an organizution represent? To nsk the querlion is to answer it,
1L represents the worst projudices of the Americun petty-bour-
geois ideology which the proletarint, moving to the revolution,
is trying to shuke off. Purticularly since 1945 the W.P, repre-
sents an adaptction of Bolshevism to the ideas of the American
pelty-bourgeoisie. s always the trend ean be seen best In its
most extreme representatives, in this cose, Burnham und Mne-
donald. They brolie most sharply with .merican bourgeois
society, They identifiedd themselves most closely with the Trot-
skyiat, not the Stulinist movement. They have shown the greal-
est resistanee fo the re-acceptunce of traditional bourpeois
society. They da not live in o vacuum, They are signposts, And
very imporiant signposts,

BURNHAM AND MKCDONAL,D-—-TWEN POLES

Tlurnham is the more important. The Amerfcan renetion
against the American preoccupation with the dynamie indi-
vidunl {Founding Fathers ete.} hos taken o specifically Ameri.
van form of econamic delerminism. It hos had enormous peda-
pogical influence in the United States throuph the work of
Charles and Mary Benrd, The voung schonk of sociologists alse
practice it, This cconumic determinism talks about “elass strug-
gle and ¢eenomic forces' but it is blind to the creative forees
of n social class and above all the creative force of the pro-
letariat. Burnhom mey or may not have clung to = soft bour-
geois environment. But all this in neither very proiitable nor,
to teli the truth, very intererting, What is important iz that he

is u very typical representative of thls new sociolugical #chool.

He carries the determinist enalysis to its logieal conclusion {mun-
ugerinl socfety). It is nn impossible position for sn American
radical to stay in. Foced with the threat of Stuliniam, this rep-
vesentative of American individunlism aad the American demo-

cvatie tradition {which is not the seme thing as the BEritish '

parlinmentary democratic tradition) abandons all his ideas and
1uns back to Amerienn Fmperialism. We have already denlt with
thnt, but it is by the analysis of Burnhim as & wpecifically
-lmérican phenomenon that the W.P. cen sce the scclal ruots
of ity anti-Stallnism. This wll enable {t to understand the
uppnrent, insensitiveness of all other contemporary Dolshevik
tendencies, e.g., tha Frenzh Majority, to its horrifying warnings.
Burnham is one result of the zoclnl forces playing upon the.
W.I, Macdonald is anvther significant symbol: Macdonald, also
ex-Trotskyist, also unable to reconcile himself with American
capitalism, has fineliy found religion—"Thé Reot is Man,” the
moral worth of the individual. Macdonald’s absurdities are not
a metter for langhter. He has turned back to the past of ths
nation end a very important aspect of its present, Those po!i-
tica] Aigures who bave capturcd the imngination of the American
people during the post-1929 years havo all presented them-
selves to the notion in morel terma. Franklin Roosevelt will be
known us the nrchitect of the “New Deal” and the “Four Free-
doms” and the “Good Neighbor Policy” and the “Quarantine of
the Aggressor.” Let the political psyche-analyalsta stop analys-
ing people’s souls and begin to analyse politieal phenomenn
instend. They will find that not another Europenn country can
show a recent political léander who presented himself to tho
nution in these terms. Henry Wallaca s second only to Roose-
velt in mass popular appeal and his popular impact is that of
a morality which frankly approaches mysticism. Elcanor Roose-
velt is the socfal worker carried to the Hegeiian nbsolute. The
most dangerous Fascisi lesder was o pricst-—Coughlin—with
his slogan of “Social Justice,” The outstanding labor leader in
popular senthment is John L. Lewls, o BDiblical prophetic figure
couching the class struggle in terms of the harshnesa of the
01d Testmment againat the adaptution -of the Nuw Testament
by which Amarfean lourgeoin lenders presented themaelves to
the masses, Right through Ameriean history you will find ft—
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§r Woodrow Wilson whom Trotsky lnughed at for his “Parish
Sermong” uddressed Lo the werld; before him iu fundamentalist
Bryan of the “Cross of Goll” and the “Crown of Thorns;" in the
carcfully-preserved fietion of Honest Abraham Linceln “'with
malice toward none, with charity toward all, with firmness In
the right,” even in such an apparently insignificant nztional
Iegend s Warhington and the cherry tree. ,

It can be scen in the speeches of Debs, This moralism
stamps the work of 5o serious a thinker as Veblen. It exprossed
itself politieally in tha deeply revolutionary Abolitionist move-
ment which for thirty yenrs abstained feom politivs because
politics was “corrupt.” It is very close lo the surface of any
disarionted American intellectual. Caught between the erimes
of American eapitalism and the to them incurabte passivity of
the masses, these intellectuals express their preoccupation with
ihe moral character of the individunl by their pasglonate study
of puycho-analyris. This is nol an exclusively Ameriean phe-
nomenen. Tha whole of the modern petiy-hourgeois world s
caught in this erisis and Existentialirm in France, the sudden
popularity of Kicrkegnard (philosophically dead for near 2
century) and the emergence of religious parties in Europe as
the sole organizational cumouflage of bourgeeis society, show
the international tendency. But it has a special appeal in the
United States and s special national background. Jt is into this
pit thov Macdonald has fallen,

The céonomic determinisny masquerading as Marxism, tha

' _ preoceupation with “hnnest leadership,” the belief in the pas-

sivity of the masses under the control of leadership, even the
“masses” of the Fourth Intcrnationul, the expaxure of the “im-
snorality™ of the leaders by “publicity,” the conetant appeal to
rank and file prejudices, the need for maximum “frankness" and
wynderstanding” and “duty’ and'all this nauseating, demoralit-
* fng, corrupting, petty-bourgeolz nonsense magquerading us Bol
shevism, what causes all this in the W.P.
the same forces which created Hurnham and Macdonald ?
Doecs the W.P. now recognize itself? Will it explain whut
the American proletarian vanguard has te learn_from the new
politics of Goldman and Shachtman? What will the UAW
militants do but turn In disgust from the articles on unity by
Goldman with his perpetual probing into Cannon's “hunches”?
. What concepiion cun workers have of our mavement? In what
woy are they tuught “sociul thinking?" Does the W.P, in its

organizational roneeptions, idear, by the very facts ¢f its exist-’

ehce represent or reflect the incipient proleterian democracy of
the UAW ns analyzed by us or the worst features of bourgeols
igaology, which the proleteriat is striving to get rid of 7 Tha
whole polities] degeneration of the W.P, becomes fused In itz
orgunizational politics. Tt is B phenomenon Mnique and explic-
abla onty in terms of the national cnvirenrent, without a mass
proletariun party. Ar we huve written: \
“Today the W.P. lives according to the following
evaluttion of contemporary politics: The Stalinist rogime
i burcuneratic-gollectivist, totaliturian, It is ruled by n
cligue which practices the lender-calt, holds down the back-
ward masses, miseducates them by foree und deception, and
“bureaucratically manipulates them. The Stalinist parties
arc totalitarinn parties, They, too, are clinues which practice
. the leader-cull, deceive the backwnrd masses and bureau-
cratieglty munipulate them. The Fourth Internntional ir
led by n clique which is Ju the pocket of X, the leader, who
decelven his followers and bureaucratically manipulstes
them. The S.W.P, Is led by a clique which practices the
teaderocult, nnd burennerationlly munipulates the member-
“ship, The ‘luhnﬁon-l-‘nrout Minority is led by a clique which
pricctlees the iender-cult, mizeducates its buckward followers
and burezucrntically manipulates them. Impliclt, und nol
always only implicit, in this warld-wide unalyzls (s the idea
that i is only becauso hey luck power thu tho Fourth

but. weaknuss before

. The B.W.P, is perfectly able to defend

international, the 8. WP, und the Johnson-Forest Minnrﬁy

linve not completed the degeneration which imposes its
burenucratic manipulations on the backward mass by force.
#Ts counteract these ‘bureaucrncies’ and ‘cliques
Shachtman bhas his ‘eadre’ All types of revolutionaries
are welcome. Thelr rallying cry s not revelutionary activity
for which the backward masses are not sultable, It {s not
the wobilizution of the parties for the task of transforming
themselves Inlo muss parties, For this the small, insignifi-
cant parties are not ready, whatever may be the objective
situgtion, Their sallying cry is ‘dewnocracy.’ Their main .
busifiess s anti-Stalinism_anti-Cannonism and anti-John-
sorism. Their u\:eciﬂc pulitical method 15 expesvre of the
dishoneaty, duplicity and burcaucratic meathods of political
opponents; by this means to effect the enlightenment of the-
duped, deluded and backward followers as to the unrelio-
bility of their leaders, The organizational foree of this po-
litical activity is the ‘cadre,’ the sole, originui cnntrihutr:n
of Shachiman 1o the political idens of the Fourth Interna-
tional, This, stripped of all decoration, {8 the specinl polit- -
cal atmosphere of the W.P."? (Bulletin, May 27, 1947, p. %, 3)
There is no answer. Therg cun’ ba no answer. The pattern

is too complete. The existence of Social-Democratic parties, the -
proleterizn tradition of these parties in Europe, the different .
cluss relations, gave te opportunism in Europe a less concen- -

trated completely worked-out character. But precisely for that
reason the American experience becomes a logical culmination
and a8 quintesscntial worning against all who are deluded

enough to find some regenerstion of Bolshevism in the struggle B

of the W.P, against “Cannonism,'”

{c] "All-Inclusive Party" : .
The W.P. has for years slandered the principler and prflt
tice of the Fourth International all over the world under - th
gulve of exposure of “Cannondsm.” -1t has seduloualy sown the
concepiion that it Is possible for minorities in u party sub-

“peribing to the program and principles of the Fourth Tnternas

tionai to be brutally suppressed without being able to ORpress
their views or to be persecuted for having them.. We shall
oppost these lies and slanders wherever and whenever -they
appesr. Such proctices do nol exist, hava never oxisted, and
cannot exist in the Fourth Internaticnal. They may be tried.
They always fail. We repeat this. Such practices have never.
cxistad, do not exist and cennot exist in the Fourth Internu:

_ tionul! Made as the W.P. makes them, these changes represent

only terror before proietariun discigline, Lhat terror S¥hieh
is being assiduousiy propagated among the peity-bourgeoisie
and the proletariat to confuse the soclalist socicky with total-
itarianism. Let those who deny what we have repeated bring.
forward proof i by thelr silence be exposed as ‘petty-bonrgenis
liars and standerers. - - S
We have steadfastly

refused to “defend Cannonis’m" or the
Cannonite regime against the attackes of the W.P. for anything
that took place between 1040 and 1047. We were not there.

itself if and wheh it
fecls that it nceds defense. But it l¢ our duty to bring to the:
attention of the comrades this fuct, that tha existing documents,.
of both the Majority and the Minority in 1840 prove thut Lhera
wos not the alightest basis for the charge being made today. tha
the Minority of 1040 had been burcuucratically mishandied by

the Cannon-led Majority, This fs not only of historteal Impor- \-

P

tnnee. We arce not intorested in history for history's sake. It ¥

is imperative to stop the mouth of the slunderers. It is neces-
sury to understand why they are as they are today and whi
they refircaent. . N
In his Struggle for the Prolcturian Pavty (1940), Cannon
stutes thut muny of the bust friends of the parly, hearlng thic’
oft-repented charge, concluded that where thero was sa much
smoke there waa certainly fire and & Ifttle self-criticism woul

tio tn order. Cunnon ropied thut the leadetship of the WP, -




wned many faults to which it would have to plosd guilty, but
ureaucratlz mishandling of the branches or the proletavinn
i‘lem_cnm—nnnc whatevar, And the truth is that in all the
voluminous writings of the 1840 Minority, not one single such
charge was cver made. .

This {8 the question which the slanderers nover fuce.
Bureauerncy in the lubor movement consists cssentially of
leadership terrovizing and mizhandling the proletarinn and less
articulate clements in the party, imposing upon them organiza-
tional decisions from above, riding rough-shod over their wishes
and their decisions. In organizations like thess of the Fourth
Internatienal today, such condtict would bring itx own reward—
it would destray the party. The idea that the W.P. stood guapd
ar for that matter stunds guard against the tervorizing of the
runk and file eletents in the parly by the burcaucratie terroy
of Cannor is as ridiculous in theory ns ftdix bnseless in fact.

What then was the charge in 10407 It war not even the
charge that the Minority lenders were ~oxeluded from posts
because they were or gove signs of being un opposition. They
themselves admitted this, They fitled numercus posts.  The

_ chrrge agninst Cannon was that he manipulated a clique which
~worshipped him ax “the leader” and did not give sufficient con-
: sideration and democracy to the other leaders. - Let the splitters
o vspeak for themselves: ’ .
! “All the formal democracy enjoyed by the purty today
. ~—aud it is abundent—is . worse than meuningless, it is a
mockery, if the real policies and the leadership and the
Zregime of the party are continuously determined only by
. au.clinue . . . (without) a distinetive politienl foundutfon.
' ‘Remaval,.of the party control from . . . this clique iz a
“:pre-condition to . . . a. genuine -party democracy snd
., progeessive policy: In place of a lender-cult, not anothev
ﬁmder (we propose none and want none) but a collective
leadership, genuinaly collective, coovdinating and integrat-
“ing by a real exchange of npinion and an efficient divizion
" of Iabor the best tulents of the purty. If there {s one in the
: -party who is outstanding from all others in hix abilities
¢ and devetion and politieal fusight, he will be known and
recognized; but let him be primus fntrn pures—{irst amon,, '
eyuals, In place of ‘reaffirming old positions,’ let ua like
" free and intelligent men uze our mighty programmatie con-
cepts to meet the living problems of history, to foresee 'a_nd
to guide in action. A maximum of branch and loeul Initia--
tivat Camradely education. nnt brutal and disioyal atiacks,
for those in error. A warm, J{ critical, weleome for every
- new idea, even a doubtful idea, not o denunclation for
‘irrenpolmtbility.’ Comradely eriticism, encoursgement,
., help, praise for the vouth—even when' the youth errs on
the siile of cxagreration or over-zealousness. And lot us be
Jlase terrified’ of mistakes, Ounly the daad make no is-
- takes.” (Struggle for the Proletarin Party, p. 203) -
ATROCITY PROPAGANDA -
We eplit alsa? Very well. Wae declare that it was an
i unpardonable ¢rror, The argument remnins.  The buyeaueracy
¢onipluined of wns an oppressien of leaders. = According to its
own confegsion, the W.P., when it split, was still ready to
defend Rugsia if 1t was allacked. {Shachtman in The New
International, April 19040; after the split). The aplit, as the
WP, insisted, wns on the organizational question, Here are
some of the charges: (Quoted from "War nmd Buresucraue
Convervatism®, reprinted fn The Struggle for the Proleturian
o Party) ’ .
- “Comrads . Goldman & 2 prominent supporter of
Cannon. -He himself has éften declared that he supports
the Cannon Jendership and vegime, independently of ugree-
ment or disagreement on policies, During the course of the
resont dizpuie, when the l'pmsumn ol the invasion of Poland
gy the Red Army waa hefore the P.C,, Goldman . . supn-
ported Cannon In feneml. and acted as n ehiel #pokesman
'or the Cannen politienl and the organizational motions, in
apite of the fact that the political wotions confiicted (latly
with his own expressed oplnion.” (p. 267-268)
" Follows unother atrceity-story of some 300 words,
“Consider the way (already duscribed) in which the

mnjority at the plenum ‘endorsed’ the long article on the
'Russinn guestien” Some of them hmd not even read it in
its entim.t(i'; none of ther could posalbly have studied and
usalmiinted It, and the complete document was not even
on hand.” {p. 274) : .

“Phe New York organization hos Leen slpping away
from the Cannon influenee? Luckily, just before a local
convention, Cochran turns up in New York. .. " (p. 278)

Fallows nnother ntrocity-story,

“The Orgunization Committee, discussing the severe
financial crisis . .. After the defeat of the Cannon faction
nt the New York City convention. . . the phenomensl erisis
disappears overnight.” (p. 279) :

“Two other peints were of interest in connection with
this revealing mcident.  Cannun did net go to the back of
the hall—nor dors he usually on such occasions, Why
not™' (p. 2R2)

Here is n questicn which will live in history, Why didn't

Cannon go to the back of the hall?
The S5.W.P. Mujority leaders were sccused of Cannor-
worship. .
. “On organizationg] questions he (Weiss) declured le
had found Tannon right 939 times out of 1000 . . . "
(p. 282)

“A more revolting occurence took pince at one of the |
N.C. meetings . . ." (]p. 243}

"0; more recently and still more revealing . .. ".
{p. 284 . ! ’ '

“It ie because . . . Cannon towers above his fellow
committec members -#s Lenin_toweved above his.” (p.283)

The cultist heve impuyned is IMorrew, B .

“. . . Clarke ended up 2 speech in fuvor of Cannon by

demanding in o loud and belligeront voiee: ‘Doer anyone .

here dare to deny that Caunon is the one vutstanding leader | .
of this party’?" (p. 284)
For some. more atracity-stories: ' .
“We will ilivateate, o . with three decisive examples, -

On New Year's Eve’ of lmst year comrades Dunne and - .

_'(Spmétaht;)of Minneapolis suddenly appeared in New York. .. "
. .The nbove ix what remains uf the “organizationil question”
of 1840, Buy it is precirely this type-of politics that has been
vefurbished since’ 1045 and peddled around the International
for the past two yeats by the W.P. as the authority on Can-
nonite “burcsucratism.” . T

THE BOLSHEVIX ALL-INCLUSIVE PARTY

It takes political expression ns'the “all-inclusive party.”

Yet the whele coneept of the ail-inclusive party, as propagated -
by the W.P, is an all-inclusive fraud, In 1040, the Minority -
wag offered cvery conceivable minority right that could be de-
sived. "Burnham at thai time had declaved thst. Russia was
not a workers' state. He stood for unconditional defeatism,
He stated “I find about 75 per cent of what Engels wrote in
these Intter flelds (philusophy, logie, natural science, and seien-
tific method) to be confused or outmeded by subsequent scien-
tific investigation—in cither ease of litlle. value,” (In Defense
of Marxiam, p. 190.) He aiso said at that time: “Why Marx,
Engels and Lenin believed in dialectics is'a problem for psycho-
logical und historiesl exomination and stands on its own feet.”
(Ibid., p, 108.) In Trotsky's oplnien, the leaders of the opposi-

tion "in their attempts to divorce soclology from dialectical
- materialism and politice from sociology . . .

have brokzn from
Margism and become the transmitting mechanism for petty-
bourgeois empiricism.” (In Defense of Marxism, p. 08.} It
was "u question of nothing more or less thun an silempt to
reject, disqualify and overthrow the theorcticnl foundations,
the political principles and organitational methods of our.
movement.” (lbid) Johnson and others had declared them-
selves unconditionnl defestists, Yet Frotsky had proposed that - -
ull minority tendencies were to bo included In the party with
full vights, partlcipation in .party work, publication of all their.
views nnd Uteravy continuation of the dlacussion in  public,
The 8,\W.P. offered it officinlly, Trotsky backed it with all his
wuthority. Thut would bave béen an “sll-Inclusive party."
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Hut the sll-inclusive party of the W.I., scon In its context,
is nothing more than & continuation on a higher plane of their
origlnal position in 1940, deprived of the hope that democratic
dynamizsm woenld show “bureaucratie copservalism” how o
bulld the party. Convinced of the backwardness of the Amer-
lean proletavist, tervifled by the typically Amevican petty-
bourgeols fear of Stalinism, the W.P, lendership has developed
o theory which is nothing but the purest expression of pelty-
bourgeois radiculism unable to reconcile itseld with the bour-
geoisie, lacking a Socizl-Democratic party which it ean “enter”
and therefove secking a niche for itself in Bolshevism where it
can nourish all its petty-bourgeois devintions undisturbed,

it is imperative to expluin the WP, to the W.P, The W.P.
-lenders, for esumple, believe that their party is a genuinely
demcerntic purly. Everybody can exprers his views, nobody is
Ysuppressed.” In reality, as a revolutionary orgenization, it
i politically the most ULureaucratic condeivable. The party,
aport from the lendership, consists of three layers, o luyer of
-party stalwarts—people who have been in the party for year:,
cannol, think of existence outside of the party, nnd have the
attitude, my party, right or wroeng. They arc Shachtman's
cadre—for the riost part Carterites. They maintain the party.
~It is their party In more senses than they think. Despite their
devotion tha best negative thing that could happen to the party
is that these elements should leave in a body, The second layer
- consists of a younger grouping with similer political ideas as
.the:nbove but mnxious to huild the party. They are the ones
who.have been hardest hit by the degeneration which began in
.:1045, Some of them, misguided as they were, did striking work
in the unions in New York, in Buffalo, in Los Angeles. They
-do not know what to do next, Finaily, Lherc are the men who

“had some leadership in the labor movement ond were losking

~for help, as they saw it—help in the unlon struggle; genuine

-proletarian rank and file types; Negroes; the youth, enger for

~knowledge - and enthusiastic for the revolution. A purty iz n
whole, a totality, but the leadership must, reflect the vanguard
-of the party. Now the socia! vangunrd of the party is-'the
third element, the lerst veeal, the least educated in Marxism,
the most d!ﬂldenb in exprossing themselves among the fust
“talking leyers above, hut revolutionary, sensitive to the muve!
ment of the proletariat and potentially great recroiterr, onze
*they clarify themselves, These represent the mass osutside,
: INTELLEC'I"[TALS AND THE PROLETARIAT
It is precisely here that tha W.P. shows the most buresu.
crotie tendencies. It hos never understood the third layer, never
“listened to them, never learnt anything from them, It hos never

" . been able to see that if these were nlways attracted by what it

called *Johnsanism™- and had te be beaten off from beconilng
. “Johnaonites,” %t was because “Johnsonism” represented whut
‘they and those outside whom they represented sre looking for.

Instead of diving deeper and deeper into Marxist theory, the *

_only way of learning to understand this layer and to appreciate
and translate into concrete polities their abiding and concrete
hostllity to bourgeniz society, the W.F., wilh Lypieal petty-
.bourgeols arrogance, is dominnfed by the iden that for them
everything had to be simplifled and popularized, Its conception
‘of the relationship of the Ieadership te the party is only o
‘purer distillation of what it thinks is the relationship between
the party and the masses, Its Bible hag been Lenin's mistaken
conception in What ls to Be Done that the party alone, the
intellectuala, can bring socinlist consclouzness to the maskees,
“Trotsky took care In his lust book to expose Lenin's error, and
showed that Lenin himself admitted {t, The book shows with
hitherto unrevenled inaight and perspective the dinlectical rela-
tion batvreen leadorship and rank and file from the beginnlng of
Russian Bnlalluv!nrp to its end,

The W.P. leadership had hundreds and hundredx of lhh b
type of \\mke: come in ond go. It tuught them nathmg‘. It"" j

had te be given nnlqniﬁm und the rank and file worker wanted::
the politics of “Plenty for All." Everything, every new idea, came .
from ahove down. The W.P. had to Je this beeause it did not
know how to do otherwise. This i~ the practice that corresponds
to what. it calls “‘the role of the party.” The W.P., eating itself
up asout what Cannun “and his elique” did bureaueratically to
Goldman or to Motrow, does not know that itz whale conceptlon
iz bureaueratle to the lust degree. Argument will do no good
here. Only o party full of “raw worhers” can cure this ton-
derey. With its false political premises, the more strenuously .
it proletarianized itself, the more n fortified its petty-bourgenia =
bureaucratic (i.e. from shove) prejudicea.
If the Johnsop- Furest tendency has been able to inake uny
contributdens to Bolshevism, it hng been becnuse for it the study
of thr Hegelinn dialectic in itz Marxist form, of Marxian vco-
nomics, and of the method of the great Marxist revelutionaries -
i# nothing miore than Intellectual preparation and the pus gim{
of bourgeais ideas in order to ke able to understand and inter- .
pret and vrgeaize the instinctive drive and revolutionary in.
stinets of the runk and file proletatlan and the petty-bourgeols

- but idealistic and eager youth. It is our tendency which rescued

same of the finest elements in the W.P: from leaving the mov

ment ualtegether. On the other hand, without them and wha
tiiey brought into cur ranks irom the proleiarinc outsidé, the
leaders of the tendency would have had merely some “sound
but abetrzct idess and would lave been unuvle to muke 0

most precious  discovery, to see In the mavement. of the
masses tudny the conerete expression of Marx's most nbstmt

eonceptions,
DEMOCR ATIC JUNGLE

Equelly sulf-deceivlng’ is the W.P.'s interminnble nccnantl
against the S,W.P. that it practices the “Jesder-cult.”) In reslity;: jiiiy
the “lendar-cult” in the W.P, iz of the most, peruaiva .and’; ,;.y-
comprehensive type. Tho Johnson-Forest tendency, the B.W.E.,
the Fourth International, have a clear political lino on o
iesuen, Those who, according. to the W.P, dre “friends” or ma‘
*hand-ralaers” at the very ieast express their “friendshi]
for, or raire their hands to, a political Jine. The W.P, has 'no’
policy, neither on the character of “the epach nor the nntum?g"‘l""
of the Stelinist parties nor on Americaz perspectives nor o
the Nogro question. There is most complete "democrncy_
perfect example of = democratic jungle. But in politics. atc ¥
given moment, It is necessary to pay something deelsive, ‘I'-hn
party learns then from Shachtman whah the line Is and- in st

for today., The result is the lender principle £nd clique, politlcs‘

sarried to an extreme dcg'me The W.P. leadership, the WP:.\

mombership have nol I.h"..mul.eut woneepllon of Lhase thinga.q
("Iw.n the perspent.ves of the W.P. leaders, the “all-in luly

cerned with the pnrty not us an instrument of strugg]e for tha‘
proletariat but for the protection, as they suy officially and:
unnﬂ\rlllly “of the ideological life" of minoritiea In t.hia tha

democerats of ali stripes seok to protect the democracy of e!ect!umi- i
and votes in a world gelng to pleces, so lhe pﬁtty-'bourzeqiu_ A
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\,'l'héy nil those they win over are the only ones who have the

¢ leorrect ideax and without them humanity Is lost. In this ridi

i ‘& purely psycheloglenl characterization, devoid of pelitical
., tent and for that reason, n shameful erinme.

‘owlous provecupation, ro inslsted on, they hetray the whole
‘bankruptey of their perspectives, natlonal and internntional,
and the developed stage of their degeneration. For nothing but
. & totalitarian regime, and that not indefinitely, can suppress
the historjeal vindicution of polilical views. Not even the.totul
itarian regime can prevent the living of “an ideological life,"
And nowhare in the world s there so rich an epportunity of
tiving “an ideological life™ ax In the struggle for Bolshavism
against American Imperialism and the =ocial and intaliectusl
prejudices it has fostered,
These words are sharp, We stand hy them. Let all tenden-
« dencits noto this. A genuine Bolshevism Is vigilant against
tendencies to bureaucratic practices or conservetism which con-
stuntly appear in all organizations, not excluding the W.P.
Such critical vigilunes is ‘not only welcomed but encouraged
by any confident and far-seeing leadership especially when this
critienl vigilance comes from the ranks. But the politleal use of
accusations of bureaueracy by the W.P., a ‘practice rooted in
its false politics, hes attained a pitch of frenzy and fetishism
in the Inst two years which has polsoned party life in the United
States and will continue to do so for a long time to come unless
there is a concefled effort at rooting it out. Of thiz perversion

1" of the term “‘bureaucratism® the Johnson-Forest tendency is &

mortal enemy. We know its roots and we huve sesn its conse-
quences. And we have subordinated and will subordinate any.
legitimate complaints. or doubts that we.may have nbout this
or that precedurs in our WMovement until this canker ix de-
Stroyed. ‘ .
The more experienced leaders of the Johnzon-Forest ten-
“..deney know this canker for what-it Is. When we soy that it
_-hua poisoned the movement in the United Siates we know what
. ‘we'are talking sbout. Our own ranks have steod up ngainst this
barrage with remarkable loyalty to the principles and methods
" that the Jeadership put forward as. a guide. Bui it would ba
idle to belicve that they have not been aifected by what hos
affected the whole Amerlean moveinent from one end 4o the
other, Anyone abroad, group or tendency, who does not lend
his ali {0 clearing away this miasma {5 only piling up
obstuvles befween the American revolutionary movement and
fha prolelarint. For some of those nowly.comn into the move
ment, the term Cannon is as synonymous with the term “Can-
nonite buresucracy”.as the name Stalin is synonymods with the
- term. "Stalinist bureavcracy ® Of the Stalinlat-burcuueracy it.is
‘i waiel n Teust, that % prevents the progress of the permanent reve-
lution at home and nbroad, For two years, the W.P. has nevor
said, not once, that the existence of the “Cannonite bureaucracy”
- impedes the building of the party in tho United States; It is
con-

Thé Johnson-Forest tendency has declar® itself in regard
to the perpetun! charges of bureaucracy made by the W.P,
against the S,W.P. Wo have taken a rigid attitude to it.  We
reprint here for the gake of the record What our sttitude hus

- been. .
L “The W.P. docs not unduly coicern itself with problems
such as Hansen’s article on Cannon and controversy in
“the 8, W.P, about the rights of intellectunls to eriticlzo the
party nud the publication or non-publication nf letters,
7 etes It does not give the slightest credence to the concep.
- tion that & party cannot be buile with Cannen, It Is confident
~ thai it Cannon or Cunnonism or unr other individual or
} tcndcncf stands in the way of bullding the Fourth Infer-
. natjonal In the United Stutes, then the revolutionary cadres
«dn both the W.P. and the S.W.P, will eithor defeat such
" Individuals or tendencies or therchy prove their lnubilitﬁ
. to defeat the bourgeoisie. Tho W.P, makesa its main attac
on Carnon's rogimo its rcfusal to enter honeatly into fusion

i
- negotintions, This refusal betynys -itx staltifying monolithic
eaneeptiong, The W.P, recognizes that the mere acceptince’
of fusion Letween the twn parties woull sirike a death
blow at the monolithie eanceptibn, All othey prenccupations
are subordinate, dirorient the membership of both parties-.
and strengthen the Cannonite mireducntion in the rank and
file of the S.W.P. on uaity.,” (“The Tusk of Huilding the
P;}Ehevlk‘ml;nrty." Convention Bulletin No. 3, March 28,
Pz ’

Our attitude on this matler has hean one of firm absten.

tion. 1t is possible and neecssary now, however, to coneretize

this. Qur cencretization however, denls not with the S.W.I byt

with the W.P,
CHARITY BEGINS AT HOME )

1. The W.P, for three years kept the political analysis of

the Ruasian stute by the Johnson-Forest tendency out of the

pages of The New International and tne internal bulletin, Even

the ofer, after & long period of continuous exeuses und evasions,

to print In the internai bulletin, was confined to eight type-
written peges. After six months had pasced and even these
eight peges were not printed, the tendency then withdrew its
document. We kcpt this piece of “bureaucracy” fully docu-
mented, : .

2. In 1945, the Majority officially made it clear lo Johnsoh'

that if he insisted on the publication in the New Internctionnl
of his article against the LK, D, without moderating “the tone,”

Shachtran wowld yeply in u manner that would make it jm-

possible far Joknsen to remein in the party, The original article
i¢ available for whoaver wenis to see. Nothing in it faintly ap-
proaches thé abtise heaped upon the Foucth International month
after month in, The' New JInternatinnal by the LK.D, In fact,
Johnson's article had no abuse and merely characterized tho
LK.I. as petty-bourgeois revislonists of the worst type that
the movement hac yst seen. Because politieal positions botween
the Majority and Minority had not been made clear, Johnsen
decided not o fight the issue at that time and changed the
ariicle. ) v ’ .

3. Before 1945, Shachtman, in pfivate and in public, re-
peatedly made it clear to the Minority that ho wonld prefer

them: out of the party. In 1945, howoever, the W.P. leadership, .

recognizing the failure of “democrntic dynamism®, turned from -

polities to arganization and begen 4o smocth Uhe way for the
S.W.P. Minority. Then suddenly the presenca of the Johnson
Minority “with all its differences” became one of the brightest
Jjewels in the crown of the W.P,

Oniy & few memhors of the tendency itself knew all this..

Muny members of the Johnson-Forest tendency have known of
these incidents only recently. The leaders of the tendency did
not spread them around in the party. In our organizational
resolution of 1946 we wrote baldly in a dozen words that ro
Minority be invited to leave the party. The Mujority pretended
not to notice this. We had Included it merely to sifoguard
ourselves, for despito the new hondymoon period initinted by
the unity negotintions, we did not Lpow what the future would
bring. To Shachtman's porpetunl attempts te involve Johnson
in an attack upon “ihe bureaucracy” of his regime, we invar-
inbly replied; “The term burcaucracy ss you use it s n
application ecither to the SAW.P. ar the W.P. We de not belieﬁa
the ‘regime’ of the S,W.P. is very bad and we do not bellave
your ‘regimo’ is very good.” .
Ouyr attitude ta the question of regime is therefore one-'8f
long stunding. It was not invented in order te be “ohsequioui”
to the S.wW.I,
up to it in the W.P, itsclf despite sovere provocation, T
Wa ask thoso who aro following this controversy to declaye
openly where they stand and why, We have been voticent on the
mntter. We shall be s0 o longer, We ure not, “defunding” tho
8.W.P, Wo hrvo seon the offect of nll this on our own member-

Wo have sl ~Junl ‘enough Lo show that we fived |

e
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ship. We have tried to educate them alung the following lnes,
\We spy to them: ]
“Your pelitienl positions are safe and wil] bo tested by
history and by an ovganized exchange of cpinjon, 'The present
_situation in the United States demands that you cease {o con-
cern yourselves with the perpetual inner-party polities and
attompts to win people from one group of Trotskyites to on-
other. That is the ingrown, scctarian approach which is the
haritnge of the propagandist past and a sign of bankruptey
tefore the needs and tasks of the proleterint and the party
today. Turn your minds outward. The 8.W.P, kas a proletarian
base which has aecumulated years of experience and knowledge,
Make it your main business to get Lo krow them, fearp all you
can from them, coninct the proletarint with tiem, learn and
cvaiunte their past experiences with them, test your own cx-
periences and ideas with them, Disabuse yoursalf of the idea
thut your iask is to find out how far they differ with you on
our theorctical estimate of the American situation, perspectives
and tasks, Avoid theoretient conflicts. They are shesd, o multi-
- tude of them. A party of a few hundreds enn become a party
of thousands and then o mass party only by perpetun] eonflict,
groupings and regroupings. The real conerete conflicts in the
_ American movement will begin when there ore some thousands
of workers in the party. Nobody Xnows who will be on which
- side and what will be the sides. These confliets will come. What
is required now is to get rid of the heritoge of the type of con-
flict represented by the 1940 split and by Goldman and Morrow.

- V - -
- - YI. Perspectives in
{a} S.W.P. and W.P. ,
Shachtman is beside himself with rage that we ns a ten-
dency are cereful what we say in regard to the S.W.P, and how
- we sgy it, Our bold Bolghevik conviders all this “capitulation”
- and “obsequivusness™” ond raises his cohorts to admire his finm
- intrangsigeant Bolshevik mian, the fearless manner in which he
gets hold of private correspendence, the Leninist audacity with
which he publishes it, the loving mutual trust and confidence
-and understanding with which he and his eoileagues mutually
-and frankly sgree to disagree on every important political ques-
tion befare the inovement today, ) :
' For our part we have been awny from the S.W.P. for
seven years, Wo have hod our own expericnces. We are elarify-
ing them by ourseives, among other reasons because we do not
:wich the impact of ouv views on the International {o be weak-
-ened by aceusations of dark mancuvers, congpiraey ‘and collu.
sion, charges which constitute the main political stock-in-trade
of the W.P. This is our balance shuet with the W.P,, our ex-
periencas, our’ anslyses, our views., Wa are writing no bulunce
with the 8.W.P. We propoase to deal here with the SW.P. only.
‘insofar as its politieal and organizational activities aMected the
develapment of the W.P. and our strugglé in ft. Shortly after
this appears, we hope to be members of the S,W.P, Under thess
circumsianees we have the responsibility of being guided in
Aanything we say, or in saying unything at all, by the needs,
Interests, and discipline of the parly to which we shali Lelong.
Let the W.P. yelp and howl about “capitulation,”
. During tha stiuggle of 1940 the SWP supplentented the
. . comprehensive analysis and method of Trotsky in edequate nnd
somotimes permanently valusble fashion. In particular, Can-
non's document, The Struggle For n Proletarian Party iz nn
sutstanding contribution to Amerfean Bolshevism and from its
very concreleness, to Bolshevism in general. We recommend
" it to all the comrades of the movement, nt homo and sbroad,
But the S.W.P. hus made some seriuus mistakes, not
errora of fact or exnggeration but political ervers, It has mode

“Against the perpelunl playing sbout with fyndamaentaly
which charueterlzed the W.P. Majority we hnd one tak,’
canstanl buttle over principles, n perpetunl suspiciousness and
hoatility {o thelr Menshevik tendencles. In the unified party "
tha task Is cntirely different and demands a new orlentation on i
your part. The S.W.P, is a proletarizn tendency. It will ne '
your parly, its.leaders your lenders. The greatest danger for -
you is o be nervous and sensitiva for the signs of this bureau- .-
cracy which has played so greet o part in the perverted political .
life and conceptions of the W.P. But some of you have seeret .
doubts pbout bureaucracy. Remumber this, The constant aecy-
#utions of an uncontrolled bureaucratism levelled ngainst the
S.W.P. by the W.P. is an attack not sgalnust Cannon as they
think but on the mambership, the revolutionary vanguard in the .
United Stutes, who are considered so blind, so dumb, so hureau-
cratized that they cannot sce what has to be tuught them by -
the W.I. Any eomplaints about bureaueracy must coma from the '
5.W.F. membership, its rank and flle, When they talk abont .- |
burenueracy, ‘it wili mean something. All other fury aboui burs -
caueracy is a sign of political stupidity, political ingensitive-
ness, political bankruptey and the sure reod to politics] saicidé,.
The members of the John=on-Forest tendency must shun it for: .
the Menshevism that it is” . ' -"

This, in every possible way, we have taught the mémbe_'
of our tendency. We helleve that they have grasped it. Hon
forth the mafer responsibility for their Integrstich inte

_SW.P. rests not with us, but with the_ S, W.P. majority:

the United Stales.

thom from the very beginning, hae never abjured them; and
these have vitally affected.the American experience. o ERE
The S.W.P, in 1040 balioved that'the Minority represanted S5y,

& group uf petty-bourgeois who werg afraid of the stﬁgﬁéi;f?%—;{?
faAnre

againgt American imperialism in war Hme, The SW.P, leaddis: ';5-:

‘ot only sald go.in the unbridied verbal polemdc which nccois?

panies a sharp faction fight, but- wrote this over and over
again, Thus Cannon in his spesch on the Russian Queation._{it».
the very beginning of th dispule October 15, 1839 dectared:;
“Defensists at homs were dofeatists on Russia. Defonsists ‘on'
Russin were defeativts at home)” ¢Strugpls for » Prolatarinn
Party p. 212.) This was on October 15, 1839, Summarlzing thes
perspectives In the Fourth International of May 1940 -the
S.W.P. wrotu: i :

“Tha intetnnl fight was imposed upon_the parly by the
‘war, Dizorignted by the war, or rather by the approach ‘of
war, 1 section of the leadership turned their backs on the
’ngrnm, which huad been elaborated in years of struggle
n_preparation for the war. Overnight they forgat the
pringipies which they had defended jointly with us up to .
the very day of the signing of the Hitler-Stalin pact.
These soldiers of peace hnd evidently assimilated the ideas
of Bolshevism only as a set of li{erary formular, They
wrote endlessly, and sometimes cleverly, In faver of them,
But the moment the formulas were put to the test of life
—or tather the thrent of such a test, for America has not-
yet ontered the war—the literary exponents crumpled mis-
crably and shamefully. And with smazing speed.” (The
Struggle for a Proletasian Party, p. 248)) ‘ R
Tha S,W.P, made direct organic connection between thal:
Russion question ‘and the war guestion. Yer whan ofelsl;
opinfon began to shout for a war in alllance with Russia, _th{a;.
W.P. upposed both the war and Russla. On the role of Rusainiiis:
in the war, and efter, the W.P.. has become more than, swissi=
convinced that ovonts have justified ity position in 1940, Th;:fE
no doubt, the S,W.P, and the International understand. But ‘3t 3y
Is impossible to bolisve that the International understands- all v
that Ia Involved when in his article on Foladd(Faurth’ Tator,y::

natlanal, February 1947) 2 leading writer of the Movereirt




* couiy’ make the inexcusable blunder of repeating 1940 all over
syun und prophesying that Shachtman’s position on Polund
wouid lead  to the support of the American democracy in the
coming war.

The W.P., having shoken off Burnham without a tremor,
controry 1o the expactutions of the SW.P., went its way full
of conlidence breause the S.W.P. scemed to be attacking, nol
the W.T, but a fignent of jts own imagination, Thiz confidenee
was cnorinously increased by certain actions of the S.W.P. ou
this very war questien. The S\W.P. fnfled to make a furmal

“eclaration of oppesition nt ihe beginnhig of the imperialist
war. Jt pul forward a theory of telercoping the impeninlist war
with the anti-Faseist war which shocked the comrades of the
W.P. immeasurably, Shachtinan ot the time handled this with
firmness, moderation and good sense. We recommend to him
the same qualitics in tresting this question in the next poriod.

The second setious crror was in regard to proletarisni-
zation and the building of the party. The S.W.P., and here
Trotsky was equally in error, believed that the W.P, was
afraid of the hard task of penctrating inte the workers" mifieu.
The S.W.P. continued to belicve this when e\'cry shred of evi-
dence pointed to the contrary.

THE POSITIVE ACHIEVEMENT OF THE W.P.

No party of the Fourth International, none ever sought
te proletarianize iiself more intensively than the W.P. It has
worn itself out tryinz to build a party among the workers,
Day in and day out it has maintained a firm class dine. It
turned itz back upon the petty-bourgeols intellectuals. It has
maintained o smoothly functioning organization for =several

. years hy devotion, saerifice, tenacity and organizatinnal skill.
“This i3 no wean achiovement. The lending staff has shown it~
" sell tho absolute oppasite of purely literary tendencles. it has
“ been ready at all times for hord day-to-day work in the nro-
letaripn miliew, in the pmvlnm. How to build the party has
'dammatec_[ the organization fram first to last, particularly: be-

. twean 1940 and 1945, when jt began to doubt itself. [t was
only impotence which turned it back to literary and Internation-

-8l polemica‘and “the bureaueratic jungle™ Its failure therefore
has been a politicsd fuilure, o faiture of itz political concep-
tions, in the . United States. Yet most of the polemics of the
8 W.P. scemed fo be directed apainst what it eoneeived the
W.I. to be in 1940 and not as it concretely developed over tie

. yesrsa, - '

. Why were the mistakes so serious and why were they made

In the first place? The answer is of national and international

-importance. Today the whole international struggle is on o
.. far higher plane than it was in 1914, Bolsheviks like Xamenev
could waver on the policy of defeutism in 1914, In 1938 the
“vayious ovrganizations of the Internationnl stood firm down
. almost to the Inst rank and filer. The attractive power of
imperirlism had deciined Lelow zero, To have expected the
“W.P. to copitvlate to the wnr was o false analysis not so much
: - of the W.P. ns of our epoch, From thiy a conclusion of inter-
‘nationn! importance ean be drawn, In our day (tomorraw it
“may chunge) but in our day epperinnism in the revoelutionary
ranks dues not express itself on the war question as it did with
“the Svcinl Democracy in 1914, Imperlalism -and its reformist
/supporters are too discredited. The firmest opposition to the
~war ean be accompanled or followed by the crassest’ oppor.
unism on the question of the revolution,
. If this Ja true everywhere, and wo believe that it is, it
wag particularly trae in the United States. The ohjactive situa-
ton"iu tho United States afforded ne intermediate bridge be-
Jtween a revelutionary tendeney and the Democrntic Party of
" ‘Radesvelt, Rileo, and Rankin, Not merely their subjective
- qualities nmi the long tralning of tho Fourth International,
oth of which we would be the last to uiderestimate, but

]

objective rlaw amd palitieal relatlons in the United Stales help—
ed to kewp {he Workers Party on the correct path. The declzlva
socin] and politienl fenturp of the United States governing all
zxpects of iLs Jife, includiog s intellectuni 1ife, is the nbsanre
of a mass %cm! Democratic Party. Jt is the source of the

- greatest weakness to DPolshevism but & source nlso of its

greatesy strength, ln 1141 there was no social or political
temptution to social patrictizm or reformism, Not only neg-
atively but positively this absence gave sdvantuges, The eh-
sence of the mass political parly compelled o rc\olutionnry
tendency to go to the proletariat in the process of production
itself, Therc wur no other way of msking contuct with the
workers, Finally when Shachtwan in 1945 realized that "dem-
veratic dynamism™ had fafled, being a revolutionary in the
United Stutes, the only road that lay open wns the road back
to the S.W.P. Al this is rooted in the conditions of the United
“States. These are the conditions under whichh Ametican Bol-
shevism functions and which must dirtate strategy.

By 105, contrary to expeclntions, the S.W.P., like other

terddencies iu the Fourth Internutional, hud not beceme & mass
purty. Contrary to all expeelations of the S.W.P., the W.P.
had not disintegrated, Far Lrom it, 14 had shown an cxceptionpl
vitulity, It was neceswary lo incorporate these valuable, ox-
perienced cowarzdes, or'ng mdny as possible, into an orgnzﬂzu-

. tionsfor their own sake. Secendly in s‘.lf-defense it- was nee-

‘ensary to do so. Tha wretchod ovents of the 1ast twt years a];u'w-
this. In 1045 the situntion in the W.P, waa ripe for interven-
tion. The comrades were dissatisfied with the result of four
years'-work and were Jooking for a lead. Where could they
ook but to the SWV.P.7 Thay looked to the S.W.P. At that
time the S.W.P. wan thought to be. growing by leaps and
hounds. Its proyress was the suhjoct of constant dlwuasion
and if not discussion, eareiv] observations by the most thpught-
ful members of the WP, The Militant began to be read angd
discussed and compnred with Iabor Action, a fact which hos
been registerad in party - decuments.. Many comrndes of ‘the
W.P. in 1046 were reintively unprejudiced, S%me of up were
very sympathetic to the S.W.DP, but the mort sohar, édreful
reading of The Militant failed to show any distinctive differ-
ence In the treatmont of the Americun question, In fact during
the G.M. strikes there wns deep dissatisfaction in the W.P.

“with the way the porty had reacted.” The WP lnademhip,‘

politienlly volatile, can sometimes make a quick’ response {o &
situation, just as the Mensheviks in Russia used to; only like
them ‘to lapse sfterwards into pessimiswi. The W.P: leader.
ship made a serlous effort to meet the situation. W.P. mam-
hers, still searching, looked carefully at The Militant. It was
uidely noted and commented upon that after its bad beginning

on the G.M. crisis, the W.P. ptess showad distinct advantages,

In this period Shachimun declared that The Militant was revs
olutionary on Siam, Cevlon and all over the world but did not
rise alove the trade unien level on the Amerlean Question. W
can testify that this was neither a gibe nor o sneer. It was a
serfous evaluntion at a timo when ‘serious evaluntions were
being made. The W.P., half in self-defense and half in goneral
interest, made 2 eareful examination of the numerical strength
of the S.W.P.. lts union policles were subjected to a serious
serutiny by members of the W.P, who hnd experience in the
unions. They genuinely opposed the S.W.P, policy. But during
all this, the S.W.P. continued to denounca the WP, in terms
of 1949,

RIPE FOR INTERVENTION Lt

The whole Goldman-Morrow enmpaign for unity, the Gnld-
man split, the intrigees and mencuvers zurrounding it savo'
terrible blows ta the moral and the politieal development of
the W.P. nnd its attitude to the S.W.P. The refusal of the

R T L P AP UL LTSS L

-

1.

[ZP

- Py

A A L Y

ST it

TPt Sd k]

o




T ST : o I
G T S VR HT S SIS SR I AP F I TS S AT

22

SW.P, to tuke n clear poalifon gave Shachiman free rein for
his campaign on “the buresueratic Jungle” nnd the “unigue
contributions” of the W.I, In regard to foreign polities, The
SW.P. fell headiong into the snare. First it refused to coun-
tenanee tho pozsibility of unity. Then it entered jnto unity
discusaicns without making any definite pronoungenient. Then
it broke off the unity discussions and entered into vislent
polemics with the W.P. nbuut abl the disputed guestions, all
except the ene question on which the W.P. was putently bank.
tupi und on which its lewdership lenrt wanted discussion—the
building of the party in the United States. As Jate as the
summer of 1M6 the S.W.P, issued n viclent attack upon the
W.P, consisting of many thousands of words, But on the
Amerienn question the differences pointed out were wild alte-
gations about the Hoheminn, anarchistic charncter of the W.P.
fn tho unions, and the erimes of the W.P. in not supporting the
candidates of the A.L.P., Frankensteen in Detroil cle., inei-
dents about which there could be arguments on-both sides and
which wern obviously vastly inflated aut of their real propor-
tons,

The S.W.P. promulgated a theory of a politically homoy-
~eneous party which does not stund examination either from
. Marxist theory, the history of Bolshevism or its own attitude
-in 1940, Suddenly it tore this theory to pieces by its proposals
_Yor unity which enabled Shachtman to say that the new party

-would be even wmare all-inclusive than the W.P. beesuse it.

. would include the tendencies in the W.P, plus those in the
SW.P. Under the undoubted provacations of the W.P., the

S8.W.P. ropeated the mistakes of 1945, declared once more that it
proposed to diseuss all over agnin the political issuea which

.. hatl been discizssed ad nausenm. {n other words it layed once
more into the hands of the W.P. Teadership. The result is a

.horrible confusion in all ranks as to what exactly constitutes
a Bolshevik purty, and the Fourth International in the United

States presents a demoralizing spectacle, of ruspicions, antag-

cnisms, vacillations and confuslon which

decline from pgevious standarde.
Never, did the S.W.P, rcognize the concrefe positive

achjevements of the W.P, and iis perpotual presccupation With.

the problem of building the party. IL offered nothing to the
posiiive elements in the W.P, as o whole, It saw only Shachi-
mon's “unique contributions” which 23 we have pointed out,
exercised little attractfon for the W.P. membership, Tt carried
on the discussion solely on that plane, Worse still, cven when
the- Johnson-Forest Minority appeared. in the W.P., an oppu-
sition attacking these very "unique coptributions” in tha most
fundomental manuer pogsible, the §.W.P, jgnored it. The S,W.P.
read the convention documents of 1948 in which the Johrson-
Forest Minority gave an extremely bold indication of its posi-
tion on the fundamental throretienl issue underlying the 1940
split. Orienting not only towards unification on paper but uni-
Tiration in method, we anulyzed all tendencies as parts of the
prospective whole, and made. comparisons hetween the two
parties which have never heen made by any minority which did
_not contemplate a split. We condemned the Goldinan-Morrow
faction for its course. Then came the firat intervention of the
S.W.P. It was purely organizationnl, an intimation that in [Its
opinion the Johnson-Foresy Minority shouldt split feom the W.P,
" We protested agoinst thls both for fts national and international
impllcations. The protest has been justified by events.

What was needed? What is still needed? An unreaerved
acceptance of the unity proposale, some comprehensive amd
mere eoncretised plan such ns Trotsky had worked out [n 1940,
theoretical intransigeance and organizationnl flexibility, coupled
with the thesis on the Ameriean Rovalution, would have put the
“orgunizational quustion” in {ts place, ‘No such policy wus

. fortheoming,

-
i
¥

represent a grievous

As for us the conception of the homogeneous pa:;ty a[feef;
the 8,W.P,, we nre quite unperturbed, Ax we have ulways in-
sisted, the mere fact of unity would have deprived the homo-

geneous combui purty conception of all monolithle conrola-"

tions, Least of all, were we disturbed by all the lamentations
und hend-shuking of the W.P. at the “docllity” of ths S.W.P.
membership. A party which zat quietly through Shachtman's

sdvorney of the retrogressionist thesis, watched it flower for -

years in The New Internationul, culmly accepted his opposition
to it, and now in all probubility will accept it again, all with-
oult & murmur, cannut sgitate us aboui the way the S.W.P.
membership accepted “no unity,” then accepted “upity”, &ll
“et the command” of the Jeadership, We are concerned here
with the reinforcement that ‘the concept has given to Shacht-

il
S,

mun's false politica and his double-tulk campaign for the “all- N

inclusive party”. .

A POLITICAL BASIS FOR UNITY

. The Johnson-Forest tendency from the beginning “resked -
its nttitude toward unity on the objective situation in the A
United States. We append here our resolution on unity which:

we presented to the 1946 Convention. We placed it, of set pur-

rose, in our Awmericon resolutisn. For us, unity has never been

an organizntional question but a quesiion rvoted in the ncedz

of the Ainericun Revoiution, i
“The nature of the coming struggles and the difficul-

tler and opportunities that face both th¢ American prole- -
taviat and.the revolutionary party in the United tales .

Fourth lnternational. - i .
“The division between the two organizations is A causo
of seandal for the Fourth -International in the United
- States, confukes the proletariat, and diverts the cnergy
and attention of the membership, S
“Unity is needed so thas the Fourth Intornational may
tuke advantage of the possible formation of an Independent
Labor Party., Experdence in Europe "has proved® to the
- Trotskyirt movement the difficulty of, persuading workers
of the arganizational conelusfons of Boilshevism unless, the'
revolutionary party is of rufficient force to-mttract. tham.
Experlence has also proved the necossity of & strong .Bo|
shevik nrganization. to resist the attrastive power of 2 masgs'
Labur Parby. .
.. “In n few months the two organizations will be J)ub'-
lishing between them the equivalent of u four page daily
poger in the Urited States. Around the organization of
such a tremendous wealpon of tho class struggle, there -i5 .
the poseibility of rapidly ereating a political organization
which will stamp sl upen r.ic consciousness of tho
Uinited States as a serfous contender for leadership.of ‘the
vevelutionary proletariat.

“"The greatest obstacle fn the path of the development
of the Fourth Internatienal in the United States in talin.
fsm, The greatest blow the Trotskyist movement fn the
United- States can deal the Stalinists is the formation of
a1 united organization, There is emerging In the United
States a general tendency toward revolution which is at
the same time hostile to Stalinism, The Fowrth Interna-
tional in the Unitad Stutes cannot organize, develop and-
expand this tendency as long us it is divided into two
;rmur.-t. The new line of the Stalinists and the diffieulties .
whiclt it creates for the Fourth International are doubled.,:
sd quudrupled by the division between the two organiza-

Lions, ol
“Both the leadership of the Workers Party and tho o

Socinlist Workers Party pos

ganizational .terms, whereby

their im

proletarint and the g

organization. The Suciallst Workers Party, in particular,

by vle\\‘tuﬁ such successes a8 it may gain in relation to the 1 sykdety

Workern Purty and not in relatic

proletarint, betruys eriminn! and =

unprineipled muneuvers of the Socialist Workors Party iny
rogard to the question of Uui:.‘y betrays tho secterinn. fags s
tlonalism of the old propagandist cirel

Lo understand the needs of the American proletariat
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" -the Nationnl Committee?

“The only sevious burrier (o unily, the problem of Lhe
hurmonious turctioning of two organlzations with differ
ent politica] views, i in e lust wnnlysis (o be solved by the
prolotaviat. Both orpaniantlons recopnize o theerv ool
practiee thuat the success of the Fourth Internutionnd is

. raoted In the maintenance of clusest contact with the pro-
letarint, The safepuard for the muinteninee of un[tf;
against irrespousible factionelism in bl parties is growt
of the revolutionarvy purty correspondence with the op-
portunities and resporgibilities which witl be presentud 1o
it by the mmreh of the American proletariat toward the
socin] reveluticn,

“In its rendiness te saerifice ils independence and
subordinate its political line to the majority in a wnified
organization, the W.P, shiowy the genuineness of its claima
to Jeadership of the American proletarint, Under ihe cir-
cumstances, however, ils first task is o build ixell a inues
huse in the Americn prolelerion vanguund, Bul sl the
same tinte, it will miss no legitimatle opportunity w pose
Lefore the Fourth Internationz] In the United States and
the American proletarint the ohiective neressity for unity
and the reactionary role played by those who stamd in its
way.” (Resolution on the: American Question, PFelb, 25,
“1946 p.40-41)

In essence that waa ocur position on unity from the first
day, nnd all succeeding events have strengihencd it. Shachtman
has recently contributed substantinlly to the failure of the
unity negotistions by his pecullar political conceptions which
we have sufficiently apalyzeid, On sceaumt of this apalitieal
rmethod, he has never heen uble to make any serivus anaiysis
of the S.W.P. policy on unity nor go beyond interminable spou-

_ulations into Cunwon’s character and motives. 3t is one of the

greatest erimes of the W.P. leaders that for them all politieal

.+actions of the SW.P. are to be explained only in terins of some

evil machinations ar cwpirical political needs of the urch-con-

aphretor and maneuverer, Canmon, We oppose this devil theery .

of polities rvot und branch, The disgusting probing into Can-

' non's “hunches” which charucterizes Goldman®s articl> on unity

in the New International (Jaly, 1947) constitutes the very dregs
of polities, For us the attitude of the S,W.P, on unity ia u
question of politieat exanination of political policy within the
 Ameriean environment, :

{b) S.W.P. and the American Reévolution

No serious volutlon to the unity question can be sttempteil’

" untit-some serfous nnalysis ia estublithed on the rele and the

sttitude of the S.W.P, to unity, It Is-in our wview, u strictly
politicn] question-and in it is bound up much &f the past und
future of the movement. : i

The key document s not the voluminous and for the most

- part wearisome documents on unity. It is the speech of Cannpon -

at the Novembor Convention of the S.W.P. entitled “The Com-
ing Amevienn Revelution™ In it eceurs the fellowing pastags:

s “Anpther question may well be asked: What is new

fn the ‘Thests on the American Revelution’ preschted by

o “In one sense it ean be sald that nothing i new: for
.all our work has Leen inspived by, and all struggles with
‘opportunist tendencies have been derived fromy, a firm
confitlonce on, our part in the coming victery of the Amer-
fean workers.

“In another sense It enn be suid they everpthing is
new; for in the theses of the Nantionnl Committee on the
-Americun Revolution we are now stating, explicltly ond
vonerately, what hox nlwaya been Implied In our fizhts
with opportunist organizutions, groups and tendencies over

- yuestions. which were derivative from this main outlook of
ours. :

“#That has Leen the underlying significance of our
long struggle to Lulld n homogencous rombnt purty That

« hus bae the meaning of our stubborn and lireconcilable
fighs for o singlo program uvnlting the purty ns u whole;
< for & democratic aml ceatralized and disciplined party with

]
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a professionnl leaderships Tor principled politica; for thes
profetarinnizution of the party compoxition; for the con-
centeation of the party on trade union work (‘Urade-union-,
tzution of the party’): and, if 1 may sy so without being
misnmlerstond, for jts *Americanization.’ All of this derived”
from our eoncept of the reatism of revolutionary prospects .
in Ameriea, and of the necessity to exeate o party with that.
perspective in mind, . ’ i
mor. wa have worked amd stroogled to boild a,
party fit to fead 1 revolution in the United States, At the
bottom of all our ennceptionz was the basic conception’
that the proletarian revelution is a realistic proposition in
thiz country, and not merely a far-off ‘uitimate goal,’ o,
bz referred to on ceremoninl oeeasions.
© M) any thut is nog new, In fuet, it has often beeny
expressedd by muany of us, ingluding ‘Trotsky in personal
urticles and spaeche-.  But only now, for the first time,
has it beep ireorporated in « progrommatic document of: -
she party.  That's what is now in our ‘Theses on the
Americnss Revolution.! We are now stuting explicitly what ™
before was implied.
“For the first time, the party as a party is pof;inf
voncretely the fundumental question of the perspectives’
of the . American  Revolution.” (The Comizg Awmerican.
Revolution p. 18} . . )
Thet is the key Lo the past, the present and tho future ‘of
the American movement. Hic Rhedos, hic soitn. Here Vs
Rhodes, "leap here. The old quotation which has besn “so
populor nmong Murxists since Marx used it nearly 100 years
upoe must ring in the ears of the American movement with all
its historical overtoncs, until ali serfous clements emerge with
u united poliey. A revolutionavy party in any eouniry lacks
sound foundatlons unless the perspectives of the revelution-in
that country ave the granite foundation of the program and
explicit in every branch snd shade of its activity, Préclsely
this and nothing else but this has been ot the root of ‘il
the difflculties In the United States. Mead the quoled pnacage’
again. What should have Leen the foundation and the bainér
was only “Implicit.” It was only of "underlying significance.”
It was “our consept.” It was “at the hottom' of -all our cofi-
coptions, It war u “perspective in mind." [t was “the mesn-
Ing" of the struggle to bulld the party. It was expressed in
“parsonal” artieles and spesches, Exactly. And it i3 precisély
this that shouid have been dragged out into the apen and made
the oxis of all party thought and party life, confident, militant,
aggressive, and all-pervading. It is bechuse of this weaknessin
the program that the conflicts in the Americun movement hava
tnken the miscrgble form that they have taken. .We do not
mesn to say that splits would not have taken place, that they
will niot take place in the future, that comrades ‘would not ha‘V'e
been lost, ¢te. But the politiesl struggles, the crganizational
yolations would from the start have been sharper, clenrer, efn-

“crete, and the present mess over unity., and n very shocking ..

mesr it is, woulil not have taken plnce. Wa sholl show this to the
lnst eomma, for unless this is clarvified, nothing will Le clerified,

Cannon says that Trotsky top had “often . . . expressed”
the jden in articles, ‘This is not our reuding of such of Trot-
#ky’s articles and conversation as we have seen. ‘Trotoky did
not express “an jdes,” he fought for, its incorporation into the
very doy-to-dny aetivity, practical and theoretieal, of the
party in 1938, With him it may be eald that it wes “implicit”
and “of underlying significance” up Lo 1938, though even thia's
doubtful, . But. from 1038 on his position was clear. In the
conversatlona he said: ' -

We are for 4 paxty, for an independent party of the toiling-.-
masres who will tako power In ihe State. We must con-.
cretize lt~=wa ore for the creatlon of factory cominittees,.,
for workers' control of induatry through tne factory com-
mitteee, All these questions are now pending in the air,

They spenk of technocracy, and put forward the slogar of »
‘production for use’ We oppose this charlatan formuly:,
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and advance the workers' control of production through
the factory committees.

“Lupdborg writes u book, 60 Families.! The *Analyst!
claims that his figures are false, We say, the factory com-
mittees should sce the books. 'This program we must de-
velop parailel with the idea of a labor party in the unions,
and armed workers pickets, ie,, workers' militia, Other-
wise it is an abstraction and an abstraction is & weapon
in the hands of the opposing class. . . . Then we have to
introduce § or 6 demands, very conerete, ndapted to the

- mind af the workers und farmers and inculented fnta the
brain of every comrade, workers’ factory committees anl
then workers" and farmers' government, Thut's the genuine
rense of the movement.” .

This is tha most explizit poasing of the Americen Revolution.

Eclecticism opposed this.

“There is not f/ct in the United States the danger of
faseism which would bring about the sentiment of suel) an
organization as the workers' militia, The orgunization of
a_workers' militin presupposes preparation for the sclzure
of yiower. Thiz is not yet on the order of the dny in the
United States,”

Trotsky replied with hestility: .

“Naturally we can conquer power only when we have
the majority of the working class, but even in that ecqce

- the workers' militia would a small minority, Even in
the October Revolution the militia was a amall minarity.
But the question is how to gel this small minority which
will be organized and armed with the sympathy of the
masses, How can we do it? By prepeving the mind of

- the masses, by proprganda, The erigis, the sharpening of

. elass relatlons, the erention of a workers' party, o Labor
Pariy ui’gniﬁe.-‘ immedintely, immedintely a terribie sharpen-
ing of forces. Thr renction will be immediately n fascist

" movement. That ix why we must now conneet the jdea of
the Labor Party with the consequences—otherwise we wiil
Appear anly as pacifiste with democratie Hlusions. Then
‘we alio have the possibility of spreading the sloguns of
our Ltransitiohal program and «ee the reaction of 1le TOsRes,

. We will see whitt siegans should be selertod. what slogans

- . abandoned it if we give up our slognns before the exper-
* iencs, before resing the reaction of the mauses, then we
’ can never’ advance,” :

He swas as explicit as possibles

REVOLUTION THE POINT OF DEPARTURE

Not a line in the Transitisnal Program ftsnlf ix anything
else but proof of the facl that the pregrammatie iscorporation
of the American revolution was' the centrnl eonception of
Trowcky in 1430, . : u ‘ !

Kow it ia right here that, ubstrnetly speaking, the split
of 1940 should have tnken place. And it Is on' this that unity
must take place, or be rejected deinitely and fivally, or, in caze
unity does ,bol work, end in an equally final ‘and definitive
split. )
< . Faced with this analysis, as we faced it in 1048 and as the
S.W.P. has nover faced it s any shape or form, the WP, twists
and squirms like 1 man who has taken polsor, And polson it s
for its type of politics,. The W.P. fnlis back onh o shume-faced
view that Trotsky was "mistaken.” Thereby it spits on and
Lranmiples in the mud our whole pust. Trotsky was not "mis-
taken” ony more than Marx was “mistaken” in his prrpetual
preoccupation with nnd expectation of and preparation for
revolution ovarywhere. A Marsipt cannot think otherwise, It
is the basis of his thinking. And a party eannol be held to-
gethar and clariffed, and den] with its centrist enentiea unipss
this is the open, unconcealed, bristlingly nggressive basis of its
daily life. T'rotsky wus not promising n revolution to anybmly,
To think that the lender of the Oct. Revolution was pushing
the party on to the roud of ndventurism and snurehism is &
testimony only to the ignorance and political bankruptcy of
those, who, with the world going to pleces around them In
1847, still are filled to the eyer with demacratic illuslons which
they gratuitously attribute to tho masses, Lenin was strug-
gling in Russin from 18B% to 1017, but whethor his support
was 2, 2000, 200,000 or 20 million, he built nlwaya on tha

open, vnconeealed perspeetive of the rovolution In  Russi
Trotsky points out thut even in the darkest days ,of the remc-
linm In Russin, they took always as their point of departure
the highest peak of the 1805 Revolution. They took that peak. -
They had to, whatever the masses were doing. Their prin-
cipled polities, their consistency, their training of their cadres,
their oppesition to other parties rested on this,

In our view it is from this wenkness that sprang the weak-
nesses of the 8 W.P, iteelf on the unity question, It has con-
sistently failed to Aight the W.P. on this issue, Lo, to American-
ize its Bolshevisin. A blind man could see the political and -
organizations! differences between the two parties, But, be-
cuuse of tactical similarities, up to August 1045 the S.W.P.
foiled to differentinle jtself strategieally from the W.P. on
the American question. The consequence of Lhin was that the
8W.P could see in unity nothing but a repetition of the
struggle of 1940—unless the W.P. showed that it was ready to
show an utterly diffcrent orientation. The W.P, was cen-
vinced that nothing was at stake but malice, zpite, plot and.’
counter-ploi. The S.W.P, was, s we see it, not wnwilling to
consider unily but it was determined to protect it member-
fkip from any drag-out brawl over the “unique contributions”
and other rubbish of Shachtman. We who have had the
experienco in the W.P. know of the damaging effect the S.W.P.
sitituda had on the parly ar a whele because we knew the
effect it had on ourselves, openly und in fact militantly sympa-

* thetie to the 8.W.P,, hoth politically and organizationally. As

always with serious questions,. e soaght the politienl exre;
hehind the subjective appearmices.” Lo - .
THE HISTORIC MOVEMENT .

ANl thraugh the history ~of American iadicali-m thi
problem of reconclling, of fusing the international principles
unel traditions of the movement with the contradiction -_o
socinl maturity nnd political backwardness which charngt’eriz’e_i AR
the United States, has been 2 crucial problem of the Amorienn '3;‘_%‘ 4
movement. Ft has been the problem simply because, seen -jn i pr
its growth and development, it is perhaps the central p'rblb]om\
of all American revolutionary politics and certainly the central”
problem of Ameriezn  proleterian politics, The carly- 1848
Marslite fuced if; the problems was present in 1888;" in tha™{
enrly Comintern there was an Amerieanization wing of Cannon
nn:d Foster, and another wing which was. oriented towards the
European struggles and the European center. The ‘Trotakyiat

aplit in 1928 jlaced the Bolrhevik-Leninists n the position

where the miin tusk was to build a movement on Lhe - intgr-
tatlonal prineiples of the Left Opposition, allen to the whole
political experience and iraditions of the United” States. The
members of the AW.P. came into the S:W,P, and for the most’
mart left it. The party missed the whole C.I.0O, movemen,
The Lovestoneltes iried to become an American party un;
ruined themselves. The Bolshevik Party won'n lurge group, )
from the Socinlist Purty and falled to assimilate then, to such -
t degree thot as soon as they found leuders of authority, the:

split the party, orgunized the W.P, and created the situntion.  ciol

that has now renched its present climax, Goldmni and Mprrdv.;-:_
have foliowed the simo coutse. As we try to penctrato throughjz"
the fog of personulities amdt petty accusutions Lo gl‘unp'thu;’:J 3
historic movement, it soems to us that the speech of Cunnon>Szh
with fts programmatic reorioutation nned integration of ravelu-:
tionary porspectives at hame murks the coming of uge o
American Bolsheviam. It i8 nlmost n hundred years since the'
movement has strugiled in vain to hridge tha gop on nesolid’ s
Luste. It is fromi this husis that wo hnve lenvnt to viow both
the positive and negative eloments in the W.P, After =ix ycu’rx‘:‘,l
exparience of that party we wrote In our American renotution i
(Februnry 28, 1046): ST
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“PIhe most complete, the most overwhelming conden-

nution of the Party Jne is the followlng, Insteud of Leing

. the gentral axis of Party thought, life and usctivity, lhe

- concept of the proletariun revolution hag ulmost disup-

enved from the prepagunda and agithtion of the Party.

'he ttboence of this concaption has resulted in a situation

in whick the effect of the Porty's work upon the masses

is that of a left-trnde union organization with o socialist
coloration.” -

Wr persistently and militantly differentiated the S W.P.
from the W.I. beeause the S.W.FP. never lost sight of this even
though only as “an underlying conception.” Cunron’s speech
puts an end*to one peried and 2ll in all, coming from the
lcader of the B.W.P, murks the greatest advance that the
Americun movement hus made since 1933, For the program
means not a little something Lut everything, He xay=s:

“One-sidad  internationalisim—precceupation with far-
off questions to Lhe exclusion and neglect of the burning
problemn on one’s own doorstep—is o form of escapism from
the roslities st heme, o cariesture of internationalism. | .

~ "This presupposes first of all an attentive study of

America and n ifirm confidence in its revolulivnary per-
apectives. . . . .

“Trotskyism-—which is only snother name for Bolshe-
vism—is a world doctrine and concerns itself with all
questions of world import. But let us not forget—or
rather, let some of us begin to recognize for the first time—
thut Axerica, the United States, i purt of the world; in
fact, its strongest and most decisive part, whoee further
development will be the most fateful fqr the whele.” {p, 21),

Qur solidarity is complete. Cannon zays again:

“This "characterization of unrealism applies also to the
new revolutionism of those who have exalted the subjective
foctor—meaning thereby the party and its strength or

. aveakness at the given moment—to first pluee .. .

. “They ure unrealistic, but not revelutionary-ininded,

“ for they employ:their new ‘theory’ exclusively for the ex-
-planation of puky defeats and anticeipation aund pradiction of
1(1{:!\;; ‘unes.m;l -don't see anything revolutionury aboul {hat.”

d, p. 22 .- ,

And again (on the growth of Amerienn unionism):

“Thece comparative figures show nof prowth, not

. simply yprogress, bul a veritable tiansformution of the
-~ elass. ' And what has been seen up to now are ouly {he
. - preliminary - movements, the promise and the assurince
v ¢ of far greater ntovements to come. Next in order—and not
far away-—comus the political awakening of the American
" workers, - That will be at the same pace angd on the same
senle, if not greater. The Amerlean workers will jeurn

. politics s they lezrned trede unionism—*from an abrldged |
. dictionary,’ They will take the road of independent

politienl setion. with-hurricane speed and power,
S Thut will be a great day for the future of humnnity,
“for the American workers will uot stop half way. 'The
S Americun’ workers will not stop at reformism, except pur-
* “hups to tip their hats to it. Once fairly started, they will
L go the whale waoy.” (Ibid. p 30-31}

This is our view nlso. In the theses which accompany |
the speech, it is stated: y
: “In one leap—in & brief decade—the Amaoricun workers

- ntiained trade unlon conzclousness on a higher plane and

- with mightler organizotions than in any other advanced

.- country. In the study and onalysis of this great irans-

formetion, ruther than In vapid ruminations over the
‘backwardness' of the American workers, one can find the -

- ley to prospective future developments, Under the impact

- of great events and pressing necessities the American

workers will ndvance beyond the limits of trade unjonism

. and acquire political class. consciousness and organization

_In a almilar sweeping movement.” (Ibid p.15)

Wa want to throw It once more in the face of the W.P.

“and wll their chatterers about the “Cannonite mcthode We
‘ave in complete politiesl solidarity with this, Where do you
stand? . ‘
~ CCMPLETE SOLIDARITY WITH CANNON
; .Our stand and program on unity are basod upon auch a
o' molltical program. This in our view concerns not only the
.'.&Y.P.‘but the whole American revolutlonary movemont, The
volution of the W.P., which we have followed so closely aml
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in relution to the pust of the movement, is an experience of

symbolicul  significunce.” The American  petty-bourgeelsie is

socially closer to the proleturisl thun any pelly-bourgeoisie in

the ndvanced countries. This is a great advantage. It ls also
a great danger, Shochiman and the W.P, are symboliest of |

the American petty-bourgeoisic and muny radical workers.
Ready to fight Amerlean capitalism, but not knowing how,
indulging in &ll sorts of crazy empiricism and then looking back

at the revolutisnary movement because they do not know what'

to do with themrelves, The nssimilation and integration of

these nnd similar elements, the preservotion of the revolution-
ary cadres of the Americun proletoriat, however finely tempered, .

from petty-bourgeois ideslogy, the subjective aspect of this
task is the cducation of the puarty in the past, present and

futare of the American sveialist rvevolution and il that this'

implies.  Thut is the greut lesson to be learnt from this. Gold-
man and Morrow collupsed beenuse they saw the - victories.of
the Red Army but had ne eerious perspective of the vielory
of the American proletariat, And Morrow's theoretieal hostil-
ity to the thesis of the LK.D, succumbed to their {antasics pre-

cirely becnuse what should have been the sourde of his strength,

the American proleturiat, was the source of his weukness, A%
the party grows, these tendencies will reappear in one form
or ancther. Mera discipline is not sufficient. The great Bul-

shevik Central Committer itself, tralned, educated and disci-’
plined a8 no Tevolutionnry leadership has ever been, collapsed”
vefors the alwavs unprecedenied cirenmstances of a prolefur-"

fun revolution, ,

OUR PROGRAM FOR UNITY

For American Bolshevism, its own development demnnds:

that it temper its cadres pad move forward in militunt stroggle
on the perspectives of the Americun Revolulon. No one de-
munds of the W.P. that It subseribe to what it does nol
believe in. Al that c¢an by demunded of it is discipline. But

the W.P., freed with this, in o natfopal and internationnl dis- .

cission, will be put it its pince ouce and for all,
. Our program for unity, therefors, is as followss

(1} A vomprehensive systematic and planned program for

‘the raising of the theoreileul level of the purty in the theory of

" dinlectical materialism in speelfic relation to Amerlean thought

and seelul development—the Americunization of Bolshevier, -

(2) The concretization and elaboration of & program Uased
on the general. atrategfc line of the S.W.P, the speech of
Cannun entitled “The Coming American Revolution.” For us,
ns we have vepented over and over again, this entails the
collection, editing and publication of all the writings, conversa-
tions, discussions, ete. of Trotsky on the American situation.

(3) The unificution of the orgunizations on the basis of
the proposttions marked out during the peviod when the joint
unity document was signed. In ovur view the S,W.P. as tho
majority, and hoving the international vrestige that it has,
now bears the maln responsibility, The yellings and sereeches
und petty defiances of the W.P, cannot and must not be allowed
to defleet. o political line on unity. These ure the result of
terror und o recognition of the inevitable end of a period.
The W.P. should have a limit—the Extraordinary Party Cdfi-
ference, and iia dnties, annoying ua they are, should be denlt
with firmiy and”yet with patlence. The political [ssue with
which now and henceforth it should be mercilessly faced is-its
position on the American questlon. Stage by stage under the
intornational pressyre, it should be driven to the wall on its.

.American perspectives, The tiny Johnson-Forest Minority has

routed it repentodly on these questions and driven it Into end.

less controdictiens and confusion. Any serious attack by -

larger forces will pound It to & pulp, Shachtman will shift
and dodge. He cannot got nway with any unlque contribution
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here, Hiv own membership will have an |llum11mtinp exper--

ience, the first that they have ever hud since 1940 that will
mean something to them.  After unity there muy be another
split. But it would be the groatest pessible political ineptitude
uog to see that this thne with all the conservatism, of its pro-
gram and politieai perspective, partieularly for the U. S,

systematieally exposed, n split then would not anly he :h,ﬂmt.l\'n
but would inevitably rip the personnel of the W.I. wide open.
Onee the American question held the center of the stige inon
unified party, the forces that would eventuully rally vound the
present W.T. lne would, be either useless or negiigible. [As
part of the Amcriean question must be included the Negro
question}. T is here, politically, thet the crgunically useiess
clements of the W.P. can be pinned dewn and exposed; and
- 1ot in dizputes about the nature of the Russian state or worse
till, of the all-inclusive versus the homegencous party, the
evil intentions of Shuchtman or his need to live “un ideological
life.” It is for this renzon that the Johnsen-Forest tendency

stipports unconditionally the refusal of the S.W.P, to diseuss
inzide the S.W.P, the “unique contributions” of Shachtmun to
European cvents,

The Johnson-Forest \Imnnty ts not moved by any senti-
méntal ¢ongziderations ahout the W.P. We do not practice and
must ask lo be excused from these perpetual unpliticat appre-

aren
vil.

' The Ameticun parties, we must repeat, are ne longer affil-
jated to the Fourth International. But the reactionary luws of
the U.S. government cannot prevent the flow of ideas and
mutual influencing of pattics and groups which have ihe sume
ideas. We influence ench other because we are interestod in
whnt we have to say, in tho endorsement, refutation, develop-
ment of idens and the organizationn! development of tendeneles.
No bourgm:s law. con prevent that, And it is beeanse the
.Ame:-icnn experience is so valunble for ull whe belleve in our
nleus that we make the most direct connection kere.

" Let us uricfly summarize our analysis so far:

‘1. The split in 1040 was motivated substantially hy the con-
“viction that the purtv wns stagnating and that the Minarity
would be able to build the pacly by dvhamie inaled of con-
servative methods.

2, The politicul conceptions of the Mmurlw s m«:mphiwd_

by Shnchtman were of an.extreme conservitism which did not
begin with Lhe cplit but reflected an undinlecticn] npproach Lo
the American environment, Time u#nd Inck of snccess only
fleveloped what was already present. before 1040, Trotsky's
summing up of the differences between the two tendencies as
revolving around the vevolutionary perspeetives for the prole-
tarint has been convineingly demonstrated to be eorreet,

B It is npon its false politien) perspectives and ity vrgan-
izational fuilures that the W.P. has developad its utterly de-
grading organizational conceptions aml eampaigns,

4. The manifestations of degeneration in the W.P. huve
'tnig;:n an extreme form beeause of the specinl conditions of the
United States=the nbsence of a Social-Democratic Party. These
have developed what pre world-wide tendencies in u specinlly
concentraied nnd therefore exceptionally instructive form.

5. Trotsky's method of meetlng the erisis in 1040 wus to
combine the most prefound peliticnl analysis and theoretical
Sntransigennes and practien) program with the greatest organ-
szationnl flexibility,

. 6. The great need today In the United States is to do the
same on the busls of the programmatic porspoctives of the
Amerlenn tevolution intveduced by Cannon in the speech “Tie
Coming Amerlean Revolution,

vintions, The W.I' has never been fuced po!lt.lcully ns it uughlﬁ .
to be faced. The existence of two purlies, as we huve insisted,
i= 1 source of demoralization and confusion to both, Who can-.
not see that after the Inst months is blind, 1t is time to eali
it halt,

The W.P. should be offered the conditions and told to tuke..:
them or leave thent 17 il refused them, then it should be :
treated as an enemy paurty. It will have proved itzell politically .-
ruch, -

The Jobnson-Forest Lendency zut its \atwnal Conference
on July 4 and § 1947, decided to take all possible steps to
Join the S.W.P. Its reason for so doing are patent from this
document amnl more specifieally in its resolution prosed at this
Conference, which has leen witely virculated at home and
abrogd. The W.P. in n reeent publicrtion of its National
Comnittes, gives notice that it intends reviewing the whole
auestion of unity at its next Plenum. This indiestes only one
thing, The W.P. now feels that there are sufficicnt forcek
in the International with which it ean bolster its sectarian
existance and therefore does not feel the pressing need - for
unity which had dominnted Shachiman since 1945. It will nat .. -
take seven years this time for these antics I.o meet their just
deserts, )

Lessons of fhe American Experience for the #niernaﬂona

De 1= fuhul.z nnrratur, The ulmcst identicitl pattern is
being repeated all over the Internationu) today, except for the
type of struggle thar Trotsky embodied in his urticles of 194

1t might uppeir that there is a wide gulf between the WP,
defentfzts and the' defensist French Mafority, betwcen the
W.P. terror before Staliniem and the French Wajority nolitlcu : 5‘—-
enpitulntion to Stalinism. - Nothing of the kind, Thefe am
twin brothers who have grewn up in different milicus, N

Not #o crassly us the W.P, the French Majority, with . lef.
excuse, hus been overwhelmed by the delay of the revolution
and the growth of Stalinism, Tt is convinced that the MBRSER
are full of "dcmoc:-utxc illusions.”  Why then fsn't it’as fonati L
aly anti-Stalinist ns the W.P.?7 The answer Hes on the. \‘.hu]
pusland preseni situation of France TR

The history of medern France is the. history of t'uvoh.hnn B: by
and connter-revolulion. The French proluturmt has beep. out in‘ W
1788, in 1799, iy 1703, twice in 1705, in 1830, in 1848, in 1871,
and In 1944, Its history ix-the dinmetrical opposite of the hlstory
of - the "proletariat in' the United States. France has: lmd:
constitutions innumerabte, rm‘ulutfnnnr; lictutarships, two Box
parlist emplres, republicun bourgeoiz-democrucy, o . boumeois-
demoeratic monarchy. In the lust dozen years Frnnee has ¢

'pcr:m:ccd the fascist-prolotarian clash In the stroets in 1936

invasion of the fabtories in 1045, the goneral sirike in 193,
the nnuntnr-wvolulmnnrv voup d'etat of Petaiir Iw 1940, com
plete occupntion in 1942, armed insurrection in 1644, (This Ig
the countty of which nop only Shuchtman, but the French
'\l:ljmn.v can say that the |)rn|cl.mlut. i stlll ridden wlfh
“demoeratic [lusions.”)
tha revolutionary history ol' France and 'he reeent \’mlenl.“ i
isis, the French believers in “demorrntic jllusfons® cunnuh‘
omfort themselves with Shachiman's illusfons about, "dem
eratic interlude” und the parliamentary demonvatic’ machhury.
The siluation is imolerablo. Tt muzt change, They th-tcfo o
capitulate to the strongest force—=Stolinikm, The papur shuw :
this and the writinga of ex-Trotskylstr like Naville!nnd' :.he
circlo nvound kim show the apecific pressure to » which . ch'lﬁ’ z
Freneh comrades aro subjected. In the United Statey’ Elf“" :
»would hn Shachtmonites and In France n Shnchtmnn wnultl_




he a member of the French Majority.
‘The sume forces ure expressing themselves in Dritaln fu o
" specifically British way, The British Majority las promul.
guted o manstrous serirs of illusions about “recovery' and
“stabilization” in Europc. 1t hax claborated theses nhout “the
democratie illusions” of the British workers, and in 1946 it pro-
duced a resostion in which it warned agninst revelutionary
expactations and put as a strategic landmark in thy Dritish
. perspective the eleetions of 1050,
fTuel erisis opencd up the abyss before the eyes of the British
workers, ‘This war bad enough. But the Fourth Internationn!
has ‘never had such an expericnce within all the years of its
existence ag has recently been given it by the British Party in
1847, In the same week that it was passing Cenference resolu-
tivns about the illusions of the British proleturiut in regurd to
the Lubor Government and the lulling benefits it had received
from this government, the Labor Drime Minister (nnd the
lender of the opposition} were informing the British public of
the details of an economic erisis which threatened the existence
of the nation and would impiose years of privation greater than
those of -the war, Tt is Shachtmanism over again, bowing
before the British parliamentary - democratic tradition, the
strongest tradition in the British sociely as the French
Majority bows before Stalinism and the W.P. Majority before
Ameriean petty-bourgeois radieslism.
) We, with our experience in th~ United States, are not
... surprised that exactly ameng these elemants there are the
- greatest hostility to “methods,” “lack of self-criticism” and
“bureaucracy” and all the orgunizational counterparts to los:
“ of ‘revalutionary perspective, and the incipacity of understand-
. -ing in 1947 what Trotsky was Insisting on in 1538, These ten-
: dencies, functioning in countrivs where proletarian parties and
raditions exist, have been held in check from the more ridieu-
ous blunders of the W.P, ‘But it is the oxtreme example that
best illuminates the trend. As Trotsky said in his first article
on the 1940 erisis, “It is nscessary to call things by their right
ames." The French Majority and the British Majority show
oo many signs of beginning in 1947 where the W.P. began in
10839, It is not suggested that they must inevitably follow the
samu course. But the Johnson-Forest tendecy ean spenk with
- ussuxance of this. If they do not call'a halt, but pursue the line
:to. the end, their degeneration and bankruptey will be more
‘swift and complete than the degeneration and bankruptey of
“the W.P, . ) . ' . B
. WEAKNESS OF THE FOURTH
-+ ...It remalns to outline very briefly what iz needed to checi
. these tenderncles, preeisely because this is needed not only to
check these tendencies but 9 build the lendership of the soeial
‘revolution,
" For the Johnson-Forest

Tt

Minority the proletariat tud'ay' is
“not in aby senae of the ward “backwnrd” and is.devold of demo-

cratic or pacifist llusions. There can be ne compromise what-
ever on this. The prolotariat has Illusions but they are
‘revoluttonary illusions, It iz ready for revolution todny as never
efore. This iz its response to the stage of development of
society, The bellevera in "demoeratic ilusions” will react
violently. Let them. By the time they have found the argu-
ments to meat this divect challenge, they will have nothing
nder their foet. ’ ‘
“In 1681 Trotuky hud to deal with another type of those
ir" whobelleved that the masses “were not ready.” He met tham
,\._\hot with petty argnments but with the full Bulshevik armory.
NI “For if the maswes, who have gone throbgh the long
preparutory school of pn!itical and trade union struggie snd
who then pussed through the four years’ school of elaugh-
ter, have hot mutured for revolution, then when and how
wil‘ they ever mature? Do Merrheim and the others think

This wns just hefore the .

perhaps that vietorious Clemenceau will create within the
walls of the capitalist stute n network of wcudemlos for
the socialist educution of the musses? If capitulism repro-
duces from one gencration to the next the chuing of wago
-slwvery, then the proletarinl in its deepeac Inyers carries
aver dutkness and ignorance from generation to generation.
If the proleturian masses could attuin a high mental and
spiritual development  utder eapitalism, then capitalism
wouldn't be so bad after all and there would be no need of
socinl revojution. The proletariat must have o revolution
L:rr.-cisnly beeause cupitalism keepa it in mental and spiritual
ondage. Under the leadership of the advanced layer the
iminature musses will rench maoturity during the revelution,
Without the revolution they will full inte prostration and
secicly #s o whole will decay.,” (The First Five Yeurs of
tie Communist International, p. 72)

The arpument today is nov abdut Bonnpartism, or little
digeussions about the Leninist use of “demoeratic demunds” or
the polities of the democratic-political revelution, or about
slntistics uf the boom or partial boom. Tolay the fundamental
movenient of the proleturint is secinl, itx reuction to the stage
of development of society. Trotsky in 1940 foresaw the full
scope ¢f the erisis for which bourgeois society wns hending. He
suid that if the proletariut could not seize powaer in the crisis,
then it was impossible to conceive circumstances in which it
could. He snid further that if the revolution did not come
furing or immedintely after the war, then we. would have to
admit that the Stalinist bureaucracy was the precurser of &
new riuling class and we would have to udmit that the funda- _
mental premises of Margism were Utopian, By "immedintely,”-
Trotrky could not vossibly haveé meant a peint in time, one.
month, six months, two years, as the metaphysical petty- )
bourgeois idivis believe. He meant u stage in t.he‘developmpnl::‘
of the class strugple, a point at which one could ray that some™
" sort ‘of socisl stability hnd been restored, some necept:iqce by ”

the musses of the social ovder as still vishle. No ‘such point™
- has been reached, There i3 no sign of it If the ¥democratic”
illusioriists” bolievé that Evrope and the world ave net tremb-~
ling on'the adge of an abyss, let them say so. If they beHeve'™
that the world is trembling on the edge of an abyas, and the™
masses atill believe in privete preperty, bourgeols parilnmentary *
democracy and.the United Naotions as a means of stopping war,
lev them say so, We will draw the conclpsions for them. But
further evaslon on these fundamvntal issues has now become™

v’

intolerabte. . . .

" SOCIALISM OR BARBARISM )
Trotsky said further thug If theve wera no revolutiousmv: -
developments =after the war, all parties would degenerate.:.
Today twe years after the cnd of the war, all over®
the Internetionnl movement, thoss who had “xegarded..
Trotsky's analysis as a promizsory note of successful revolu- .
.Lion on a given day, are beginning the process of degeneration,. -
They are expre=sing the same defeatism, historie pessimism,:
petty-bourgeois impntience- and aempiricism which the W.P.,
overwhelmed by the defents culminating in.the Stalin-Hitler
pect, expressed In the split of 1940, - -
Troteky's prognosis was absolutely correct. We live in
the reality of it. And it demonds from us the same firmness in--
revolutiunary perspective and the same profound concept of the
self-mobilization of the masses with which Trotsky anticipated -
the reality in 1038-1040. Where has the Internntionnl fuced the
sveptics and the doubters and the “demaeratic illusionists” with
the philosophieal, economic and social upulysis on the samae lovel
as tho scopties and the doubters? Boom? .No, no boom, Demo«.
cratie flluslens?  No, no democratic {lluslons, If in 1040

- ' Troteky hnd mei the Minority on that basis, the results would

huve been coatastrophie. .
The whole theoretlenl need has been lifted to a far higher:
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Jevel than was possible in 100 beeause of thoe objective con-
croteness of the relations. If, ng the hourgenis world soys,
humanity foees destruction, if man has reached an ultimaice
stage in his development, if the ultimate truths of Mavxism
are in comse of being tested once and for all, then to fail to
relate thess ultimate truths to objeetive reality, to Iail to tell
the workers about them in the most direct and concrete manner,
to fail to face .the doublers amd the sceptivs with fundamental
questions posed in the mast ruthless manner, is to renounce
the only mears of calling doubters and sceptics to their
sonses ¢r of routing them completely.  Despite the very sorious
mistakes of Munis, his concrete program shows that he recog-
nites this revolutionary mebilization as the need of the hour.

The central question of the British Conference wus the
question of entry or non-entry into the Labor Parly, The
coniral quesiion, prepared for o year in advance, should have
been the final blows nt the unbelievably falze approuch of the
whole Brilish party to the world crisiz and.the bankruptey of
the British economy. This is the road to the solution of the
entry question, Without thii entry or no entry solves nothing.

_ The most striking features of the present political scene
:is_ the tremendous social and political mobilization' of the masses
in France and Italy in the Stalinist purties. Stalinism huas not
made these movements. These movements have made Stalinism,
To nppronch them as Stalinist phenemena is absolutcly Zalse.
They are n product of the erisis,
place in the United States under reformist leaderships other
than the Stalinists
fyom the depths and burdens: of barbarous. capitslism to the
mustery of society. Where is the zocint amalysis of this, the
outstanding socia! movement of our time? .

Said Troteky in 1921: '

“Millions of new workers are strenming Inte the Lrade

- union, In England the great flood tide has doubled the union

memhemm}: which at’the present hes reached the fjrure of

(5,200,000, In France the number of union inembers has

grown from 400,000 on the eve 'of the war to 2,000,000,

What changes does this numerical growth of the orgumzed

_ workers ntroduca inte the poliey of syndientism ¥

s searkers Jein the tr..dc unious solely fur the suke
of Immediate m:\tern\ pgains,’ reply the concilintors, This
theory.is fulse from’ beginning to end, The great influx of
workers into the trade unions is clicited not hy pelry, day-

-{o-day gquestions, but by the colossal fact of the World War,

"The working rnsses, not only the top layers but the lowest

depths as well, are roused and slarmed by the grentest

- historical upheaval Each jndividual proletarian hns sensed

-to a never equaled degree his helplessness in the face of the

_mighty imperlalist mnchine. Tho urge to establish ties, the

‘urge to unjfleation and vonsolidation of forces hasx mani-

" fasted - itself with unprecedented power. Hence flows the

-aurge of millions of workers into tho tende unfons or inte

the Soviets of Deputies, i.c,, inte such organizations as do
not demund pollthul preparation bup represent the most
general and mont direct owression of the proleturing elyss

-struggle.”’ (Tbid, P, 73)

There J4 more ta be lenrnt from this than in the thousands
of words Germain uses to refute Shachtman'z - nonsensical
theories obout the Stalinist parties belnp totalitarian partles,

On the question of Germany van be seen all the weaknesses
of the Internationul, The retrogressionists inve loudly demanded
» “gelf-criticiam” of the Internationnl for I8 *“mistakes” an the
German revolution, The Johuson-Forest tendency has not yielded
and will not give way one millimeter to them on this, After the
défent of Stalingrad, the German nution faced tho proletarinn
revolution or completo ruin. In this great crisis of Germany und
of Burope we uriged and advocated the revolution, But it Failed.
The only eritielsm we have to moke is the republication today
of avery document in which we urged it, coupled with the most
nunitigated exposure and denuncintion of any revolutionnry

Similnr movements can take .

They represent the proletariat on its road -

tendency which showed the slightest hesitution or uncertaln'l.y N
an this question,

This is not ovnly a question of the pust. Germuny is 8
touchstonie of revolutionary method amd perspective. In 1048,
in our resolution en the European question, we stated cate-
gorically that only the united revolutivnary profetariat would bo
uhle to rebuild Europe, otherwise Europe would not be rebullb
at all. We are only too rendy to discuss with these who wish
to avguc otherwise. Now, today Europe f5 a broken continent aml
the German people are the most broken of the Europeun peoples.
Yet, ns we pointed out in 1943, whatever itz comditions today
the German proletariat is the only eluss in Genununy that can
lead the nation, And what is its future? That depends upon the
European proletarint, st present the proletariat of Ttaly, France
am! temorrow, perhaps Spain. A revolutionnry development in |
uny one of theee countries would set the whele of Westem -
Europe afire nnd at 4 #ingle stroke 1ift the German proletariut :
to its feet, and fnce the occupying powers with z erisis which
they could not solve. There is no other ferce thut can do it -
That is the only future for Eurape. The slogan for the Socailist
United States of Furope becomes a conerete slogin, not one for
Manifestoes, bui ane which must be knit inte the daily agitas
tional routine. It is not possible to say (except for Muniz) that:
this is understood. The bourgecisic har tuken its “Marshall
Plan" mort seriously than tha Interm\hnnnl has tinken - th -
Sacinlict United States of Furape.

The opportunisty can be recoxnized by ihe burning cnthu
siasm with which they announce that the revolutionary way
h-\n passed. Tf even tlsis iz true, which it most n.crtatnly is no

2 would fike to ask fhem if- the counter-revolutionary WEY
has niso passed. We wnuld ask them alpo f there is any majo
couniry about which they are uble to stute with conﬁdcncg
thot upe year from ioday, an cconomic striki in n major” i:}

- dustry cansat be transformed into a general strike and pose

the ultimal  solution. Through nny weakness nr hesitatio
the opportum & shp like ecls.’ Fnced with the mvolul.iolmr

while, of coursc, they zgree wlth the strategic per:,pect{ve,% ?ﬁ‘-.!
they are fighting only for veallsm on congreta proctien]l quess ©8 il
tiona,-When the concrotc questions are related to the stmtog:c
qucmnn, they blame the bockward proletariat. Whern Lhe pro
letariat is sbsolved, they blnmc the abgence of the pnrty. _Tl!;er_e

doc" not know. It i these u'lnch unn.c them, not the Ruasiany
qumtinn on \\'h!l.h thev hn\?{. every concaivable \-nmty of pom‘

w nrld conceptions,

The Russinn positian of the Johvson-Forest tenrlency iﬁ i
purt of *our world revolutionary conception. We adopted -§
clearly s firmly in 1941 and have clubornded it ar no position
on Ruszie hus been claborated sinee Trotsky's. We have known"“;’}.
and shall know how to advoeate i, to wait for historleal just!-"" g
fication und -to govern ourseives always by the political nnd‘
organizationn] needa of our movement at a given m,oment. We“’. |
will use our world mvolutionm‘y conceptions to puiine  Men
shevism in our movament in its natlonal hideouts, Our tactlcum
differ from Trotaky’s In 1040 to thir extent, that whilo”we!
shall make no compromise whatever with Menshuvmm infour” W
ranks, our maln task js the cloboration of o correct unalysiu.‘_u'
i correct, strategy on g world senle for the conerete situndon* -
m 1947 which Tl‘otsky of necessity could ouly nntidpate -i['-

J. R JOH’I&SOV
F. FOREST

August 20, 1047
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APPENDIX

Cenversations With Trotsky On Transitionai Pregram

We reprint below all relevant pertions of the discussion in
1988 which preceded the adoption of the Lubor Party slogun by
the SW.P. and the draft ol the Transitional Program. 1f, n
i038, it was possible tv oppose what these conversitions signi-
fied, in the world of 1917, opposition is ne less than betrayal of
the proleturiat in its hour of erisis. (Stenographer's note on
discusslone: “thesa are very rough notes of diseussfon neld:
The stenogram has not been checked by any of the partici-
pants.”) .

Extract From Labor Party Discussion

L.T—Thix question ix very imporlant and very compli-
cated. When for the first time the League considered this ques-
tian, some 7-8 years ago—: whether we should favor a Labor
Party er not; whether we should develep initiative on this score,
then the prevailing sentiment was not te do it and that was
absolutely correct. The perspective for development was not
clear, 1 helieved thet the majority of us hopud that the develop-
meni of our own drganization will be more speady. On the other

hund 1 believe no ohe in our ranks foresaw during that period -

- the 2ppearince of the CIO with this rapidity and this power. In
alir perspective we overestimnted the possibilivy of the develop-
ment of our party at the expense of the Stalinists on one hand,

..und o the other hand we don't {didw't) see this powerful trade-

' unfon movement, and the rapid deeline of American capitalism,

*These are two facts which we must reckon with, I car‘t speak
{rom my own observations but theorctically, The period of 1924
L-know only through the experience of our common frisnd
Pepper. He.came to me and said that the American proletariat
is not A revolutionary class, thal the revolutionary ¢lass are the
farmers and we must turn toward the faymers, not toward the
= workers, Thut was the conception of tiie time, 1t was u furmers’
- migvement—the farmers who are inclined by thehr social nature
" - to look for punncens—populism, FLY'ikm—in every erisis. Now
we have a mavement of tremendous importance—the CI0; zome
" +3,000,000 or more are organized in & new, more militunt organi-
zation. This organization which began wath strikes, big strikes,
and alse invelved the AFL partially in these strikes sor a raire
in’ wages, this organizution at tho first atep of its activity rung
gnte he Siggcst crisis In the ULE, The perspective for cevnomic
atrikes {s for the next period excluded, given the situation of
the growing unemployed ranks, etc. We can look for the pos-
sibllity that it will put all its weight In the political balence.
- Tne whola objcetive shuntion Impozed It upon the workers
as upon the lenders,--upon the leaders In n double sense, On
onc hand they exploit this tendency for their own authority and
‘on. the other they try to break It and not permit it to go auhead
“of. it leaders. The NPLL hns this double fupetlon. 1 believe
that eur pollcy need not be theoretically revised but it needs to
be concretized. In what sénse? Are wn in favor of the ereatlon
‘of @ refermist Labor Party? Nao. Are we In faver of a policy
which can give to the trade unions the possibility lo put Its
welght. upon the Lulance.of the forces?- Yes, '
- It can become a reformist party—it depends upen tha de-
velopment. Here comes in the question of propram, | mentioned
© yeaterdoy and 1 will underline It toduy—we must have u pro-
gram of tranwitfonal demands, the most complete of them s o
workers' and farmers’ goverament. We urs for u party, for an
* independent party of tho tolling musses who will tuke power
“jn the State. We must coneratize it—we are for the creation of
-'factory commiltecs, for workers' cqntrel of industry through
" the factory commitlees. Al these questions are now panding in
" the alr. They speak of technoerney, mul put forward the slogun

s-of Yproduction for use.” We oppese thix charlntan formula and
Y oindvance the workers' control of production through the fuctory

- commifttees,
© U Lundbers writes o bogk, “60 Families.” Tho “Analyst”

Celafime that, his figures sre fulse. We day, the fuctory committees
.- &hould gco the books, This program we must develop parallel
- with the Iden of n labor party in the anlons, und nrmed workers'
- plakets, {.e. workers' militln, Othorwiso it in ad sbatraction and
un nbatrretion {8 & weapon In the howds of the opposingr class,
The erfticdsm of the Minnenpolls comrades {8 thet thoy have not
coneretixed o progrumy In this Aght we must underling that we

Al
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ura for the bloc of workers and farmers, but net such farmevs .
s Rouvievell. (I «o not know -vhether you noted thot.n the .
ofMiciel ticket he gave his profession us farmer) We are for a.
hloe only with the exploited farmers, not exploiter farmers, '
exploited fnrmers and agricultursl workers, We cun become the -
champicns of this movement hut on the basis of 8 concrete proe-
gram of demands, In Minnenpolis the first task should he de- |
voled 1o statistically show that 10,000 workers have no moro *
vote than 10 intellectuals, or 50 people organized by the Stalin.

iste. Then we have tu intivduce 5 or 6 demands, very concrete, -
adupted to the mind of tie workers and farmers and inculeated .
inta the bruin of every comrade, workers', factory committec’s -
and then workers® and farmers’ government That'’s the genuing”
sense of the movement. LT
\'PL.E-"A'JI—WOHM we propose now that the unions join the .
LT.—Yes, I believe so. Nuturaily we must make our first '
step in such a way a3 te nccumulute experienée for practical

work, not, tn engage in abstroct formulas, but develop # concrete:
progrum of action and demmuls, in the 'senze that this transi-;,

tional program issuey from the conditions of capitalist soclaty E

todny ut immedisssty lends over the Bmits of capitatism, 15 i3
not the veformist minimum program, which nover included work-:
ers’ militia, workers' cuntrol of production. These demands are
transitory becruso they lend from the capitulist socioty to tha ,
proletarion revolution, n consequence insofur as they kecoms the .
demnids of the manses as the proletariun governmant, We can't
stop only with the day-to-dny demands’ of the proletariat, We "
must give to the most backwird workers some concrete plogun«
that corresponds to their needs and that leads diutectienily to
the conquest of power by vialenen. . o
‘I_t.’ivl.s.N.—Hnw would you motivate the siogan for workers'
militia? - - .
LT.—By the faseist nwovement in Europe—all the situn-
tion shows thut the bloes of tha.members of liberals, radicals
and the waorkers' burenueracy ie nothimy jv compurison with the
militarized fnscist gang; oniy workery with militery experienca
cun oppose the Yaseist danger, I helieve thet §n Ameriea yon
huve enough senbs, gun-men that you conpeet the slogan with :.
the loenl experience; for cxmnple Ly -fhewing the attitwmie of
the police, the state of affairs in Jersey, In this situatfon im-
medintely say that this gangster-mayor with his gangster pelice-
men shoultl be ousted by the workera’ militia, “We wish hora

wnization of the CIO bug against the constitutfon, we are -

the or:
fo'rb[dgzm this right to organive. I the federnl power eannot
cantral the mayor, then we workers must organize for our
prolection the workers’ militia and fight for our rights” Or in
cinshes between the AFL aud the CIO, we can put forward the
stopen for a workers’ militia s a necessity to protect our works
crs' mectings. Especially ar opposed 'to the Stalinist idea of 8
E‘opuhu- front, and we can point to the resull of, this popular
Front—the fate of Spain and the situation in Franee, Then you
ean point 1o the movement of Germuony, to the Nazi camps, We
must say: You workers in this eity will be the first victims of
this faseist gang. You mnst organize, you must be armed.
M.AJ—What nume would you cal) such groups?
k.|.;.'I‘.—Yf-u ean ive it 4 modest name, wdrkers' armed
ickats, s ) . . '
r M,AJ—Defense Committees,
L.T.=~Yes, It must be discussed with the workers.
M.AJL—The name §s very important. Workers' defensoe.,
cmnn}imees can be pepuinrized. Workers' militia is too forelgn
sounding.

M.LN.—There is nol yet in the U.S, tho danger of fascism:

which would bring about the sentiment of such an orgnnization.:
an tho workers' militin, The orgarization of n workers milltia -
nresupposes propuration for the scizuve of power. This is not |
vet on the arder of the duy In the U.S. i
1. T~-Naturally wo can conguer power unliy when we have ™
the majoriiy of the working class, but even In that case tho.-
workors’ militin would b a small minority, Even in the October |
Ttovolution the militin wag o smnll minorily, But the question’
Ix how to get this smalt minority . . . organized and”
armed with the sympathy of the musses, low can we do it%

By proparing tho mind of tho musses, by prepngnnda, The- =
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erisis, the sharponing of cluss velutions, the ereation of u work-
Brs’ Eurly, a Lalor Party signifies immedintely, immedintely u
terrible sharpeuing of forees, The renetlon wilt be immediately
1 foscist movement. 'Fhat is why we must now centnect the iden
of. the Labop DPurty with the conscuenccs—otherwise wa' will
appear only as paciflsts with denmocratie illusions. Then we alzo
haove the poasivility of spreadingthe slogans of our trunsitional
progrum und see the veaction of the masses, We will ace what
slagrans should be sclected, what sloguns anbandoned but if we
give up our slogans bafore the experience, before zecing the
Tetetion of the masses, then we can never adrance.

MAJ(iit=-1 wanted to nsk ene question ubout the slogun
of worliers' nconss to the secrets of industry. It seems to mo
that needs to be well thought out and carefully applied ov it
may lead to diffieulties which we have alveady experienced. As
£ matter of fact one of the ways of reducing the milituney of
the workers is for employers—we had onc such case—to offer
to show us the books und prove that they are standing a losg,
whether honestly or not Is not the question, We have fought
ugainst thut, saying it is up to you to urganize your business;
we demond decent working condltions, | wonder whae then
wonid be the effect of our slogan of workers' access to the
secrets of industry,

L.T.—Yes, the capitalists do in two instances, when the
situntion of the factory s reully bad ov if thay ean deceive the
workers, But the question must be put from a move generzl
point of view, ln the first pluce you have millions of unemployed

und the gevernment claims it cannot puy more and the capital-’

jstz say that they cannot meke more contributions—we want to
have access to the bookkeeping of this society. The control of
income should be organized through factory committees. Work-
ers will say: We want our own statisticians who are devoted to
the working, clzss, If o branch of industry shows that it ig reall
ruined, then wo answer: We iropdse to exprogﬁnte yoir, We will
diroct better than you. Why have you no profit? Becaase of the
shogtic condition of capitalirg society. We say: commercial
secrets are u conspiruey of the expleiters againsg the exploited,
uf the producers against the toilers. In the free ern, in the ern
of competition they claimed they needed secrecy for protection.
_ Bug now they do not have secrets amonf; themselves but-only
from socicty. This transitional demand is also a step 'for the
workers' contrel of preduction as the preEgrntory plan for the
direction of industry. Everything must be controlled by the
workers who will be the masters of soclety tumorrow. But to
call for conquest of power—that seems to the American workers

- Illegal, fantnstie. But if {ou say: the capitalists refuse to pay

for the unemployed and hide their real profits from the Stute
and from the workers by dishonest bookeeping, the workers will
understand that formula., If we say to the farmer: The bank
foals you, They hove very big profits. And we propose to you
thet you create farmers' committes to look into the bookkeep-
inf of the bank, every farmer will understand that, We will say:
The farmer can trust only himself; let him create committeas
to control agricultural credits—they will understand that. It
presupposes & turbulent moed among the formers; it eannot, he
vecomplished cvery day, But to introduce this idea into the
masses and into our vwn comrades, that's abaolutely necersary
immediately. .

M.LN.—I helieve it is'not correct a3 you say to put forth
the. slogen of workers’ control of production nor the other tran-
gitfonal slogan of workers’ militia—The slogan for the examina-
titn of the books nf the capitallst clnss s more appropriate for
the present period and can be made popular. As for the ather
twe slogans, it is true that they zre transitional aloguns, but for
+ that end of the road which'is close to the prepuration for the
* gaizure of power. Transition implies o rond either lony or short,
Kuch stage of the rond requives its own slogans. For todny we
could use that of examinntion of tha books of the cupitalist class,
for tomorrow we woubd use those af warkers’ contrel of pro-
duction and workers' militin.

1.T.—How can we in such a critical situation as now exista
in the whole world, In the U.S. measura the atu[i]a of develop-
ment of the workers' movement? You say it's the beginning and
not the end. What's the distance—100, 10, 4, how can you sny
approximately? In the good old times the Secial Democrats
would say: Now we have only 10,000 workers, later we'l] have
100,000, then n million and then we'll get to the power. World
development to them wus only on accumulation of quantities:
10,000, 100,000 ete. cte, Now wa have an shsolutely different
gituation. Wa are In a povied of deelining capitalism, of eriges
that became mote turbulent and terrible and niarronching wor,
During o war the workers leurn veri quicklir. you say we'll

A

walt und see and then propagate, then we'l] be not the vane

guand, but the rearguard, If you usk me: Is it porsible that the
Amarlean workers will conquer power in 10 years? 1 will say,
yes, ubsolutely possible. The explosion of the CIO phows thn ;!
the busis of the copitalist soelety is undzemined. Wourkers' .
militla and workers’ control of production are only two siden of -
the sume questlon. The worker is not n bookkeeper When he %
asks for tha books, he wants to change the situation, by control”
unid then by direction. Naturally eur advancing slogans depends
upon _the reaction we meet in the mosses. VWhen we see the .
rvenction of the masses, we hnow what side of the question fv
emphnsice, We will say Roosevelt will help the unemployed by
the war industry. But if we workers ran production, we woul
find another Industry, not one for the dead but for the lving.
This question can become understendable even for an average
worker who never partleipated in a political movement. We -
underestimate the revolutionary inovement in the working
mnusses, We arc & small orygonization, propagandistic and_in-
such sftustions are move sceptical thun the musses who develop
very quickly. At the beginning of 1917 Lenin said that the party
is 10 Limex more ravolutionary than its CC and the masses 200 ..
titnes more revolutionary than the ranks of the purty. There - .
is not in the United States a revolutiondry situation now. But
comrades with very revolutionary Ideas In quiet times can
become a renl brake upon the movement in revolutionary
situotions, . . . A revolutionary party waits so often and so -
long for a revolution that it gets used to postpone it
M.AJ.—You sce that phanomenon in strikes—they sweep
the country and take the revolutionary porty by sarprise, Do.
we put ferward this transitional program in the trade unions?

. LT.—Yes, we props andize this program i;; the , trade
unions, propose it as the basic program for the LP. For us it
iz a transitional program but for
ft's u question of workers' contral of production. Bat you can “.x!
realize this program only through a WorRers’ ang farmers’ gove,
ernment. We must make this slogan popular. TN -

M.AJ-Is this also to be pul forward as s trapsitiona
program or is this n pseudonym for. the dictatorship . of -the!
proletariat? - L P AR

LT.--In our mind it leads to the dictatorship of the préz:
latariat. We say to the workers and farmera: You want Lawlaf7c9
us presideni——well that depends upon his gprogram. Yawis' plus i
Greep plus La-Folette as representative o the farmera? Thatidy
too depends upon the program. We try to concretize,, to make’

more precize the program, then the workers' and farmers’ govs/ZER)

ernment signifies a government of the proletariat- which Jead
the formers. . . : . e
M.ILN.—How do you reconcile this with the original stnte
ment that we cannot advoeate the organization of a reformist
Labor Party? 1 would like to gat clear in my mind what cori-
crately does our comrade do when his trade union is affiliated
to the NPLL and he iz sent a8 2 delegate to the LY, Thera, thel;,
question comes up of what t¢ do in the electiona nnd it-is pro-is
posed: “Let us support La Guardia.” Conuretely how does the
matter present itzclf to our comrades? T
L.T.—Heore wa are in o Lrude union meeting to discuss thev
affiliation to the NPLL, T will aay in the trade union: First, thes
unification of the unions' ¢n a politizal plant is a progressive
step. Thete Is a donger that it will £al) into the hands of our::
enemias. I therefore propora two measurres: 1) that we have
onlyy workers and farmers as:our representatives; that we do
not depend on so-called parliamentery - frienda; 2) That’ our
representatives follow out our program, this program.
map out “concrete plans concerning uncinployment,

budget, ete, Then 1 say, If you propose me as a candidate, you!

. know my program, If you send me as your representative 1.will

fight for this progrum in the NPLL, in LP, When the NPLL
makes 'u decision to vote for La Guardin, I elther resign with!
rotests or protest and remain: “I con't vote for La Guardia;T
‘EaVe my mandate.” We get large new possibilities for prop
anda, : : A
& The dissolution of our organization is absalutely excluded 233
We make nbaolute!¥ clear that we have our organizotios; oux'.‘-f;. (o
press, ete, ete, 1t 1o 8 question of the relntionship of . forees.;
Com. D says we caunot yet advocate in the -unions- support.
for tha SWP. Whgv? Because wa are too weak. And we can't say2;
to the workers: Wait tlll we become more authoritative,’ mora
powerful. We must intervene in the movement’ o3 it 8 ;S
M.ILN.—If there worg ne moyemant for a Laubor, Parl
we would be oppuked to the crestion of one, how does thot

em it Is the program. Now Y



the program itsclf—it would still be our tramsition program. [
.don't understand when you say we can't advocute a reformist
 party but we do ndvocnte and become champions of LI* move-
ments for the purpose of imposing the workers® will politically.

LT.—Tt woull be nbsun] to say thut we advoezie a reform-
ist party. We can say to the leaders of the NPLL: “You're mak-
ing of thix movemsnt & purely opportunistic appendage to the

© Democrats,” ‘1L n question of a pedagogieal vpmroach, How
cun we sny that we uivoeate the creation of a reformist party ?
We say you eannot impnse rour will through a reformist party
but only through a revolutionary party? The Staliaists and
JYiherals wikh to muke of this movement a reformist party but
we have our program, we make of this a revelutionary—

M.A.J,—How can you explain a revolutionery Labor Pariy ?
We sayv: the SWP is the enly revelutionury party, has e only
revolationary program. How then can you explain to the work-
ers that also the LP is u revolutionary party ?

LTI will not suy that the LP i¢ a revoluiionary party,
but that we will do everything to make it possible. At every
meeting I will say: *1 am a representative of the SWP. T con-
sider it the enly revolutionary party. But I am not a sectarinrn.
You are trying now to create & big workers' party. 1 will help
you hut I propoese that you consider n program fer this pariy.
1 muke such and =uch propositions.” I begin with this, Under
these conditions it would hec a big step forwend, Why not say
openly what 8?7 Without any camouflage, without any di-
plomaey.

MAJ--Up until now the question has always becn put.

" abstractly, ‘The guestion of the program has never been outlined
R you have nutllinc:l it. The Lovestonites have always been for
a LP, but they huve ne prograny, i's combinations from the top.
Tt aeems to me that if we have 2 program and slways point
16 it ) - ) .
o LL~First there “is the progrant, and then the statutes
that srsure the domination of the trade unions as agcinst the
ndivideal liberals, petty bourgeois, ete. Otherwlee it can become
Labor Party by rovial compasition, n capitalist party in poliey.
S MLAJ—ITt neems to' me that in Minneepolia it's too much
orgunizrtional struggle, n struggle for the control of the
organizatlon betweon the Stalinists and us. We have to develop
hi° Miinneapolis u programmatic fight against the Stalinists In
. FLP. as we yesterdsy utilized the vote sboub the Ludlow
amendment, o
ST MEN-Now with the Immiuenee of the outbréak of war

v ‘the Labor Party cun become n teap, And I still ean't umlerstand

.. how ifie LY can be different from a reformist, purcly parlia-
: nn"utur:.' pacty. : . .
LA LWEe—You put the guestion ton abateactly, natorally’ It can
crystaiiize into a refurmisl party and one that will exclude us,
7 But we must be part of the movement .We must say to the

Stalinists, Lovestonites ote, “We are in favor of a ievoiutionary

party. You ave dojug everything to muke it reformist.”” But we

wlwuys point te our program, And we propose our program ot

transitiona) demands. As {o the war question and the Ludlow

Amendment, we'll discuss that tomorrow and T will again shew
. the use of our transitional program in that situation.

" Summary On Transitional Dermands

7. L.T—In the preceding discussions somé comrades lhad the
Impregslon that zome of my propositions or demands were op-
portuniztie, nnd others that they were ton revelutionury, not

Ledrrekpanding to the objective situation. And this combinaion

JIs"very compromising and thut's why [l briefly defend this
‘apparent eontrudietion . .

"7 What ik the genera) sltuncion in the U.S. aml in the whele
:world? The cconpmic crivis Is without precedent, the financiul
erisie of the separate States the same and the war danger is
‘pproaching, It i n sociul erisis without precedent. For 7, 8, 0
rears wo believed that American cupitalism will whow more
resistunce but facts shew that Amerlean cn\:hulism. that is

.- apoplectic capitalism i# possibly nearer to eollupse thnn seine

" others, The American crizls iz a =oclul erlais, not a conjuncturnl

ond, Thix social cvisin—now calied recossion--recelved features

if-oxtrerae acuteness, 1t is nat the end of the reeession. .
-7 Financinl difficulties of the States-—nuturally the nation is

very rich and the State can borrow from tho natiam, but it

"o gignifies that on the bosis of the finunclal erisis we have n

' erlatn of the State. We can suy that we have a political erlxla
»'of ' the ruling class. Prosperity 'Is gong; nobody belloves it will

a1

relurn. Amd this fact ix reflseted in the politleal crisis of the"
Demererats, the Republicans, The ruling classes are disorganized
and they look for n new program, Hoosevelt's progrum [n exs
perimental, not to sy adventuristic in a capitalistic sense, That
signifies n rgosi Mundamental premise for n revolutionary situa=" -
tion, It ix ftue for the world and it is true for the LS. and-
pussibly it's especially true for the U.S. :
Now the question of the proletarfat, We have n very great
change In the situation of the working class. In some artictos In”
the "Socialist Appeal” and in the “New Internotional” 1 learned
with intorest and pleasure that now the sentiment of the Amerl,
cnn worker thnt he is & worker is growing, that it ix not the old
pinneer spirit that he i< n worker only for a time; now he is a
permavent worker, und even n permanent uneniployed .That ix
the basis for all the other developments in the worklng elass,
Then we had the sit-down strikes, Those I belleve were unpre-’
cedented in the !abor movement of the U.S. Ag a result of this
movement, the creation and growing of the CIO, Also we have
the tendency to build the Lubor Party, the NPLL, h
1 do not know sufficiently well the past nor present of the.
lubor movement of America, But generaily in 1024 1 cun say
that the movement was more imposing but the social premises
are incomparsbly more mature row. That iz why the significance
nf the LP is more important now. But I will not say that all
the conditions are ge\'elopcd ta the same degree or the spme
fevel. We can say, if we (ake the genera] world situation—the
imperialist contrudictions—-the position of American capitalism,..
the criziz and unemployment, the position of the American State..
as an expression of American economy, of the American bour- -
wenisie, the political state of mind of the ruling clars, the dis-.
orfentation, and the position .of the working class, we.can’ say -
if we take all thesc. inln consideration, that the premise ig more-
mature for the revolution, - ; o
Inrofar as we advance from these fondementsl premises:,
to the superstructure, to-the policies, we remarl; that they.ure,
not ke mature, The inner contradietions of Amevicun cspitatism..
—the eriris, anl unemployntent are incomparably mo¥e mature:,
for the revolution than the conscionsuéss of the American work-:
ers: These are the two pnles of the situation. We can say thaty

. the situation is characterized by an over-maturity of all fuakdiin..

mentul soeigl premnfses for the revolution, a fact i personally;;
didn'L foresee 8- years ago, U
* On the other hand, thunks to this rapidity and growth of the.,
decompesition of the materiul conditions of the U.§. the massy:
consciousness—in rpite of the faet that we cin here also estah-;
lizh important progress—rumning buckward in_comparizon with',
the objective conditions, We know that the subjective, the con-,,
sclousness of the masses, the growth of the revolutionavy. party .
iz not a fundamental factor, It depemls upon the '3 ective.”
sityation, that in the last fnrtance the gubjeetive slsmant fteelf”-
depends upon the objective conditions hut this dependence iy
nat a simple procesg,
We obsarve in France during the lust year a very important.,
phenomenon, and very instructive for the comrades in the U8, -
We can gay the objective situation was ulmost ns matuve ag in,.
the U.S. The workers' mevement had received a tremondous
imretus. The trade unlons grew from less than-a million to &
million during several months, The sit-down wktrikes in Francay
were incamparably more powerful thun In the U.S. The workers..
were ready to do everything, to go to the llmit. On the othex.
hand we saw the machinery of the Popular Front—for the. firat.
time we could demonsirate” the historical Importance of the:-
hetrayal of the Comintern. Insofar as for some yenrs the Comine
tern had become o mnchine Tor tho social conservation of ecapl-
tallam, tha dizkproportion betweon the objective and subjective .
factors received a terrible acuteness and the Popular Front be-
eame the groatest brake In order to canallze this great reveolu-.,
tionary stream of the masses. And they succoeded to a certain!
degree—we can’t foresee what will be tomorrow—but in France
they suveceeded fn capturlvg the movement of the masses and
we see now the results; the movement to the Right, Blum be-o .
comes @ leader, the one who forms natlonn]l governments, the.
union sacree for the war but it §s o vy pil on, Tha .’
mast im]]mrtnnt iz thut we have in the whole world ns wo have r
In the U.S, thir disproportion hetween the ohjective and aub- ¢
Jeetive faetor lun. it was never us acute as now. - i
We have in the U.S, a.movemont of the mmsses to overe.-
come this oisproportion: the movement {rom Green lo Lowlsi:,
the movement from Walker to La Guardla, This I8 a move to-+
ovoreome the fimlamental contrudiction. The CF plays thal
role in the U.S, the anme ns [n France but on o _more modeab.-
scule, Rooseveltium ropluces Populnr Frontizm of Frunce, Under
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these conditions oup Puriy §u called upon to gecomplish, £ hely
the workers overconte this contrwlietion,

What are the ks ? The strotogic task consists of helping
the masses, cdapting their mentality, politically, peychologically
ta tho ohjeetive «dlntion, of averewning the prejurlicial tradi-
thons of the Ameriean woarkers and adapling it to dhe abjective
situation of the socinl erisis of the whele system.

In this situation, taking inte consideration the little ox-
pericace mud then viewing the creation of the CIO, the sit-tlown
strikes, ete., we have the full right to be more opthmistie, more
cournpecus, more aggressive fnoour strategy and thelies—not
mdventuristic—but to advance #logans that ure net in the vo-
cabulury of the American working class.

What is the sense of the transitional program? We can call
it u program of action bLug for us, for our strategic conception
L ix 0 transitiona] program—it is o help to the mosses in over-
coming the inherited ideas, methods, forms und adopr ihem to
the exigencies of the objective situation, This transitionnl pro-
pram must include the most simple demands, We cannot fore-
see and prescribe locnl and trade union demands adapted to the
local sHuation of a feetery, the development from this demand
to the sltogun far the creation of a workers® soviet. These are
two extreme points, from the development of our transitionnl
zlrogram to find the conmecting links and lead the masses to the
den of revolutionary conguast of power. That Is why some de-
mands apear very opportunistic becnuse they are wdapied $o
the actuzl mentality of the workers, That is why other demands

appear too revolutinnary because they reflect more the objec-

tive situation than the actual mentality of the workers. It is vur
duiy to make this gap between objective and subjective factors
as short as t!:mz:sible. That is why 1 eannot over-estimate the
importance of the tramsitionsl program,

You can raise the objection that we canot predict the rhythm
and tempo of the development and that possibly the bourgeoisie
wilf find a politicnl recoss—that is not excluded—but .then we
will bo obliged to reallze a sirategic retrest, Bui in the present
situntion we must be oriented for a strategic offensive, not a
retreat. This strategic offensive must be led by the idea of thé
crestion of workers' soviets to the creation of a workers-{armers
government. I don't propose that the slogan be launched imme-
diately for soviets for niany reasons ond espeoiolly because the
word has not the significance for Aunerican workers that it had
fur the Russian workers—in oxder to proceed from this to the
dictatorship of the proletarint, 1t is very possible and probable

.'that In'the same manner that we observe in the U.S, the sit-
down strikes, we will' cbserve in a new form the eyuivalent of
soviets, Probably we will begin by giving them a different neme.
In a eertain period soviets cun be replaced by factory committoes,
then frown a local scule to a national seale. We can't: foretell but
our strategie orientation for the next period.is the orientation
toward saviets, The whole transitional program must Il up the
gaps between conditisnz today and the soviets tomorrow,

M.IN,—Would you elaborate the prospects of war Interna-
tlonull%and.to the relation of ‘the ULS. tuday? .

LT.—~In this strategic perspective the war signifies, a3
Lenin expressed it, a_tiemendous aceelerator of the movement.
If the U.S. were involved in n war it would at first signify iso-
lation of us but not for years as in the last war but only for
monthe, Then 4 tremendous wave of sympathy for us will trans-
form our party into a national revolutionary center within a
short perind, In this sense the approaching war is one of the
fundomental factors of & pre-revolutionary situation and that
the war will change the mentality of the American woerkers in
& months more thun we coulid have done In G years or more will
erente for us exceptionally favorable conditions, provided we
have & strategic attitude, foreseeing it, preparing our own
cadres, and not only absorbed in small questions, Naturally it's
a tremendous ncquisition thot we are rooted in the trade unions
but it's very important not to lose our world strategic line,
Every local, partial, economic demand must be an approach to

eneral demand.in our transitional program and especlally on
e war question; 18 we mentioned yesterday, the control of war
industry and the arming of the workers am{ neasants,

MIN.=<Two other questions: What Is our relationship to
the farmers and, sccondly, what {s the party’s relation to the
urban middla clnas?

L.T.—I believe it is a question of explaining to the workers
the situation of the farmer and how we con ameliorate the
situation, We are too wenk to devote our forces directly to tho
farmers but it Ja nocessary that our workers have n ciear com-
prehension of thu sitention of the farmer and there too we have
a tranaitional progrumi conneeled to that of the workera. We

Y )

-slogun thut the state must intervene I favor of

have to explaln that we will not Impose collectivizution;-that we:

lope to convinee them. lnsofur us Ihr{' wish to remain Indes2

pendent, we wil help theny through credt and we bogln with thovs

ha fgrmers, (Y%

nob the trust. Then we sny: When we are in power, it In not 8

question of vielenee against you; you will choove your own'-

methods, It Is teansitory ouly in the sense that it bridges the ¢4

present situation of the farmers to the collectivizntion of agri- ¢4

cullult'_, but we say: If you don't wish to go further, we'l wnlt.:"
With the middle cluss of the ctles {t is the same. Insofnr.

u= } is the commerelul eferaeats, the little men of Industry: You

will remuin independent. You arc now depending upon the trust.

You will be dependent upsn the State; it will give you commodi-

ties and rou will sell them, If you wish to trunsform your sho)

into u state shop, we will arcunge the matter with you, We wlill

give you u period to chovre but it will be 2 good pericd aa it ia

not u Stute in the interests of Dig cupital. You will then be in

" the servies of the people, In America you will at leaxt conrerve -

your soelul privileges for a time, A
Naturully we cannot suy to the technicinns that they will .
become technocrats—no, we ennnot permit o new aristocraey
but they will be an important part of society. o
M.IEX.—There Is a stratification also among the enginasrs . .
who get lexs money then the plaster men. That means right, now
they nre plain workers amd that is betier for us.
L.T.—The stratification in the professions is very important.
M.AJ.——What would he the elfect of the war?
M.LN.—Bupposing it i= n Furopean war in which the U.8
does not yet enter? - o E
L.T,—=In that case the U.3. will have a postponement of tha:

.economic ¢allapse, What is clear ia that the countries Ir!vol_val]’i}_;-_.h

in the war the coilupse will come nol in 4-6 yeora but in 5-12 5259
months because the capitullst countries are not vicher but they Ly
are poorer than in 1914, malerially; technicall{ thoy- ore rici_iéi','_;‘." P
they will spend &, 10 times more for deatruction than they. did .
during the world war becausa the new war will bogin Shers th
lust war finished, The: psychologicnl facior, that the old gener
tion that participated in the ldst war ave. living: nebody, wiil
believe that it will signify happiness, {ull rights, destruction-of
militarism znd that produiction will be for humanity, Thess lead<i
song exist aven in the younger generstlons, That:is why thal
patience will not last long. And the revolution wil] come: iotiy
after 4 yeors but much ecarliery, sfter some inonths. If-we enfer;
into this war tempered, stesled, and we are capable of surmount.
ing the obstacles of the first period with ceurage, we will bacom
the decisive force in the U.S. os elsewhere, P
M.AJ.—Can expropriation ba considered as naLiunaliwtion&
that used to be spoken of by the reformists? ‘ o :_‘_»1.{,},
L.T.—Wu must emphasize thot if the power is in the haids:
of Rousevelt, 1t is not in our hands. We muzt underline the clady
element every time, We must cunliast our formula 1o thatTof
tha reformists; nationatization? Yes, but in whose hands, 7"
M.A.J—~How long can the LWLS. stay out of war jn yo
opinion? . N o R s
I.T.—1 believe that it will not Intervene fu-the beginning
hut it dees not depend on the U.S—t derends on-the nctiyi_tly, he
of Jnpun and -the attitude of Great Britain. It is.very diffealt?
£0 suy but we must count for much shorter intervals than in thez\v
iast war when it took them 2% years lo intervene. Now In 234/
years thers will be o totsl collapse. If they wish to influoncs:
the war they muet intérvene in a mueh sherter period and on af:;
unprecedented scale in Eurppe and everywhere und conesntrate:iitis
forces ten times more powerful than the forees of Wilson swho Tl
didn’t have 10 or more million unemployed. You ean say.that cis
all these unemployed will be absotbed in the war industry. but
that signifies the creation of a terrible pump of absorbing- atly3
the riches of the nation. - - : " IR o
M.LN.—Ig it your apinfon that the Soviet Union will be:3
with one Stato aguinst another, or the fmper!nllsw'wlll_-kallq ¢

Hitler to attack on the West and Japan on the East?

L.T\—] don't believe they will hiave auch a-&uonablu;‘plgi}_-ﬁ
I belleve the war will bogin with the S.U.in one of the camp
and- during the war they will smash the $.U.=by allies or: by
enemios does not matter—unless & ravolution oceurs,

M.LN.~Then how explain the change In poliey of:8

L.T.—1t is an attempt—it s vitul for Italy as for GBI,
they can come to an agreement and i they do whetlior' thalhgiges
ment will lest for more than 3 montha; whether Italy wiilifemidl
in expectution ns in the last war and join the strenger ofith
who #eom to be stronger. 1 have taken up the question,of ‘poadl
gible alliances and line-ups in casu of war in an artlele for!
bourgeols proys bug It waa not publlshed.,,, ™"
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