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"FRATERNITYY
(A Note on the Intellectual
Atmogphere in the Party.)

To: The Political Cemmittee

Dear Comrades:

’ When, during the factisn fight las® winter, Fellx
Morrow wrote some articles in the AFPEAL (bstensibly against the
I line on the Finnish war taken 'y the Socialists and the Lnves-
t  toneites, but actually - as every one in the Party knew - direc-
e ted at the Minority, when this havnvened, we of the Minority -

i legitimately protested at such a perversion of the Party organ.

‘ Bat Mor ow had at least the excuze that a factional

. struggle was going on inside the Party. Now, however, we have

E one member of our Party, J.R,Johnson, using the sditorial columns

of THE NEW INTERNATIONAL (Morrow at le=gt didn't venture to give

‘his masked polemics the status of editorials) to polemize in the

¥ gharpest terms against another member of the Party, namely myself,
while ostensibly attacking the hrourgeois presa, And this in a = =&

period when, so far as I am aware, there is no factional struggle

oing on inside the party!

‘ If this is doubted as unbelievable -~ as well it might
be — I invite comrades to compare the first page and a half of my
article, "National Pefense: he Case for Socialism" in the current
PARTISAN REVIEW with the first five varagraphs of the editorial,

_ I"Ligerty, Equality, and Fraternity" and the August NEW INTERNAT-
- ONA * '

B " The line of the sectian of the P.R. article can be
thus suggested: "Paris, 'said the Nazi, R csenberg, two days after
the city was occupied by the Reichghwehr, 'was the center of mental
confusion that pervaded all Zurope....' Beneath the cluasy, turgid
‘phrases so typical of this misbegotten Nazi 'revolution' cne can see
that Rosenberg has intuitively ceized the symbolic significance of
~Paris, for a century and a half the center of the most advanced

European cultural and political consciousness, being occupied by
the armies of victorious National Socialisite.....A year and a half

ago I wrote here: 'If France goes fascist, we shall be saying
goodbye to Western culture in all seriousness and for a long time

to come'....The fears then express have been only too well realesu...

izedeoeoo

* LIBZRTY, EQUALITY, FRATERNITY has yeilded tc LABOR,

¢ FAMILY, FATHERLAND. It is characteristic of the fascist 'world
revolution' thet the eighteenth century abstractions sound coneider-
ably more modern than their 1940 successors.'

¢ The line of the NI editerial (first wage only) runs
thus: "The American bourgeoisie snd the petty-rourgecois intellec-
tuals have been rendiing the heavens with their wails over the defeat
of the French army, and the exstinction of French culture, symrol-
ized by the swastika flying over Paris. Paris is fallen, fallen
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that great eity.o.....The fundamental ignorance and stupidity ef

these learned chatterers are withcut bounds......Intellcctuals

who mean and slotber cver the cavture of Paris show ne knowledge

of either history or culture - but a sure instinct for hiding in

the steadily diminishing crevices ¢f bankrupt hourgeois demncracy
esssoPut the ecunter-revelutionary squawking of these songbirds .
being driven out of our hezsring, the workingclass movement, etc.,

eto. "

' : - Jehnson - with whom I have talked on this matter -
does not deny he was thinking, in this opening vage cf his editer-
ial, chiefly of my article in PARTISAN RiVIZW, zIt wo"1ld indeed
be hard to find another article which fits the indiotiment made in
~ the NI editorial.,) 1In fact, he rather insisted on the point and,

-with a stern gesture, refused to withdraw ecne iota from his
"principlel" vosition. Good -~ in fact, exoellent! Let us look a
"little merc closely at this "principled" criticisin, which Johnscen
- thinks important enough to justify terming (undercever, cfcourse)

& "comrade" and fellow-editor of the NI a "counter-revolutionary

: songbird".

’ \ The NI editorial falls inta two main varts; the first
five paragraphs, and the rest of the article. The opening vara-
:graphs are concerned mostly with Paris as a cultural aenter, and
vare dragged in cnly so that Johnson may relieve his feelings ~bout
-my PR article. The body cf the editorial is about Paris as a

:politieal center. Betwcen these two parts there is only a losse
cennection - as is usual in such amalgam jobs.£ '

- The théme of the first part is that these "petty rour~
- geols intellectuals" -~ how Cannon must have smiled when he read
+that phrase crepoing up in ‘¢sur owm press! — who lament-over the
+extinction of French culture Ydelude themselves that they are
+-different" from the bourgeois cdumentators on the fall &f Paris.
tActually; they function as a,ckver for beurgecis pélitics, 2nd their
éoncern ‘ver the oultural dcbable in Paris is rcally a SC{cgn -
-whether conscious or not - for their distress over the political
59E§ﬁ§§r8¥cﬁii5%3%°¥u8%3¥§e8%%f%%§8°§%§§5rc unne: ¥ int~d with-tho
U o et e - . .

real 2im or the editorial. .uus & Chic.,.. CO... .26, 1u all 1naolenc,
rotea mc the other day:"I was very much interested in the editorial
on Francc - a rather unigwe conglomeration of erudition and investin
~The former holds up much better, The writer (Jchnsnn?) certainly
sprinted 211 @ver the place, from #ttila to the N.Y.Times, showering
. opinions ef Ruskin, Wapgner, France and the local intellectuals. THe-
impavt was dispersed into too many diatrires. Why was it called an

editorial? Must the NI takes a pesition on all these r~uestiens —-
painting,music, philasophy, literature, Paris in the spring, etced"
(I may add, lest dark suspieions arise nf the existence ~f a
"Macdonald clique", thnt this eomrade agrees with Jahnson and not
yself on the nature of .the war, of fascism, cte. )
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‘The rest of the editorirl is devoted to d-monctrating

with a great verade of half-digested learnine, somethin I sheuld £ R
think would be taken for granted in the theoreticnl orpen of a
Marxist movement: that "Liberty, equelity, fraternity" have beexn
mere words in the bourseois French republic and that wh-tever ~nn-
tent they hove occasionally azd h:s been duc to the r~dical work-
ingclass movement. With this thaue I mia in oarfect =aprecment, 25
is clear to any one who re=ds beyvond the first name and a half of
my PR article. I -m no lon~cr herc concorned with it, exccot to

note that, in the gencral coafusion and uvroar of explosive lanruarg
the casunl reader pets the imoression that thz armuments with which
Johnson refutes those who txlk of French demosracy also rcfute
those who talk of French culture.

- As to the first gart of the article, the implicntion
is th=2t one cannot both helisve that Western culture will be ser-
iously aifceccted by th~ Nozi ocoupaticn oif Paris, ~nd also that ¥
Frenoh democracy was a fraud long befors the Nazis took Paris.
Only this assumption could justify the abusive terms Johnson uses,
climaxing in "counter-revolutionary*, = word nct lightly used be-
tween fellow members 61 a Barxist mrcur. But in vpeint of fact, |
it is possible to hold both beliefs at orce, and theproof is that-
I myself do so snd that the PR articlec docs so. (Vhether I =m
"deluded", whether I am mcrely excarsisin~ my "insticnet for hidinn
in the crevices of bourgeois democracy" — to answer this weould
recuire the services of a psychoanalyst. All I can say is thet I
am not conscious of any such sclf-delusion, that I do not know
of it, and thot Johnson, who has ncver psychoanalyzed me, cannot
possibly know cither. ' ' o

- Johnson's wild charmes, dclivered in a coarsc- parcdy
of Lenin's more vituvcrative style, thus boil down to this: those
"who write of the cnllapsc of French culture arc, whether wittingly
or not, givinm aid and comfort to the bourccoisie, whe also paint
the Nazis as barbarians. Better to say nothinz about such thines
rizht now and cmphasize the pclitical issucs. Even assumine for
arrmument's sake Johnson is right, this is clearly not a mattsr of
© basic politicel principle, but of propamendistic tactics. And
in fect, durin~ our converstain, hs had te agrce that whot he
+~ objected to in my article was not its political line about French
‘démocracy (since this was id-nticsl with his cen) but the impression
the article (he thourht) would make on & bourweois recader. Thus -
Johnson converts a tacticel differcnce into a yrincipled difference
-and launches e disloyal attack a~ainst a comrade and fcllow-editor.
Even Johnson's tactical criticism I grant only for ar-
gument's sake, not in reality. A~ arently, I conceive of Marxiem
in much broader tcrms than Johnson does. I think it is the func-
tion of a Marxist intellectual to concern himself with 2ll phases
and exores<lions of human socicty, and with culture net the lcast.
I think that Trotsky was thes orcat revolutionrry he wos wartly.
because of his concern with culturc, and th~t it is ~ sterile,
narrow 2nd crirnled kind of "Marxism" which bruchee aside such
‘matters as trivial compared to the specifically political issucs.
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Johnson's abuse of thoscA"intellectuals whe noan »nd slobber cver
the cz2p urc of Paris" is thz sort sf Philistinc "proletarianism"
which Trotsky seo brilliantly attwckcd in "Literature and Revolu-

tlon" £

As to the question of propaﬁandlstlc cmphasis, I woulad

say (1) that PR is a cultural ma—razine and thot, with avclo~ics
to such firm Bolshecviks es John~on, its readers must be opproached
on that basis; and (2) that it is the task of Harxist rcevolutionar-
ies to fight for the prescrv tion of tihc best of brurpeeis civili-
zation as well as for the raisinz of that civiliz~tion to a hirhér

level.,

.l."‘....

I have dwelt 2t such length on this episode not becausc
f its intrinsic import=ncc, but becaus:s it is 2 spccially pood
example of the serious.iccncration in o}e inteilectial 1ife of the
party since the split. Under the pressure of the war cirsis and,
at least in my opinion, coi the-impotence of Johnascn and ether
‘leadinm comr=des to crne with interns tiongl dOVPLQDu“ntS on the
basis of their simmle-mirded meghanical-Yerxist au-roach, there
as been generated o Teally pcisonous atuospherc. Comrades who, -1l
‘like myself, dlS&&t*;_lPG with the official "answeres" and are
asting about for nor: satisfactory interpretitions, -arc regarded
ith the same fear end bitterness ond suspicion as Cannon uscd to
gard all of us durinz the faction ficht. Why, after all, was
ohnson impelled to <o to such fantastic lensths in order to score
‘a point off my PR article? Not because of the poaint he criticizes
‘- a minor rait of the article - but for an entircly differcnt
‘reason: because my rener 1 conception of fascism is "unorthodex™
and, :in his opinion, daanmecrous. This is what is bclieved the whole

usiness, this is the re-l issue.

As many comrades know, I am developinm a radlcally
ifferhnt conception of the nature of the'w.r and of Nezism than
chnson and theother Party lcaders hold. I am COﬂplCtlnT a, lonm
and well-documented article on these questions, which I will pre-
sent for publication in thc NI. Naturally I expect, and weloome,
ohnscn and others to cxpress whatever disacrccments they have

But let's have the ar*umcnt conducted in the zwen, not by mcens of
Auch envenomed masked attacks as this one of Johnson.££ And let's
.xemenber this lessen from the lond factional strumgle, that it is

Johnson becaric so car ied away with hls own verbis~e as to state
h-t it doesn't make any rezl difference, oultura11y, whether the
hird Reich or the ®eccund Rewublic rules over Paris: "The cavture
OTr non-capture of Paris-'docs not signify cither tle continuance
r the extinction of a culture. Hitler is not Attila, Weyrand is
ot a Charlcs Martel.”" Two questions, Comrnde Johnson: (1) Was
aris the chief center of consclousnpss of such culturc as this age
odsts? If not, what other city wasf (23) What has been the attitude
£ Hitler and thb Nazis to the sort of avant-rarde art ~nd lectters &
ich has ccntered in Paris® And one more: do you think thot, in
Nazified Europe, Picasso and Lerer will continuc to veint, Jamcs
yce and Gertrude Stein will continue to writc, Stravinsky will
ontinuc to compose music, LeCorbusier will continue to build Houses?

: 38



‘.5—4

the most dangerouc device of dcmagogy to substitute dennunciation
for arpunent "and anvcels to authority fer aprczl= to rcason.
.
To sum up, it € cms to me tha% Johcoh has comaitted
the following offenscs against any rezsonablce ¢ownption of com-
radely relations within tnc Worhers Party:

(1) In a non-f:ctional period he has used the press of
the party te polemize arainst another member of thé party. Hc hss
furthermore used the editorial devartment of the NI for this purpose

As it hapwens, I am also an cditor of the NI. So we have one edit ¢
launching a venemeus polemic against another cditor, in the very %4
- editorial colunns.

(2) He has done this without mentionin~ .either me or
PARTISAN REIVIEW by name, so that those insids the varty would real-
izc whom he meant, while thooutside public would remain in ipfmnorance
of the real aim of the attack. This undercover attzck was neccssary
for two reasons. (1) In his irresponsible super-Léninist violenoe
of lanpuage, Johnson went to such lensths thet to have mentioned
me by namc would have not .only provoked a rcal scandal but would
have made the NI look likc a very peculiar sort of mamazine, with
one editor denouncing anothar as a countcr-revolutionary squaker.
(2) The Political Committee had not yct taken any action on my
PR article - and have not as yet - and so Johnson was unable to
make any direct reply. "hen I asked him why he had not stated whon
he was attackinem, Johnson rather naievely replied: "The PC hadn't
acted, se I couldn t say anythinm openly." His editorial thus has
the character of a lynching rather than a lezal executien.

(3) Johnson said nothing to mc about the cditorial,
nor did I sece any advance procfs. The first time I saw it was azter
the magazine had come out. I hapvenecd to be out of the city while
the issue was roinpg to press, but I was back in plenty of time to
have keen shown e proff before it aooeared.

££ (Set pay-1e), In01denta11y not the only one by Johnson. In
another article in the same NI he writes: "Some intellectuals,
using (Ged fergive us!) the sacred namc of Marx, hear the chatter
in the ferum, prlck up their ears, rush te their typewriters, and
add their little piece ef 'theory! te the cenfusion." (Yeu might
have at least spared me the quotes around "theory," Comrade John—
son!) And again: "Sidney Hook and other petty bourpeois intellec—
tuals" whe "thrlll with joy" when they discover their new theorice
about fascism."® To whom de these remarks refer, OJomrade Johnson?
“And if I am included, why not say so?
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I therefore ask the Politiecal Comnaittee to take the fcecilow-
ing steps:

) (1) to have this dncument distributed internally amons the
party membership, cither as a scparate mimen~raphed document, or
as pert of the next internal rulle+1n, whlohcver p;ocedure w111
be the speedier.

) ' : o 5 .
(2) to state whether it considers Johnson's act ons permis—
sible. If 80y why? If not, to see to it that Jehnson conducts
- his polemics in the future in the open,,K namings nomes.

(3) to ask Johnson whether he ccnsiders thc pollulcalten~-
dency of my article in the current PARTISAN REVIEW to be "coun-
ter-revolutionary", as stated in the NEW INTZRNATIONAL. If not,
tc require a statement by him, for the internal bulletin, to
that effect. If so, to rcquire that he take steps to have me
expelled from the'party. "I cannot see how revelutionaries and
counter-revolutionaries can exist side by side either on the
editorial board of a Marx1st magazlne or in a revwlutlcnary
party.

Goﬁradely,

s

DWIGHT. MACDONALD
New Yecrk City
September 14, 1240
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LETTER FROl: COJRALE JOHNSON

Due to circumstances cver which I have no control,
I am unable to reply at present in a fitting manner to
Macdonald's letter. No one regrets more than I that I have
not yet replied adequately, for it is in the Party interests
to do s0. As soon as my health permits, I shall reply to
what I regsrd as an indefensible revisionist attitude to
Marxism. ,

: I shall deal also with his perscnal charges
against me in so far as they have any pertinence to the
manner of functioning in a political party.

J.R. Johnson
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~inflate’ it .beyond .all proportiodis.

—~8-

© STATEMENT 7 THi POLITICAL COMIITIEE o
(On Comrade lfacdouald's Letter to the P.C. on 'Fratefnity")

- BELECELEEE
. - .1 . . L o S . .
Comrade iacdonald's letter :t6 thePolitical Committee on the «dit-
orial in the August, 1940 issue. oi "The New International written
by coumrade Johnson, is devoid of dll sense of .proportion.. |

" The Committee wishes to ‘éay at the very outset that it considers

1%t reprettable that comrade Johnson did not find it possible to

present his article in ‘The New Intcrnational to other members -of
the -editorial board of ‘theé review, Gomrade Matcdonald included,
before publishing it," 56 that it might apnear.as thc opinion .
of the editorial staff if the latter aporoved it, wor, if -that
were not the case, to.publish it under his own signature in-
stead of as an official-editorial, .. Unfortunately, we have. had

.8imilar instances in the past when, for onc recason or.another,
1t proved difficult or impossible to have the .whole editerial

board go over the. 'editorials written for a'particular issuc of
the' magazine, and théy had to be.published on the responsibility

.ﬁpf'the editor or the acting editor, We have a mcager pcrsonnel,
“occupicd by a multitude of tasks, and e smooth, formally propcr

and necessary functioning of all comrades, departments and:;: in-=;

“8titutions is often extremely difficult. . However that may be,;

comrade lacdonald?s compaint on.this score is cuite legitimate.
Only, 1% is necessary to6 reduce.it fo its oroper size and not -

A +

oo it

Comrade iacdonald's ‘triticisms’dn this: point might bear more
weight 1f he himsclf were no} guilty of a far more roprchensble
act which, in the excitement of his’ attack on Johnson and. the .
"degenerated intellectual “life of the party", hc docs:not- mértion
by-so much as a word. Johrison published an article.in the part
ress . in which he'defended .(wall “or voorly, . that is beside $he
point} Karxism and Thc program of his party. sacdonald, howaver,
published an article in“thd non-narty press in which he ‘attacked
(weéll or poorly, that ;is agaln boside 3ho point) Marxism and -
the program of his party; and this article comrade Hacdonald .
never though of submitting to the proper party committee, -he-snever
thought of notifying theproper varty comiittee of his intention to
publish it, and ‘he ngver inocuired of the.orower party comaittes if
it was permissible to open such a "discussion! (i.3., :such an
attack on’the party) in thé public, non-party press. But of all

- this, not o word in Macdonald's lctter. Ho is .outraged at the

thought th-~t the acting cditor of the . parfy orgzan published an
editorial defending the party without obtaining his approvel, or

"at -lcast without submitting it to Him for approval.  idivently,

howevoer, He finds 1t cuite normal when hé hiwmself amakes a public
attack upon the party, its foundztion brinciples «nd ite progrem
in 2 non-porty periodiezl =nd without troubling to notify tho

- varty, much lcss to obtein its pcrmicsion. dorc simply: the oarty

owes him, as a member, certain obligatione; he docs not owe the
party those obligations. '
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Ao to thu contents of cosradc Johnson's 2d@itorial, comradl
- Macdonald ~gains loscs his sensc of »nrowortion. . iodcrn volitics
do not rcvolve around comrad: .acdonald's cditorials in the
Partisan Review and not cvion aroundhis cditoricl in the issue
rcferred to. It is not necess-ry to agree with cvery single
. word or mark of emphagis'in_Jomason':s oditorial to scec th2t in”

. substonce it attocks the peoint of view of ‘thoze “radical! in--
tellectuals and bourgcois d .murogucs - from tnu Ncw York Times:
to the New Lcader, from Walter Lipvnann to Sidney Hook - who
~used the fall of Paris for a renewcd patriotic or social-vatrio-
tic offensive: If Johnson varaplirased cone ecntences from the.
. article by :lacdonald;.ag: :the latter declareés;.it is no lecs true
that substantially . theisgnu~rﬁntenoec can be found in any number
of articles in the: pgtrlotlc ‘praas and areg, ¢onseque ntly, just
ae faithiully rcpresented in Johnson's buraphrage. So Tar ag
that "attack" ie concerned,:-it is, to.cduote ilacdonald, "devoted
to demonstreting, with:a.great'parad of ‘helf-digested 1e<rn1nq,
comething I should-think would be taken for.granted in the Lo
theoretical organ of a-ifarxist movement.,"  Corirade :lacdonald can
sustain his ascumption that it is he. wHo. ig being attacked by -
Johnson, and he along, only ‘if he can préve that he hold the
views agalnst whlcn Jchnson polemized or:that nobody but hims el*
holds such viewgo, He mlll flnd 1t dlfflcult to offer qucn proaf

The cnmngrlson w1th ;,&orrow‘n ‘erimes. against us in tnc S.W.r, fec—
tional fight . is no moreg:.valid. We merely cexercized our right to
vre-ent our'vicws;insidcjthe party; ond, ‘in the'pra—convention
veriod, in the party vress. Jorrow attacked our views anncny-.
mously in the official Darty press, and attributed them teo cocial
demeccerata and patriots with whome we hdd absolutely nothing in
conmon. -What is. the differencé. in the present cdse? It is
Macdonald who initiates.a public attack upon ‘the party and its
.prcegram in the non-vg ty prece; we défend the party from this.
attack. Johnson, who i3 not authorlzed by .the vnarty to attack:
'Macdonald directly and by name, (subsequently, Shachtman was
.~authcrized by the PQ to dis°001ute the warty Ifrom the views of
Macdonald, md tc d¢ so by naming iacdonald gspecifically. Thi:
he did. ) Tefrains from daing ¢0 and confines. himself to attacking
thosc views of #acdonald which ccnflict with the party program
.. and to defending the wiasws of the party ~ which he is always
- authorized to do. - (Whuth r Johnson does it well or. poorly,
with "half-dige«ted learning" or with vitupcsr=ticn, ic here
entirely becide the point; it has nothing at all to cdc with
Macdonald's complaint and he neadlessly auddles up these twe
distinctly dlL:erbnt Quagtiona.’ The quécticn of how well a
comr:de defends the party prodramg_hnW,Pﬁod .are hic literary
qtyl and gtructure, hew-cogent are his arguments and reasoning
for a given party pelicy - tnzt is alws yu.nubgcct 40 digscuccion
or debate,. It has nothing whatsnever to do with the questicn
Macdonald really raises;' namely, proper »arty procedure ‘and
pjrty loyalty ) e e S :
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Finally, as to the "intellectual atmeosphere in the »arty" aad
the soricus dagener-tien in the intellectual life of the »Harty
gince the split." Wo cannot say loz~ than thzt suech stotements
by Macdonald arc -imply irrecepcncible. On were thon cnz oceas—-
ion, lecading comrade after coorade hao proocsed te dacdenald:
"You heve diffcrences with the party oregrom or pclicy or anal-
ysin? Well, we do not live in Vannon's acphyxiation chaabers.
We wzlcome a discuseicen. Put vcour idcas d~wn cn pansr, a5 any
cther comrade would de, and Hreascnt them tc the party. Where-
upon, w2 will promptly orgonize an intclligent, ccherent and
f2ir discunsisn threughcut the ranks of the »nertyt. Comrade
Macdcnald will surcly not prezume to deny that such prrposals
were mede to him roveatedly. He will surcly alsc not prosuac
tc deny that ho ncver teok advantagz of the offcr. The Pelitical
Committec 15 not obligatcd to open a ferimal discussicn in the
party on, let us cay, the naturec of fascism or the nature of
- the war, if .thc Committce has no new analysis or pclicy to
offer cn these points. It is obligated, of cocursg, tc crganize
such 2 discucsicn when oth2rs propese 2 new analynins cor policy;
and it is further obligoated to defend the official party -oHelicy
until cr unless it provesec tc change it.

B L ke e
ke S _

But ccimradc Macdenald was nct centent with this nermal arrange-
ment, He is "diassotisfied with the cfficial 'answers'" ~nd he
is "ca-ting ebout for mecrec satisfactery intorprctaticns." That
is his right and even his duty. Only, in "cacting about" he
forgets onc little detail, namely that he is 2 party member wo,
like all cthers, hac net conly rights but obligaticns, and that
~his rights de not include speciel privilezes granted ne other
party neaber. When Macdenald writes «o lightly abcut cur in-
tellectual degeneration, -and cur bad atacsphere, ho iz ccompletely
misjudging thc tcomper of 34 lcast nine-tenths of the party mem—
®wershipd They arcarcuscd, and rightly sc, at the liborties
Macdenald has taken with thoe party and ite pregrome In his
articlec in Partisan Revicw, dacdoncld dclivered o public attack
on the party program all 2long th: 1incd 4% whem waz his ar icle
dircedcd, that d5 at 12250 alesdy perecn® ci is? Whe helds the
vicws on fascism and fhe 98csond wow 23248¢@® which he polcouizef?
Macdonald's patrdetie ecllcapgmes ea dhe Pad¥isan Roviow? er
Sidncy Heok and Qe.3 09 ehc 3tadbai=0s¢ ce the Mew R:ader? o
the Leecatensies?® HI ecuwse 93€3 0bey =5c Lt dy w3, the
Workers Pestyy d e tac 232239 a9 60 egries ith us, by the
rcat ol the Tetskydsd ncesnca oald By thei sdcnce

Unless spoebficably ziven eonlddady ewlirdisaticrg oe2iy msmbers
speeking &n pullie degcond he ga00p poegoen 2nd pelicy, Or if &
comrade dicagrece witlk cas o» egcfhse vednd ‘in cur pclisyy, h2 is,
upon rcquest, epeoedfically sxgveed £9.n cpeaking pubeicly in
~deiense oI the pasty portsica. BOcay ¥io~21 kncws thot grcd
Tule; cvery poety menbor &c bewnd by ét. But net cemrade dec-—
donaldd : -

- He, more then a hundred others, knows that the cmphasis in ~ur
baslo declaraticn of principlces upen the fact that we connider
ourselves a Harxian party, was nct put thore by ~hance, or as a
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ceraacnicl ferimla.  He was wroacnt ot the nccetings ~f ths 1o-ding
conr~dec whan we feouoht rut thot gua~ticn it th~ lats Buranheaite
Yot, ha do2z3 nst hcrit-te t- Fi1) hi- -rticls with chono joors ot
Hrpthrdox .arxiztot (deos b anon Joies Cnesd oad Sidney He~k, o,
perchance, the Warkors Party?), aad - threw cverbocrd ~n2 linrx-
ian »rinciple 2ft-r -~n-~th-~r. In flot crnflict with cverything
the ooxrty - hin partys — <tonds Ier, h: ~r~uc~ thet Bitler'!s
Reichrwohr ¢ nst the prolet-wint ic the grovedipger of capital-
ism; thnt this iz net °n impsriali~t wor but 2 s~cial war; ond
cndw un by 1 procentine 2 his PTOATLN (’" Trat-ky rlnhtly prlnt"d
cut to the humilizticn ¢ ~ur D th) th~ thorry of skepticinm
towarde oll ther~rice aad nrogroms, the ..~rxian included.

Wh=t ctacr »Harty aembar would ncralt hizmelf ~uch o orivilege, cr
arre cccurately, scuch n xlaw:ant aburz ~f party acmborshin? Vhat
nther »orty werber wsuld be peraitte d_th;t privilege? No ono.
For overybedy undorrt_nf that i7 cuch orivilegs: were prented,
the or~blem of sbusc i varty o ibershin 7euld ne lencar oxict
e the eccd Toazen tn .t tha varty would net exict.

W2 want, in cur »o rty, titn fr2322t intellecctuel ~t-amhors, ~no
*in which we can hamnor cut, in the an-~t comradely ”Dlrlt ith
th gr~to-t oﬂrnvftnﬂ*, with th~ wr-t criticnl of butltudes,
the "‘VOlutl"ﬂ“rV ccurne ci tho 3~rty. W want to o glceeowz new
~ideas, ncro thr ugpﬂﬂing answers t~ the wmultinlicity o »roblaus
~rld ané naw, th*t fecs us. But we n:=ve n-~% the 2li~htest inton-
tirn ~I cceropving Liorxica. e have n~t the <clishtest intenticn
ci scrzvniing the porty's fcusht-Iicr ~nd thousht- hut DIAET I T2
minutz any half-baked n~tircn i- "wlrcu in ~ur @idet or thoe
minute "rncrnﬁ whn never studied inrxisn D;OD””C‘ to revize it.
2 hove nct the -lightost ihtentien, either, o f2llowing tho
vparty to deqenerate - really de~snerateld - inte o 1o~ =g, un-—

» disciplined sect. 2 ar2 -~ Zichtians ooarty. Cur fisht is the

o nnat dﬂfficult in history - the Jicht oy accinliecn,  The wsinde
‘of fic ‘groateast thinkers in thz last ceatury crubined tr~ frree

~ the weapcas in that ficht - larxisa, the »rogroa of gocisl Tove-
- luticn., 2 veuld be Tools to 21llew thono weszwens to bo kicikzd
arcund 2= if they were rubbi~h in cur vey. de weould be Incla t0
allew thn an-t imooert-nt ¢S thnaez wosvonsg - th- revelutionnyy
narty - tc be waikened by ths kind o wrivilapes cemrade :#ac-
drnald hot taken tc hinmsels |

Ycur ideos, cour~de lincdenold, yeu ars welcene to vresent ond ore

reoed to »rocoant, in 1 -Ofﬁhrl””t and resvencible woy.  You and
ycur icdcas will be accerded 9o Zull Ll”ﬂt" 2néd Torpect cf porty
menbsrahiv, net norze ~nd act lace. But yocur ~ttitude toworéds the
varty ~ad ite orosra, ad their rightz, »u~t bs chanmed. A seli-
reoonecting Hirty conact brornk 3 renetiticn of the incid-nt thot
precinit-ted th» prasent controveray.

Pcliticnl Ccomaittesz,
Shochitaon, dSrerctary.,
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