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Dear Al,

- I have only now received your letter of April 28, delayed
elther in transit or transcript, apparently the latter.e...I had
expected to write to you earlier on my tentative opinions on the
national question, but it was not possible until now. I will
write you geparately on organizational ‘matters. o

I am offering some opinions concerning the Committee's
resolution and Johnson's article on the Socialist United States
of Europe (titled "The Way Out for Europe".in The New Interna-
tional). I am glad to hear that Comrade Johnson intends %o
draft a cemplete resolution of his own on the natlonal question.,
Then it will be possible to know what is his rounded position.
If there is then a cholce between the Committeels resolution and o

:" his forthcoming resolution, 1t will be easier to make.. For my

part, I do not regard Johnson's present article as a resolution

or document necessarily in itself in opposition to the Committee!ts.,
As it stands, 1t is clearly a different approach to the European
situation than the Committee's, If and when Johnson's resolution
appears, I'll understand definitely 1ts relation to the Plenum
regolution. So much for that., SR ’ x .

- I find unquestioned and-significant merit in Johnson!s presg-
ent document. I cannot dismiss it as lightly as you appear to

do, though I do not want. to misjudge you on that score. I like

. Very much the broader historical scope and analysis that his ar-

i ticle bears than 1s the case with the Plenum resolution. True,

i the Committee's resolution - implies or sketchily gives that

E scope; or, if you will, it indicates it much more in the Politic-

I &l resolution. But whether, and to what extent, significantly

t different perspectives of an immediate or ultimate kind are ine

f volved in the different approaches to the national question in

¢ Johnson'!s article and theé Plenum's resolution, I shall know bet-

i: ter when Johnson's resolution emerges. ' :

3 - The Plenum: resolution would undoubtedly be stronger, in my

i estimation, if it had been presented in the larger scope that

t Johnson'!s article does, Then the reasons for presentling the

I struggle for national freedom as the primary action or mobilizing
j slogan of the period would be better understood; or, in my opin-

[ lon, be fitted more accurs.ely into the whole pattern of the

t European situation. I do not know 1f the detailed bill of parti-
t culars -~ if you do not mind the formulation -~ on the manner in

¢ which the liberation struggle will unfold, 1s necessary, However,
E that can help in precision and clarity, provided this does not, ac—
f tually mean a different perspectlive than 1is generally indicated in .

i the resolution, What I mean by this I will indicate later below,
| '~ - GERNANY | |

3 I regard Johnson's presentation of the German question in re-
¢ spect to the national problem as a whole; in respect to the Euro-
 pean situation; and in regard to the prospects and perspectives

¢t of the S,U.E.S., as a significant contiribution; probably the most
i imvnortant one in arriving at the most correct estimation of the

L course of the struggle of the proletariat, in the immediate as
F well as in the later period of development. ‘ 30
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This question was ignored or omitted in the Plecnum resolution.
Perhaps the omission was accidental; or certain aspects of the Germ
man problem taken for granted —- asg’a part of our history, S5t1l1,
even our Qwn membership, and certainly the new generation of worke
ers, are far too little acquainted with’' the lhiistory of Germany,
specifically the exccptional role of Germany in the European work-
ing class movement. In any preseatetion today of the European
labor~political situation and speclfically of the natic:al ques—
tlon, this would warrant consideration., It still appears that
Germany in the Fascist and post-Fascist perlod (even as in the
pre-Fasclst perlod) remains the ey to the Europcan situation; 1if
hot, as was once the case, the key to the International situation.
This is the case =~ either for progress or further retrogression
in the future for Europe'!s workling class,  This is Germony's his-
tory. s - o . S .

REQUIRES FIRST CONSIDERATTON

Hence, in my view, Johnson's contribution on this aspect of
the national question requires not-only consideration, but first
consideration 1n the social-political estimatc of Europel!s coursec,
This, however, does not negatc the validity of the slozan of na-
tional liberation as the cnief agitation or action slogan of the
immediate. period. On the contrary, it wreinforces it; with the
consideration, however, tuat this analysis bears more favorably
on the prospects of shorter rather than longer periods of dual
power strugzles; that is, in the process by and through which the
working class transforms or turns the national strugsle into so-
clalist channels; or telescopes them into one. A swifter tempo
for such a development is estimated in the analysis by Johnson
than "is indicated or implied in the Plenum resolution, - :

If the Plenum resolution!s perspectives (probable, not cer-
tainty or wishful thinking) for the duration of dual power peri-
ods and for the more consclous development of the socialist

B ctrugle anc goal, means a period and not an epoch, then the

factor of Germany enters into the picture positively, essential-
ly along the lines portrayed in Johnson's articlc,...In eny cvent,
the omlssion of the German question in the Plenun resolution re-
quires corrcction, This is entirely apart from whether or not
ong subscribes to Johnson's full exposition thereof.

... I understand that Max subscribes t0 the significance of the
German aspect’ of .the. question by stating that if the German worke
ing class proclaims the slogan of Free Colonies, it may and can
become the leader of the working class. Indeed it must in 1ts
interests alone. S "

The history of the German working class, in this connection,

¢ 1ncluding or stemming from the attitude of the Social Democracy,
15 a bad onc. It subscribed in the past to the imperialist doc-

trine of suner-lmperialism; it justified German colonial policy

i 50 long as it appearcd to senefit the German working class, main-

. talning that the colontal peoples had to go through the "historic

process" of capitalist developmcat, etc. This outlook, folsted

upon and accepted by millions. of German workers, left 1ts stamp

[ on the¢ opportunism and reformism of the German movement, It

E hastencd and helped to ensure the failure of intcrnational s0lidw
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arity by the German workers in the 1lst world war., How much or how
strongly tals miseducation still has a hold on the German workors,

I don't know., But certainly it betokens cven more ctrongly the
nced for the German working class to dcclarc itself unamblguously on
the colonlal guestion and not to get tied up in the futurc with a
German lmperialist policy as reflected today through Hitler.

Having read Johnson'!s documcnt, I am reinforced in regard to
some matters in regard to the Plenum recsolution; at the samc time
I have scveral questions to put in regard to Johnson's document,
However, cecrtainly, I cannot subscribe to your description of
Johnson‘s‘article as only "a heap of apitational gencralizations...
which have nothing to do with the National Question." Quitc other-
wise, I think, in the main., . B '

‘_ THE ESSENCE OF JOHNSON'S CONCEPTIONS

- The title itself of Comrade Johnson's article is the basis for
consideratlon of the wecak!.css or strength of the outlook: thc So-
clallst United States of Europe == Nearer, Not Further Away, Johne-
son says that the slogan is a propaganda slogan, Good; but grant-
ed that saying so 1s not cnough. This depends on how he cxplains
or what he coes with the slogan, and herc I wish clarification or
elaboration, o o ‘ , ,

However, I must first indicate how I understand the whole of
Johnson's article, as related direcctly to that slogan, It is
simply this? ' ; ;

The objective factors,fdespite the obvious present weakncss
and almost complete economic and political lack of orpanization of
the working class (except for small "-- extent unknown ab any rate--
underground movements, particularly in the national movcments) are
powerful enough to impel the working class with some degree of
rapidity toward the socialist struggie: passing through intermcdi-
ary forms of struggle ( for instance; national liberation strug-
gles; economic struggles; dual power aspects) with preater ropid-
ity than the Plenum resolution indicates or belisves to be pos-
Blble or probable,. , S

Further, these objective factors are regarded by him today,
not simply as factors which have always been therc (or for some
decades) as the soélo-economic basle for socialism. It is rather,
as I understand, his contentlon that these objective factors today,
in this period, give an impulse to the subjlective factors: (tho
working class; and certainly to the rcevolutionary clements if the
workers rcspond) to proceed onto the socialist road, Necessity = .

- the necessity for freedom ~nd to livc'at all -- compels thc work-

£€3 more quickly and consciously to respond to the demands of the
o> jective factors for & socialist solution. Latent socialist con-
Bolousness then comes more rapldly to the surface, -- latent not
meuning the whole working class bui at lcast important, fairly
widn gectors of it. “ ‘
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GERUAN IASSES STILL WAUT SOCIALISH

Thus, Johnson maintalns that the objectiye conditions’ todey
are of such an aggravatced character (not comparable to any other
capitalist period), and wlll continue so, as to compel the masscs
in a socialist direction, gven where they arc not yet thinking in
socialist terms or ldeolomgy. He also has the view, in a good
measure morc true, I think, than is possibly recognized or accept~
cd by others, that uncxpressed or subconsciously thc masses want to
get rid-of the "old Europe: but not only that -- they want to es-~
tablish a socialist order in some form, Interesting, in this cone-
nection, '1s the observation of a keen observer, (H.R. Knickerbock-
er) of German cventsy In his nation-wide survey of Germany in '
1932, he concluded that "moce than two-thirds of the population
was in favor of some collective. stgte...These people have now been
regimented by the Nazis for 10 years, but thecir fundaméntal views
can only have changed by an ingreasing desirc to enjoy the collect-
ive socicty the Nazis promised but never gave them fully." His
entire review reflects the socialist desires of the Gernan masses,
cven of great sections of the Nazl party and anticipates civil
war around the question of socialism. )

T R

. - However, I recadily grant that, howsoever we asscss the pos-
sible consequences or effects of the objective totality today in
Europe, this is not sufficicnt to accept Johnson's thesis by it-
self. Abstractly, the world -- certainly Europe and North Amcri-
ca -- have been objectively ready for soclalism for a ‘long, long
time. The foundations for socialism have been here; there is no

socialism; there still continues the struggle for socialism.

ROLE AND TASK OF PARTY

Certainly, we_are not_looking upon time in the abstract. Nor
1s the process by which the national struggle, for instance, gets
more spccdlly onto theé socialist road merely a matter of recogniz-
ing (if one does). the wholec objective situation as favoroble or
good., Yhat follows is.a recognition or cstimation of the significe
ance of at least one of the subjective factors; -- the revolutinn-
aries -- in helping to speed the process of turning the strugglc
for national liberation into socialist channels. =

For example, the Plenum resolution (as is dlctated by the
slze, limited prestige and situation of our Party in the Unlted
States) is addresscd primarily to the Party members; to 4th Int-
ernationaliste:and sympathizers, and-‘the radicalized workers gen-
erally; 1t 1s not thercfore a resolution or manifesto addresscd to
the working masses as a whole. The resolution's purnosc,. inter .

i alia, 1s 1o try to rousge at least. these workers agailnst the Allicd -
. imperialists! offensive of arms and food, with their objfcct of de-
feating the independent arbvirations of the Europcan masscs for. -~
genuine frecdom and indepundence and; as I sec it, the socialist
agpirations of millions. Good. ' ' '

But precisely at this point is where I think I scc what Johne

k' son's article i1s driving at. Namely, that impcrative as this tagk

I s, the swiftcr turning of the efforts of the masses from primarcily

natlonal freedom- strug:le into the soclalist struggle cannot be ac-
. X . . B D T v 233
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complishcd if our overwhelmingly dominant cmphasls 1s in regard to
the democratic objectives; such as the right to organize, frecc
press, and so forth.

The 4th Internationalists, meager as their forecs and re-
Eources are at present, arc yct able to say more; to point out
and help organize types of strugile as lcad more sharply and
quickly into class strugglc channels and conflict., For instance,
the struggsle against mass deportations of workers in occupiecd tcr-
ritories to Hitler's Germany -- a struggle which ie“appdrently al-"
ready beginuing to assume the form of mase resistoances

In citing only one example of a form of struggle which, on
the one hand, can presumably be undertoken by -the nationalist
movements, but on the other hand, cannot help but go beyond the
boundaries and program of the nationalist movement, I mecan only to
make onc point. Namely, that now, morec so than is indicated in
- the Plenum resolution, we have to make clear to even those radi-
calized workers in the United States whom we can influence, the
situation ir Europe is guch as 1s likely lo propel thec workers in
Europe more swiftly than appcarances indloato beyond thc national-
ist strugzle and into channels of independent workers struggle for
a workers government and possibly genuine . workers power. The
better to carry out such tasks ag may be possible for the American
workers on behalf of the European oppressed, thec more is it neccs-
- sary for them to know what are the prospects of the socialist
struggle and revolution in the European countries, both ag flow-
ing and differentiated from the necessary strugzle for national
liberation. Johnson's article endeavors to do this and, if 'in this
- respect alone, presents what should be a necessary part of a reso-~
lution on thd National Question. S -

ATTITUDES RE NATIONAL LIBERATiON SLOGaN

: Your comment on his article is to the effect that Johnson
fails to see or does not accept the need for placing the slogan
for national liberation in the forefront in this period, I be-
lieve it will be possible to know easi]ly 1f this is the casc whon
Johnson's resolution on the national question in its various rami-
fications is presented, It is-difficult for me to sec this in his
article -~ and I have several questions to ask in regard to it,

E It scems to me that vwaat his article expresses, impliedly and
B perhaps directly, in rezard to the Plenun resolution, is a fear

. that the national liberation struggle, the struggle for the vari-
g ous democratic rights, can be made Just an appendage to the nation-
k. al liberation movement, rather than as forms of struggle leading to
the socialist struggle for workers power and socialism, His fears
§ arc probably unfounded, but that would not invalidatc his approach
f Oor analysis of the European situation as compared -to the Plenun
I resolution;for his article, besides presenting the general object-
ive and historical plcture, specifically maintaing that the given
military situation, including the developling greot military offen-
slve against Germany, will forcc the class as well as the national
struggle swiftly to the fore, T
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Ecnce, it seciis to me, that thls conception of his must be
disproven., It avails little and, 1n my estimatlon, is not cor=-
rect to say that he lgnores or denles the national struggle. I
nced only quote the opening sentences of his article:

"The immediate’ question for the masses of people in occu-
piled Europe 18 the struggle for food and the necessities of life.
Politically, they sec this task as thc expuleion of the German
invader." That 1s, thc democratic strugile. I wish that he had
dealt in his article more amply with hiis views on the liberation
struggle, even though his purposc apnarently was to posc the prob-
lem of the USES; for tlhen many qucstlions below might not be neces-
sary. We shall see, however, what his resolution will say in any
event, - : S .

Howevér, further in regard to the matter of the socialist
perspective,” For at least the past -two or three decades, the
perspectives and prospects for workérs power,. for the socialist
revolution, were rooted in far, far more favorable sub jective
faotors (such as a well organized working class; millions of
workers consclously wanting and ready to fight for the socialilst
power and program, etcs), as well as in the objective conditions,
than 1s thc case today. Evén-so, the soclalist goal was not
reachegd, for -reasons well known to us today. - '

-« Johnson places an énormous emphasis on the objective condi-
tlons,inpelling a swifter subjective change. .The Plenum resolu-
tlon- places an.-equally enormous emphasis on the non-cxistence, in
any signifleant organized degree, :of the subjective . factors: both
the working class and the revolutionary party. Our cducation
causes us to see in favorable subjective conditions the only guar-
antee for the successful utilization of even very favorable ob-
Jective circumstances (both in the general historic sense and in
the immediate). Therefore, within reason, Johnson rust dcron-
strate or prove more concretely the probability, that he envisag-
es, of a falrly rapid development of the subjective forces (masses
and Party) toward the socialist strugele and gool, :

ON THE S.U.S.E. SLOGAN .

In part, I understand what 1s the purport of his article in

‘this pvespect.s That ls, time is not to be looked on in general,

in indefiniteness., Rather, that the first stage of the strurgle ~-
between now and the military collapse of Germany, for instance —-
has proscribed limits, in the main. 1f and when tho Gcrmans are
knockcd out of the occupled territories, the national liberation
strugglec -obviously takes another form Tor those peoples; to wit,
for instance, the possibility or probability of varlations of capi-
talist "democracy", or morkers democracy and/or socialisnm, and for
uermnany espccially, Certainly in this preceding period we also
point to nmore than the democratic strugsle.

' However,; further, Johnson discusscs malnly the slogan of the
SUSE, and emphaelzes its "urgency" in the European situation today.,
In respeet to the slogan of the SUSE, and implicitly as rcspects
related slogans, Johnson says: the SUSE —- Ncarer, Not Further
Away. ‘How ncar is near? I do not mean to over-simplify the ques-
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tion in this respect, any nore than I nean to do so when I ask,

later on, simllar questions in rcgard to the Plenum resolution's
nore spccific perspectiv-s. - Nor 1s such a question abstract or

acadenic. I do not ask or rcquirc an answer in terms of nonths,
but, rcecasonably, within a number of ycars. For ny part, such a

period -- that is, the struggle toward the socialist goal —-

may mean several years,. )

What I ask from Cormirade Johnson, therefore, is a political
reply arising fron Johnson'!s historic analysis and pcrspective:
which will then be understood and acccpted as a general truth

~and nccessity of the ncriod or epoch; or as a concrcte truth and
necessity that will impel, early, a course of action by the Euro-
pcan massecs toward the soclialist goal —- toward workers power and
the socialist transformation,., This developnent would hence take
place despite what nay be thelr subjlective outlook oir consciousncss
today. Or; further, the impelled course of action on socinlist
lines would nccessarily more swiftly change their consciousness,
thus bringing about a swifter rcorganization of the working class
organizations, economic and political. Within reasonable terns,
thercfore, a political reply is indicated.

R R e

The SUSE is only a propaganda slogan today, says Johnson,
not a slogan of action. If this is true, more is required when
a political reply is made to the perspective of the propaganda
slogan in terns of tine or tempo, The propaganda slogan nust be
specifically related to an immediatc coursec of action that the
working class will take, or is advised to take by revolutionists.

. Here, obviously, it is necessary to have norc exact xnowledge
v>or understanding on what the imnediate course of action is actual-
ly going to look like. %4ac Plenun resolution also clearly declares
the SUSE slogan to be a propaganda slogan, not in contradiction
(indeed not to be confuscd or improperly linked with the propa-
ganda slogan) to the national liberation slogan. Obviously again,
1f both these statements are accepted, we get novhere and leave
matters linrp unless nore is said or proposed.

Broadly, I prefer the gencral analysis and approsch that
Johnson's docunent mokes on the character of the period, includ-
ing the perspective or prospect that the SUSE is closer than is
indicated or implied in the Plecnum resolution. Certainly, this
opinion is subject to discussion. Howvever, if onc says a slogan
1s a propaganda slogsan, then i1t must be so presented in onel's
thesis as to lcave no doubt that it is sonething else. Otherwise
only confusion can follow,

PROPAGANDA AND AGITATION SLOGANS

This neans that Johnson has to nake clear in his resolution
that the propaganda slozan is not to be regarded as the immediate
central slogan for sctting the nasscs into rnotion agoinst the Fa-
scist oppressor and for cocialism. I think your interprctation of
his article on this scorec is wrong, . However, since Johnson says
that the SUSE is a propaganda slogan, then it should be simple
enough for hin to establish its real relation to thc slogan or
prograi of action for the lmucdiate period.

236
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Certainly, instcad of settling ny nind on the basis of in-
pressions, I will await .uis own full rcsolution on the National
Questlion. A statcenent or docunent could set forth a historical .
position that 1s truc. .But if it failcd then to set forth today's
course or program, it would legitimately invite criticism as sce=
tarian, Definitely neccded, also, 1s the c¢stablishnent of rela- . |
tions between gencral slogans and specific proposals that can re-
sult in getting the workecrs into motion and into nmovcnents that
lcad ‘toward the maln need or objcctive.

. .0f course it 1is nccessary, as you say, to distinguish betwcen
propaganda and action slogans; and to_know when and under what .
conditions the former can be transformed into the latter. Cer-
tainly, without making this distinction rcal and concrete in the
presentation of perspectives,. a slogan or progran can prove segc-— -
tarian and sterile. If our advices apc acccpted; if an atterpt is
made to put' thoem into life; and 1f it is then shown that. the slo-
gans are uhrclated, elther to the immediate objective or subject-.
ive possibilities or to both, then sectarianism turns into ad-
venturlism., Workers take a drubbing they don't quickly forget,

But this is general, ' ' ' _ .

However, I shall be very nuch surpriscd if Johnson fails, as
you allege, to make thc necessary distinctions in fact betwcen the
propaganda (SUSE) and agitation (liberation) slogans. Sincc both .
Johnson and. the Plenum re¢solution ‘proclain the distinction betwecn
propaganda and aglitation slogans, it should be easy to overconme
any dither on the matteri In his forthcoring re¢solution,. Johnson -
has the opportunity to sct forth preciscly his attitude on what

‘1s the agitation slogan cr program of action for today; to indi-

cate the course the workers nust take now to bring closcr the ob- -
Jective of the SUSE. . L I L

It goes without saying that the declaration of general his- -

' torlc truth is not.enough. If only matters of criphasis arc in-

volved between Johnsan's views and those of the plenum resolu~
tion, that can surely be clearcd up. If the Plcnun resolution
emphasizes the greater probability of a long denoccratic inter—

‘ 5, valy and 1f Johnson's view foresecs, conparatively, a shorter

period before the workers arc impelled toward the socialist strug-
gle, then it 1s necessary to state how, as wcll as why. Your
letter interprets Johngon as naintaining that the working class
will go over, in the next stage == in the engulfing of Hitler ==
directly torthe socialist phasc of struggle. I am sorry: I

don't find that he makes any such impossible statenent; nor can I
read any such outlook into his article. ‘ oo -

IMIEDIATE STRUGGLE AND SOCIALISH

4 The Plendm fesblution, on the other hand, sets forth a de-

;fu“tailed picturc on the immediatc coursc of strugglc. This nay or
‘may not be necessary; for my part I generally welcone o8 con-

plete a picturc as possible of ‘a course of action. .However, be-
sldes detail, the resolution lays such great emphasis on the char-
acter-and form of the inmedintc struggle, that I have obtaincd the
lnpression that the resolution secs the socialist perspective in
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fact as far in the offing. At the sanc tinme, thce sections on
dual povier (whc best scctions of the resolution, in ny cycs) pro-
scnt alternatives on dual power possibilitics in terms of Cura-
tion, etc. which cvery person consldcrs.

Everyonc will emphasize thc necessity for socialists to par-
ticinate actively and as revolutionary socinlists, 1n the nation-
al movenunts, Heowever, ~hiat I do not sece in the Plenun resolu-
tion 1s that which is decclared in the Political resolution:
nancly, that the workecrs will procecd quickly to put thelr own
stanp or progran (i.e., the socialist progron) on the alrcady
developing strumclcse. If the position stated in the Politicnl
resolution is corrcct (and for ny part I think 1t is,) then I
accept also what I concelve to be the essential meaning of John-
son's article., That ncaning 1s simply thot, despitc thc tre-
cndous obstacles of inperinlist and other bourgecois clencnts;
cespite the opposition of Stalinisn to genuine denocratic and
working class obJjectives, the working class ncvertheless will
find itsclf inpelled and in a position to rcorgnnize its forces,
1ts organizations and nove toward the rcalization of its inde-
pendent class prograr.

In respect to the slogan of national liberation 1tsclf,
possibly Johnson considers it as obvious and that it docs not
require belaboring. That is beside the point; it would not
necessarily «~- and in fact it does not -- lessen the inportancc
of the liberation slognn as the prire imnediate slogan for rally—
ing the workers in struggle. And if the slogan were patent, con-
celvably, then, the workers militantly engaging in the national-
ist strugsle, (and rore or less recognizing its linitations) con
ailn norc rapidly to place a sociallist coloration on the strugglce.
Therefore, 1t seems to ne, all that is rcquired of Conradc John—
son, is for hin to indicate morec clearly and prccisely where and
how he would place the immediate progran (liberction slogan and
other deriocratic demands) within the confines of his historic
and political analysis ~- specifically in reclation to the slogan
of the Socialist United Statcs of ‘Europe.

To demand or envisage the soclalist solution is not cnough.
I don't know anyonc who presents matters that way. Therc is nuch
talk of socialist planning and socialish in the post-war pecriod
by people who can't be taken seriously, A recent conference at
Stockholn of soclalist emigrces and so-called workers delegations
denanded a 'planned ecconany! and a 'socinlistic denocracy!. Only
they didn't indicatc very clearly what manner of strugzle they ade-
vocated to impress the bourgeoisie and thce workers with their
goals. We, however, try to outlinc, as preccisely as possible, the
neasurcs Lo make such goals real, I make rcference to this con-
fercnce becnuse I sec it as a straw in the wind; a straw that in-
dicates that socialist consciousness and the will to struggle for
sociallst objectives nay exist in wider nunbers than the Plenun
resolution scens to indicate. Also, because it helps to bring
better into focus the problen of the democratic strugile and the
denocratic intcrval that the Plenun resolution deals prcedoninant-
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THE "DELOCRATIC" STAGE

Cert inly everyonc understands that the European nasses rust
fight for freedon fron foreign oppression; for bread, a greater
degree of sccurity, etc, Alnost any kind of "democracy" (as thc
Plenun rcsolution shows) that might be achieved in getting rid of
Hitler provides a better basis for the prorotion of the socialist
struggle. That, in 1tself, would bc a good reason for rilitant
workers and revolutionists beconing dccisive.factors_in,the liber-

atlon struggle. - ‘ _ , -

Certainly, . also, 1f any "denmocracy" is achicved by and under
the donminatien of the native bourgcoisic (aidcd by Alliecd inperi~
alisn), far less gain will result therefron: than 1f thc workers
arc the prime factor in gaining liberation fron foreign opprcss—
lon and exploitation.. Mgreover, if natlonal frocdom frol Hitlcr's
donination turns out to be primarlily bourgeolis in character, then
the efforts of the workers to get onto the socialist path will
encounter difficultics (military dictatorshlp, etc.) differcnt on-
1y in degree from those expcricinced under Hitlerisn. -

Hence, surely, thc masses are conccerned with the nanner in
which derocratic objcctives arc achicved,  The forns:and scope
of the struzgle for denocratic e¢nds help to deternine the dura-
tion of-any demoeratic intcrlucc.  Tho resolution of course--
points this out, Docs Johnson ghinsay this? Not that I can sce
from his article. Whnt the Plenun resolution does is to lay cie-
phasis upon enphasis on the significance and inevitability of
the dcnoecratic stage of struggles If Johnson does not wish to
glve the-sane degree of enphasis, it 1s not decisive one way or
anothcr. All that Johnson rust cstablish in his resolution 1is
what slogan or progran docs he propose for the immediate stage
of struggle == in the transition from the denocratic struggle to
the socialist struggle or thelir nerging., ’

LIBERATION STRUGGLE == MDELOCRACY? —— DUAL POWER

~ In the presentation of the liberation struggle as the princ
task of the day, the Plénunm resolution states that the denocratic
phasc nay be long; thnt is surely possible. A question in ny
nind is whether the resolution really sees the socialist perspect-
ive as near at all, If that is a fact, that is all there is to
1t, and we have to be guided accordingly. At any rate, 1t prescnts
a progran for a period, If anyone can present another prograr
(cconomic or politicnl) other than the slogan of national liberae
tlon as.the imnediate princ slogan for nobilizing thc workers for
thelr innediate and goncral Intcrests, T an sure it would be wele
coned by all, However, Johnson'!s article definitely validates
the national struggle. - I want to sce nore prccisely how he fits
the imnediate progran (liberation struggle, etc.) into his gener-
al perspective. Then I, for one, will know which rcsolution is
corrcet or supcrior, ,

The Plenun resolution deals considerably with the question
of dual power in considering the nanner and speed of the trans—
formation of the strugples of the workers onto the soclalist rond
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specifically. For ny prt, I would not for one rionent lgnore or
nininize this factor; it already here and there cnerges to sonc
cxtent in lifec. Now Jghnson visualizes the POssibility of worlk-
ers' governnoents or workers power as nearer in thc prcsent flvid
situation in Europc than docs the Plenun resolution. But I do
not find thercby that Johnson attaches only incidental signific-
ance to the factor of dual power ond its variations Tron country
to country.

Where, for instance, does he say (and who could possibly
say this?) that he envisages virtually no intervening period be-
fore the massces strike dircctly for workers power? I don't find
this viewpoint in his article. The question of dual power nust
cecrtalnly rcccive adequate trcatment in his resolution too, so
that 1f and where there are any distinctions between the Plenun
resolution on this question and his vicws, they will be clear,

RATE OF TORKING CLASS DEVELORIEZHT

No one wants to talk of tine in general -- either in respect
to the denocratic period, dunl power, how far is socialisn, and
so on. But what is involvecd,presunably, in the issucs raised in
the Plenun rcsclution ané Johnson!'s article, flowing fron the
general analyses of the two docurmecnts, is the rate of developrent
of the working clnss movenent in Europe, prior to and following
the defeat of Hitler. From an estiiation of this ratc cones the
adoption of nicthods and slogans of the advanced or vanguard cle—
nents., Thelr success in advancing and building the revolutionary
party, now, teday; will “epend on the correctness of the pers—
pective and progran adopted. ‘ :

It 1s necessary that the working class pass through the
stage of the national liberation struggle as rapldly as possiblee
agreed;y that the workers enierge from this strugile with as great
a degrecc of gocialist consciousncss and orgnnized preparcdness
as 1s possibles The task of the Party (of cach revolutionary
Party, with 1ts special tasks understood) is to help speed the
above developnents of the working class. Depending on the way in
which the objective situation 1s understood, will in a good ncas-
ure help to deternine the effectiveness of the Party and its slo-
gans in relation to the working class. In this fundanental secnse,
I agerece thnt it ig necessary to ecstablish the relative validity
or non-validity of Johnson's essential outlook that the slogan of
workers! governnent == workers powcr -- SUSE -- is energing, or
will cnerge sooner, rather than later, on the European scenc than
is indicated in the Plecnun resolution vith its great and alnost
exclusive cmphasis on the slogan of national liberation.

DUAL POWER ASPECTS

To consider, further, a few aspects of the dual power qucs-
tion., At an carly stage of the struggle, and despite the un-—
doubted opposition of the workcrs, thce United Natious night well
be successful in foisting somc bourgcois governnent-in-cxile (or
whatever nanc it night be called) onto the pcoplc. Such govern-
nents would have no roots or support in the nasscs., Still, they

240



12

would bc there to contend with espccially in view of the aid of -
thelir inperinlist ndsters. Under such conditions, dual power
strugzle could casily cnsuc; for how long and with whon the fi-
nal victor, one certainly couldn't say in advancoc. :

For that naotter, at the inccption of any such bourgeolis
"democrdtié"'govcrnmcnts, the nasscs nay even afford such govern-
nents a breathing spell without too grent resistance on their
part. However, what disturbs nc about the Picnum rcsolution is
this. Dcspite various alternatives whieh are outlinaed, the rec-
solution gives me the irpression that the demoeratic intcrlude
1s conccived of as years and years of denoeratic intcrlude rad
dual power. I know that one cannot cstimate the durntion of any
such historical periods, I do not attenpt that, Only ny pres- .
cnt Judgnent in regard to the unfoldnent of dunl power strugeles  «
~~ following the devastotion of the world war —- points clther to -
the ability of the nnsscs to strikc carly for workcrs powcr: or
clse to succumb for another poriod Lo donination to.a .varicty of
fascisn; a nmilitary dictntorship; or tlic same thing perfuncd with
2 "deriocratic® lnbol, ¥ . o T

e Yﬁ?’*l&%t‘fw‘?‘m’“%“?\f D NN

Do the nmassce have a fear of dictatorship? Eveh o horror,-
I would say. -Their cxpericnees with Fascisn and Stalinisn have ™
undoubtedly left their powerful impress. Genuine bourgcois do-- :
nocracy in the'classical sense won't appear again in Europe. The -
new "denocratic" states that may corme into being will probably be
~quite dictatoridl from the outset. Even so, I can wcll belicve
that a return of democratic rights, in souc inportant ways, would
be regarded by the nasses with a great scensc of relicf and cven
of victory. -lMaybe that i1s 211 they will be able to achieve in
the incipient struggles and for sormc tirc thercafter.

BRINGING SOCIL.:LISI: TO FORE

Wevertheless, I an inclined to Johnson's vicw that although
or even 1f, the subjective outlook for a socinlist solufion is
not obvious on the surfrce, 1t exists.to a ruch greater degree,
at least, inmnediately bo.cath their consciousness; and that, fur-
there, events can bring their socialisn rather qulckly to the
surfacc. I finc¢ it impossible to ignore that therc arc still
countless revolutionary socialists and cvcn riore countlcss nun-
bers of workers. in Gerrony, France, cte,,_who regard thensclves. . .
asg socialists; and that they will roveal their fundamontal outlook
at the first favorablc opportunity. . In this respeect, I attach
inportance to various rcsponsible commentators in regard to the
expressed and unéxpresscd outlook of the masses in various Euro-

)

pcan countrics,

What issucs and slogans will bring soclalist conscilousncss
and the will to struggle for workers power and socialisn nore
quickly to the surface? They night be nany undee conditions of
dual powecr, or cven utherwise, Denands of an econoriic, social,
political character, For food, for land,  for democratic rights,
etec. For thc carly, the present stage, it is the slogan of
national liberation that stands out as best able to inpcl the
workers to struggsle for their intcrests: for thoir freedon; to~
ward the developrnent of dual power situations; townrd the socinl-
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ist struggle. The Plenu— resolution is sound here, Other l1ls-
sues besides the liberat.on slogan will of course simultaneous-
ly arise, as indicated before., However, in regard to an esti-
mation of the strength of the liberatior. slogan at thls stage,
I cannot find in Johnson's article that he differs baslcally
from the Plenum resolutioni :

In describing the "democratic interludc™, the Plenum re-
gsolution implies that it may prove to be a period of Alliled
 domination, dominantly "if not entirely., This is possible, Cer-
tainly the United Mations imperialists a:re making every possible
preparation to achieve such a consummation, among other object-
lves. The Party's chief task in the United States ls to arouse
workers against these objectives of the imperialists. In any
event, if Allied domination does not become firmly fixed ‘or a
perioc, the job then becomes one of shortening or termination
such domination, advancing workers interests as much as possible.

Moreover, it 1s a fact that after terrific struggles --
and war is the most terrificé and terrifying of them all -~ the
masses do seek a period, 1f possible, to catch thelr breath;
to re-form.and reorganize their forces in order later to be ,
able to pick up the struggle on a higher plane. Sometimes, they
are not given even an opportunity for a breathing spell, For in-
stance, where the bourgeoisie are on the offensive. And/or
where the objective circumstances force the workers into sharp
strugisless One may even say this is obvious. ‘

As related to the questions under discussion -- the Nation-
al Strugzle, SUSE, etc., -~ I would say the following. John-
son's document endeavors to describe the conditions or factors
that can turn the workers' struggles in an offensive direction.
However, in order to refute allegations or suggestiong that
such a posslibillity has no real base in reality, and is an ar-
bltrary or.echematic conception, Comrade Johnson has to fill
out his position, beginning, middle and end, in hils forthcoming
resolution. : '

STALINISI: REVAINS LiENACE

The Plenum resolution gives consideration to Stalinism as a
very real menace in the thwarting of both the immediate and ul-
timate objectives of the masses. I would surely underscore the
reallty of this danger. Stalinism exists all right ~- not only
in Russlia, but all too much yet in continental Europe itself.
The "dead" have risen too often in the past to haunt us. Here
Johnson must make clear what he means in respect to the role of
Stalinism, In one section he describes the prestige today of
Stalln because of Russia's military efforts. Elsewhere, he ap-
pears brlefly to dismiss both Stalinism and Social-Democracy
as major factors in the determination of the course of struggle
of the Europecan masses. Johnson, then, should make more clear
in what organizational and political light he views the Stalln-
1st menace in the coming period. v .
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A determination by the Party on the role of Stalinism in
the European situation should be casiest to arrive at. Their
influence 1s all too plain in .he DeGaullist ~« CP tie-up; in
the civil war in Jugo-Slavia; in the underground nationalist
movements generally. While I think that objective need may
move the workers quickly from the struggle for immediate demands
toward the socialist struggle, cxperience shows that one must
not for a moment pass by the deadly role the Stalinists can
play in defeating the democratic and socialist objectlve of the
masscSe , N

Does a realization of the naturc of the objective situa-
tion making for socialist struggle in Europe mean that I would
dismliss as inconsequential single, or all, subjective factors
aiming to keep the working class in subjection, after Hitler
as under Hitler? This would be nonsense; quite otherwise, I
would not underecstimate the strength of the native bourgeolsie
(even if in exile now). It doesn't greatly matter how they
might get back into power (if they do), such as with the aid
of the Allied powers. The workers are the sufferers. I don't
really know much about thc Social-Democracy in Europe today:
others will have to enlighten. . Admittedly, the working class
movement, en magse, remains knocked out yet. A ‘correct imme-
diate program can be vital in determining how and if the work- .

ing class can revive and reorganize itself..

The only significant organized expression of anti-fascism,
etc., in Europe today, so far as known, 1s to be found in the
nationalist movements., The reorganization of the working class
movement and its revolutionary vanguard will take place almost
exclusively, at the beginning in any case, states the Plenum
resolution, through participation of the militant and vanguard
workers in the amorphous national movements. This may be, pos—
sibly 1s so; 1n any event there is no need to contest this par-
ticularly in itself, . :

However, in relation to the possible or probablec means for
the revival ol the working class, I would like at least to make
the following observation. When the disintegration of Fascism
develops more swiftly, it 1s in the factories, it seems to mc,
that solid, gubstantial organizations will rapidly take shape,
Further, that the programs of these factory organizations from
the outset will embedy proposals or a program that go beyond
the objective of national independence... But & beginning must

be made wherever there is an opening; this opening today cxists
in the nationalist movements. 1

Johnson possibly fears that all elsc except the national
struggle will be forgotten. This is possible. That depends,
among other considcrations, on what kind of socialists there
will be in the nationalist movements. If, however, only a ques-
tion of emphasis re the natlional struggle is at issue, then
Johnson 1s in a position to place (if othcrs don't or won't.)
the national liberation struggle in its varied aspects in rela-
tion to his presumably broader conception of the struggle in
the next period. 243
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FOOD AND THE WORKERS STRUGZLE

Now on ahother acpect of the discussion. Assume that somec
form of natlonal -frecdom is achieved.in ‘the process, or follow-
ing the defeat, of-Hitler. The problens only begln there. Frec-
dom is swcll; only it caninot be eaten, nourishing as it is in.
all other respects. From the outset) the struggle for bread -
and other necessities will be intense., For a time, bread may
be largely in the hands. of the Allied irperi&list cormquerors.
They intond to use food ds a weapori far more. strongly than it
was employed in the first world~wér:A S L '

It may well be that the "democratic interlude" (with less
and less "democracy" actually exlsting-as time passes) will cx-
hibit its character plainly;- by forced acceptancé of political
dominaticn by the Allied and/or the native bourgeoisie in order
for the wnorkers to obtain a piece of bread-and some semblance
and period ol pe@ce. This-wowld betoken a-very weak working
class, no% &blc to struggle effectively as yet.

However, more probably, while accepting food handouts, the
workers will enceavor to put forward their own interests and to
build theizr own crzanizations. Also, some aspects of the so=
clallst program will appear at the outset of any form of strug-.
gle. .7 :

This, I believe, 1s unavoidable as the war betwden the
"nation" and the forcign invader ig removed from the agenda ;
and the cicss struggle is transferred dircctly into givision
and ccnflich between the native bourgeoisle and the masscse.

Dual power shruggle can herc quickly assert itself, as the
resolution shows, However, further, Johnson's article endeavors
to indicate. that the conscious socialist struggle will then ex-
hibit itself., M ‘

This view 1s rootcd essentially in the cconomlc process
and the polarization of the classes at such extreme )
-sions in the presgnt periecd (not in the general historic sense),

that the working cluss is compeclled to make serious efforts to
break capitaiist poritical domihation and private property re-
lations, Unless wc consider the proletariat doomed for decades,
and nobody that I know of has any such outlook, then it is neces-
sary to estimate more fully the possifilities or probabilitics
for the earlicr rcvival of the socialist struggle. '

It 1s in this sense, too, that I understand Johnson's en-
deavor to examine more complectely the subjective possibilities
for the working class and revolutionary vangudrd as related to
the prasent objecctive situction in Europe. Certainly, 'such an
apprcack —can hardly be resarded as mechanical ‘or abstract in

- the exrmination of tke relations and effects of objective-sub-
Jectlve relations with one another.e This docsn't make the dis-
cusegion c¢f the Nationmal Qucstion one of determininrg —- or gucs-—
sing —- how long socialigm will take. "That would be a meaniiid-
less discussion, The rleraia resolution, for instance, glves
conslderable space to the question of the possibilitics of the
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working claes after natlonal liberaticn is obteined and in the

dual powcr developments thot are likely to tale place. Well,

to separate the strucsle for national liberation from dual pov-

Ef possibilities, rather than to sce then as posgsibly and also

. probably taking place siultaneccusly would be to make a mechane
ical division of the processes.

No one con 'possibly condeive of the revival of the soclalist
strusile without inteem crary forms of strugsle, No one would
put arcithmetical time flgurcs on the length of all thesc Torms
of strupple and processcs.  But thls does not preclude, indeced
1L malies it more necessary, to pose more fully to the radical
worke:s and our own movement, not only or almost exclusively
the necessity for the liberation struggle and our participation
in it, bu’ also the possible or. probablc socialist development s,
precisely for the purpose of roundedly orilenting the radical
workers and our own forces to iLhe tasks of the day.

FREEDON AND SOCTIALISH

Let us look at the problem from still another eangle. That
1s, in respect to the position of a worker in occupied territory;
and in respect to the position .of a revolutionist listening to
and advising such a worker.

The workecr in occupled territory burns at the occupation.
He 18 ready to do anything to get the foreign cppressor out of
hls country. -And it is the worker's country. In this respect,
too, Marxism gives-definite conglderation to the national senti-
ments of the masses, -even if their conceptions of nationalisnm,
from our standpoints, are distorted,

: Todey this worker wonts, admittedly, a "Frce Fpance". Good,
So does the revolutionary. We arc certainly in favor of, and
wlll help him to expel the foreign invader by any means ai our
disposal -~ except that we will not gilve suppo:rt to the imperiale
ist war; and we tell him our reasons on both counts.

Nevertheless, the explusion of the foreign invader is a
first task in the worker's eyes. We do not and must not forset
that. Hence, we do adapt our immedinte or transitional slogans
to the situation -~ the attitude of the masses and the prevalent
objective condition. Only, without ‘just arbitrarily talking
tgoal!, we always keep the poal in mind and try to fit our slo-
gans toward the goal., The mistake and crime of Soclal Dgmocracy
is that it oonoerned 1tecell exelusively with diy to day prob-
lems (or so it thought); ana that in fact 1t abandoned the goal.
Opportunism became the.curse of the movement everywhere. Grant-
ed that ultra-leftisn, subjective purposes not withstanding,
can become the danger in o given situation, such as on the Na-
tlonal Question now under considerntion., Howcver, I'm sure
many ‘pcersons will point  out-the 'leftist! dangers., I want at
least to melc mention of the opportunist possitilities sticking
out oOf the Nationnl Question. -
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In any event, the worker wants to achleve national libera-.
tlon. How? Through a "Frec Frénce", he says. All right. It
is at this point, too, that we have to say to him, despite and
because of his experiences with Stalinism, Fascism and bour-
geois democracy; and howsoever we fit our approach to his pre-
valling conceptions: , :

"A 'Free France! must and can only be a Workexr's France.
You want your democratic rights, You want your labor unions:
your parliament; your civil, economic and social rights that,
you once had in some degree. Very well, - Today, in the light
of the whole Bituation as we see it, these and nther rights
can only be accomplished through and by a Workers Government.,"

What is & Workers Government in his eyes? It might be

§ a11 kinds of things. He, with other workers, will create and

develop it in accordance with their understanding &nd, in time,
with their needs. He might, probably will shy away from the
term "dictatorship'! of any kind. - Yet .he will learn td estabe
lish a workers dictatorship, a worker'g government -~ whatever
name. he labels hix government. . - e

From the beginning, we tell him that a Free France can on-
ly mean a Government that is his -- a government of the masses,

& workers government. So we tell him plainly., "If you really

want’ your democratic rights, you won't gect it from the DeGaul-
lists, et al, They are your enemy; no less, you will Yearn,
than the foreign oppressor if you depend on them or turn over

3 power to them,"

. -To obtain a government of his own, of the masscs, certaine
ly isn't the easiest task. He:may still insist on going ahead
with a species of the "new democracy! or "national. independ-
ence", bourgeols style. We can only warn him. We tell him at
all times that a Free France must be o workers Fprance -- more
precisely, a Socialist France; that all else will prove dross,
Therefore, from tle outset of the liberation strugzle (or any
other), we-pose the soclalist solution. .

Naturally, in the process, much more is said, Simultancous-
ly, we educate regarding the character of the period or epoch;
the anachronism of the old national boundaries; the need for
econonmic and political integrations (but not Churchill or Ameri-
can 1lmperialist integrations, with their fake independence,
Allied Quiaglings, etec,) - o |

It _1s possible to do all this in varying degrees, adapted
to the locale and background of any glven struggle (France,
Jugo-Slavia, Poland, etc,) However, I. likewise stress that
slogan #1, the prime immediate slogan, 1s that of national
liberation. However, from the outset, in daily political life,
1t must be associated with the Socialist goal. Obviously not
in hackneyed, sectarilan terms, but with a real knowlcdge of
the attitude of the masses as well as of the objective condi-
tions, If dual power factors develop early, then the national
liberation slogan manifesto its 1link more quickly and plainly
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to the Socialist solution. Thus, the slogan of national 1ibercf

tion must be organically linked with the socinlist solution.
IMPERTALISM AND SOCIALIST REVOLUTION |

Now a few concluding remarks to this very long letter. The
revival of the soclalist process without onc or another inter-
mediary form of struggle of varying significance is not conceiv~
able in the present clrcumstances; even 1f I do not sece the dura-
tlon of these struggles for as long a time as the Plenum resolu-
tion seems to indicate. Moreover, one may obviously see factors )
that can delay soclaliet progress. ‘

For instance, the bourgeoisie endéavored by military and
economic means to crush the Bolshevik revolution -~ AFTER the
revolution. This time they aim, beforehand, to head off the
sociallst revolution., Armg -- policing, etc. -~ will of course
be used. Arms failed to crush. the Russian Revolution. I be~-
lieve that arms again will fall, by themselves, to stem the so=
clalist tidé. The gconomic weapon —- the food blockade of the
Europcan masses, 1f necessary -- can be a very potent weapon
in holding the masscs in check for a time; and in keeping them
from entering more deliberately and consciously into the strug-
gle against the capitalist order in the post-Hitler poriod.

| Therefore, 1t is conceivable that the social or socialist

moverient can temporarily be checked at national doors (or less).
while the masgses undergo the taek of reorganizifg and rein-
vigorating their forces for later struggles. Yet granting that
such a delaying period is possible, I cannot visualize a.strangle
hold of the bourgeoisie suffleient to intrench themselves again
for even a few decades. I don't see that anyone sces imperial-
ist possibllities in thisg light. ‘Indeed, for anyone to sce the
pericd of the struggle for liberation and the democratic inter-
ludc in such terms, would mean that one would have to echeck so-
ciairem at the doors, as beyond our day.

Hewever, the cold analysis of the effects of war on human
beings (Louls Dublin, statisticlan, Metropolitan Insurance Come
pany) should lend encouragement to the possibilitics of human.
and sociallst revival, Although war, he concludes, has a most
destructive effect upon population, the recuperative powers of
the people are very great. "My Day", our day, hence, still C
foresees the socialist revolution. That 1s another reason why -
I seek more concreteness, 1f possible, on the socialist per-
spective as well as on the liberation struggle from the Plenunm
resolution and from Johngon, ' -

Finally, recognizing the validity of the liberation strug-
gle, revolutionists must participate actively and consciously
in the national movements, We do this militantly, with a sure-
ness of its value for the class interests of the prolctariat
and 1ts vanguard, We know, too, that the bourgeoisie are un—
able to fight seriously even for their class intercsts, 1f the
potentials of that strugrle go beyond bourgeois bounds, as is
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implicit in the liberation struggle. If it 1s the only way they
can prevent a full working class development of the national
struggle, the bourgeolsie will choose slavery (with the economic
and soclal benefits they can still obtain even under totalitari-
an political rule). Anything is prcferable to them as against
the struggle for national freedom from forelsn imperialisnm enter-
ing the field of struggle for frecedom from clags exploitatlon,

This only emphasizes the need (while taking part in the
national movement) to bring the class, the socialist features
simultaneously to the front; precisely to demonstrate that the
reality beneath the national strugsle is the class strugple, and
1o try to give a steady impetus to the latter. This ean result
in a swifter conjuncture of the national and the class or so-
cialist struggle.
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Because this possibility is as real as any political situa-
tion or perspective can be real, emphasis needs to be glven to
Germany, to the German revolution. If the German masses can
avoid complete military annihilation and its consequences, then
all signs point (under the conditions of a defeated Hitl.r) to
the ability of the German nasses {without the "assistance" of
the Allies) to dispose of the German regime and system in their
own way; and then also to take care of their owa political fu-
ture. For the ideology of Nazism is discredited in Germany, too.

Thereby, too, 1s established the key role of Germany in re-
lation to the national and Euragpean situation and the manner in
which I estimate or approach Johnson's evaluation of Germany
in relation to Europe. *

As the war proceeds and moves toward conclusions, a con-
dition dswelepa or will develop, in Europe, which has been
desecvibed as populations without Government and the end of
national snlidarity -- in the accepted bourgeois sense. That
lg ther tho gocial chaos of capitallsm; and that fluid condi-
ticn vhich opseates favorably for the intervention of the work-
ing elass For the struggle for power and the Socialist organi-
zaticn of society. Since blue prints for revolution are silly,
it is all the more necessary to see all the major factors in the
sltuaiion in order better to be able to establish the position
of th% liberation slogail in the class struggles of the next
period.

Hence, in view of all the foregoing, I have decided to await
the ilssuance of Johnson's resolution on the entire question be-
fore I adopt a final position. -

Best wishes,
Harry Allen
5/5/43

P.S. Since my visit to New York and the brief talks with you,
‘Max and Jimmy, I have only been confirmed in my present attitude,
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Issucs on the MNational Quegtion?

A Reply to Harry Allen

Dear Harry:

I have your letter of May 5th de~ling with Johnson's article on
the national question and the situation which developed as a resuli
of his vote against the plenum resolution., I% is certainly a peculi-
ar letter you have written - 19 single space pages to annouace that
you have doubts on all sides, have no real position on the question
itself, and don't know what to do about it all, On the other hand,
o the basis of no position and considerable confusion, you stand
prcpared to defend Johnson's views, which you do not fully comprehend
or ag.ee with, as against those of the Plenum. Moreover, you also
seek to explsin what Johnson himself is unable to explain, in your

~section "The fascnce of Johnson's Conceptlons,? Such a method of

- pclemics is fantastice It avoids the real issues in dispute, and sube-

stitutes secondary questions which both J. and you have introduced,

- and in a totally confused manner. To put it bluntly: the lssues
¢ raiged by J.'and supported in such a "pecullar" way by yourself, are
- false issues calculated t0 prevent a clarification of the single
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most important and new proposal. contained in the plenum resolution.

Let us clear the air. What is the history of the plenum docu-
ment? I

More than a year and a half ago, the new position of the NC
wa s dlscussed and adopted in a provisional way. ‘From that time un-
til the present, a continuous discussion -has been going on inside
the Party and in the NI. We finally recach a point at the last
plenum where the NC was in a position to adopt a definltive position
based primarily on the new idea (national liberation) previously
accepted unanimously by everyone. A detailed document is intro-

duced at the plenum and adopted after considerable discussion. All
our friends participated, pres>nting new ideas, different nuances on
some questions, disagreements with other parts of the document. But

~the discussion ended with every single member of the NC supporting

the main line of the resolution, Or so it appeared at the time.

* Aware that the new ideas were introduced in the discussions, amend-

T
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. ments posed, deletions desired, the plenum decided to permit a period
" in which amendments and correc{

lons might be made, Such amendments
and corrections were made and for the most part, became part of the
rggolutiociie The resolution, in my opinion an excellent document and
one of the really original contributions made. in our movement during
the many years of its existence, was thereafter adopted by the PC on
the authority unanimously granted it by the Plenum - including you
and Johnson. : :

You voted for this resolution. If you made repres:ntations
about changing your vote after the plenum, they were noit made to the
NC, nor was there any indication, until J. presented his article,
that your views differed from the Committeels., With the publication
of your letter, we now know that you do not agreze with the plenum
resolution, but it is impossible to say what you do believe. No one -
will understand what your position is from a reading of your letter.

2_49



0-2.-_

An unenviable position for a leader to pr. scnt to a membersiipn ke
1s supposed to help clarify and educatel

How Johi.son Precented H's Views

How do matters stand in relation to J.? For a number of un-
fortunate reasons, J. was unable to participate in the post-plcnum
discussion which completed the ¢ocument. If he had an important
point of view, not contained in the resolution, there was no resscn
why he did not discuss those views first in the Committee. TIn that
way he would have availed himself of the opportunitv of exchanging
his views with the leading body and the possibility of eliher con—
vineing it, or correcting himself of erroneous impressions and
false ideas, But he is not interested in the leading body - and
nelther, apparently, are you.

An exchange of ideas is always” frultful, even th-ugh they do
not always change one's views., In that way, at least, the Commit-
tee would have been apprised of Johnson'!s views. This is correct
procedure; it is the way responsible leaders conduct themselves,

Not so with J, What does he do? He communicates to the committee
his vote against the resolution in two lines. But the detalling of
his position and the explanation of his vote are made publicly known
before the committee 1s formally or informally advised,

.'f'.) r

In explanation for this action, J. says: Wail. I agree ith
3/4 of the resolution, i.e., agree with what it says on the coloaial
question, agrée with the slogan for national liberation in Europs(!),
I am voting dgainst the resolution! Why? Listen to this: because
there is no Cannonite opposition to the resolution. My views,
therofore, can be discusced on their own merits, If a Cannonite
oppositlion existed, I would vote for the resolution with amendmenta,
This specious reasoning has made it possible for J. to present "his
own''platform on thd national question. .

, It 1s possible for J. to take such a ludicrcus pocition bew
caus€ he does not, in fact, agree with the resolution and its main
emphasig. ~ These remarks are made because they have bearing on
what follows, ‘ ' -

After the first public discussion revealed that Johnson ‘was
pursulng an lrresponsible procedural position, he announced that he
would introduce his own resolution on the dispute. But more than @
two months have elapsed and no resolution hes yet been preduccd,
Obviously then, J.'s organizational conduct in relation to his vote
and the first dilscussion was not due to excesslive haste - but to
his erroneous politics. How do you help to clarify matters? In-
stead of trying to educate Johnson in the theory and practice of
revolutlonary organization and procedure, about which he knows nothe
ing, refused to learn anything, and setvms to ecarec little, you write
& l19~paga letter of confusion which only muddéles up the water. Thus
in a negative way, you offer an opportunity to set the issucs
strailght and guide the organization to a correct position,

This is what I endeavored to do in my NI article (Junc issue). c
Becaueec that polemic appearcd in a public organ, I felt myself

L50



-3

bound by certain forms, felt it necessary to "pull punches," J.'s
article hardly warranted such an approach because it is 1n all re=
spects, an attack on the plenum resolution. Lip-cervice suppoit
is given to the slogen of national liberation, while every conceliv-
able argument 1s leveled against 1t to prove that the slogan of the
SUSE is the "urgent" slogan, the onc that is "on the order of the

day. ]

You say that J's article and views are "not necessarlily in
itself in opposition to the committee's." On the contrary, they
are fundamentally in opposition to those of the plenum, and you
have yourself written 19 pages of doubt'to'prove that.

The Party is now engaged in a discussion of the national ques~
tions Arouhd what doés this discussion revolve? In New York, 1t
18 based on J's article. I have no doubt that this is true else-
where. As I told you when you were here, some of J's supporters
(they were supporters of his position before 1t was even known
by the Committee) have alrcady categorized thomselves as the "mi-
nority." On what basis? Perhaps a contrary resolution? A po=
litical motion? Anh amendment? No, none of these. things which are
normal, That would be contrary to J's mode of procedure. They
are taking a position on a question upon which they cannot take a
position and formulate a faction program: namely, is the Socialist
United States of Europe nearer or further away?

I note too that you have falled in with this abysmal kind of
debate, although somewhere you ask the question: how near is near?
There must be some order to thls discussion, otherwise it will be
impossible to bring clarity to the organization, '

What 1s the Importance of Johnson's Methodology?

When I wrote you that J's document spends & great deal of
time describing the objective character of capitalist soclety,
that there was no necessity for this, that it was of no speclal
t valuc to this discussion, I tried to direct your attention to the

“matter of his methodology, hoping that you might thereby catch
the cue and see the essential error of his primitive thinking.
While at that time, I did not see all the ramifications of his
views, I do now, and I say the Party must reject them 'decisively,
lest it bccomes entangled in a skein of misleading generalities,
not worth the paper they are written on. For Johnson, these
generallities on the nature of the social ovder are necessary in
order to reject the main thought of the plenum resolution,

To repeat some contemporaries, this was not by accident. 1In
his fight with Lenin over the samc question (self detcrmination)
Kievsky (Pilatakov) also invoked the objective character of imperi-
alist capitalism, constantly shouting about the nature of the
"epoch," as if this generality answercd the concretc problems.

You writec that you find unquestioned and significant merit
in J!'s document preciscly because of this approach, You also
write that you "like very much the'broader, historical scope and
analysis tha* his article bears..." This is only possible to you
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for w nt of a position., 1In absence of a position on the concrcte
quest.ons, you, like J., must prefer the "broader® and "historic-
al" approach, since it commits; you to nothing but a favorable at-
titude toward socialism, Lenin had Js in mind when he wrote about
Kicvsky: ‘"According to him, to speak concretely is ta ‘peak about
the 'epochi® [This 1s exactly where he 1s wront!" (Emphisis mine~AG)

Elsewhere in his essay "A Caricature of Marxism," Lenin writes:
"An epcch is called an epoch precisely because it embraces the sun
of different phenomena and war, typical and non-typical, great and
small, characterietic of the advanced count "ics, and also character-
lstic of backward countries., Brushlng thesc concrete questions
aside by advancing general phrases about the 'epoch!, as P, Kicvsky
(read: Johnson) does, 1s an abuse of the term 'epochl." : *

" Again, in relation to continued arguments by Kievsky against
Lenin's position, the latter wrote: , :

"'?The whole of his arzuments can be boiled down to this onc
point: the socialist rewolutlon will solve everything.," (See
Johnson on Germany) . : -

Johnson's description of the social epoch would be meritorious
‘under other circumstances and for other .occasions {a class in
capltalism, an attack on the bourgeoisie, a public agitational
meeting for soclalism). There is, however, nothing significant
in his contribution on the epoch, and 1% has seérved no purpose in
thls discusslon except to provide the basis for J!'s opposition to
the plenum resolution, © '

The question oft methodology and purpose is of acute interest
for all of us. Our movement is grounded upon a certain concept of
present—day capitalism, It is based upoen the theory of the decay
and dlsintegration of modern capitalism, a theory which has been
the foundation stone of revolutlionary socialist thought and prace-
tlce since the lst world war, Objective conditions have made 5o~
clalism an overripe necessity, and these conditions have been wlth
us for a long, long time. All our thinking 1s qualificd and in-
fluenced by this conception. Everything wc write, 1s with that
analysls in mind. It has become ingrained in our polities and is

k & lasting tradition handed down by Lenin, Trotsky and the early
I Comintern. Our movement, our particular party, its program, its
- system of 1deas, its activities, are all predicated explicitly and
implicitly on the conviction that it 1s a matter of eilther capitale
1st barbarism or socialism., All our previous programmatic documents
were drawn up with this basgic concept before us, The political
resolution Just adopted poses the problem of the day 1n ‘that way,
The national resolution contains it as the introduction to all the
ldeas which follow. : IR
Why do I cite ali of this? To convince you? No, I am re-
minding the party of these facts, You arc.supposed to know all of
thls very wcll, Your document is therefore all thc more incompré- -
henSibleo . LR - T
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When I sce a document on a specific question like the nation-
al question which 1s necw for our party, and I find J. taking page
after page to describe the epoch under which we live, I am again
reminded of Lenin's comment on Alexinsky, after he spoke cuttingly
of Kievsky's "phrases." Lenin wrotc:

"Even at the London Congress in 1907, the Bolsheviks
turned away from Alexinsky when, in reply to theorctic-
al arguments, he assumed the pose of an agitator declaim-
ing high-sounding phrascs against somec form or other of
exploitation and oppression, totally irrelevant to the
subject. 'The squealing has started,' our delegates
used to say, when he¢ held forth. And this !squenling!
did Alexinsky no good," ' -

J. declaims and agitates in place of providing an answer to
the real question, But there 1s a purpose bechind his rhetoric.
Otherwisc all of it would be unnccessary. The purpose is to formue
late another point of view (in itself perfectly ncermissible) while
protesting that he agrees with the main new 1dea of the resolution,
If this is what you call Jls differcnt approach, then either you
do not undeérstand what he is driving at, or you agree with him.

| - In case of the latter, there 1s nothing for you to do but to say

so and formulate a clear-cut posltion so that the party will know
where you stand,

The Nature of the Plenum Resolution

In my NI article I state that J. does not know the differ-
ence between a partial, an agitational slogan and an ultimate,
a programmatic slogan, or between a democratic and a socialist
slogan. In that article, I.quoted the first paragraph of his con-
tribution, and then I prcsented a number of quotations which show
that he believes and advocates the use of the SUSE slogan as the
active, agitational slogan in opposition to the slogan of national
liberation. I shall reproduce them for your berefit,

Before that, however, it is necessary to emphasize the place
of the plenum resolution., The resolution deals with somcthing Nnewe
Why? Because we gave up any 1dea of national question In "advancod!
Europe & long timec agos Because we never before had a perspective
that national liberation was an acute and living question for
those countries of Europe. The adoption of this resolution by the
committee, marke a departure from our previous position. It is
not necessary to convince our people that capitalism is ripe for
soclalism. It is not nccessary to convince the party that the SUSE
18 our programmatic aim ard that there is no hope for the European
masses cxcept through the realization of the SUSE. But it is
necessary to educate our movement in an understanding of why the
natlonal question has been revived in Europc, what it means, how
1t is to be used, and what are the passibilitlies of a socialist de—
velopment arising from the struggle for national liberation. Be-
cause 1t 1s new, because thc resolution is orientcd towards this new
1dea, it occuples and must occupy the central position in the docu-
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With Johnson, howcver, it ig altogether differcnt. To him there
1s nothing new except the fact that capitalism is at an impasse and
that we arce faced with thc alternative: barbarism or social’sm. To
, him, the most important thing in the new situation 1s not the new
: ildea, but an old position, which he regards as "on the order of the
& day,“ "nearcr, not farther away."

T S S o 7

You ask whether the concept of national liberation is for a

§ few ycars or an epoch, i.e., whether the dual power wlll be resolved
§ favorably or unfavorably for the prolctariat, and how soon, Don'!t
P}you know better than that? Is there anyone who pictures the dual

& power as lasting for an epoch? Cr for years and years?! The plenum
§ resolution 1s very explicit on this point., It views the situation

& dynamically, and sees the swift development of the class struggle in
& the very process of the national struggle. After all, the whole

E natter will be resolved by the organized power of the working class.
® I cannot tell you how long that will be, nor can anyone elsce If &
® powerful proletarian movement is revived, the transition will be

i shortcr (we will be closer to workers! power). If we fail to re-

i bulld the party and the International on the Continent, the dual

¢ rower will be resolved in favor of the bourgeoisle. Posing the

t 6logan of the SUSE, "nearer, not further away" is totally without

i meaning; 1t does not help to clarify the qucstion. It is father to
f confusion., It is wishful thinking of a purely idealistic character.

3 You continually mix up and confuse matters by saying that the

i resolution "implies" that the programmatic slogan is further away.,

t In the first place, from what? In the second place, where does it

| sy that? Or, where does it 1mply 'that? 1Isn't the whole scction

on the dual power a refutation of this charge? Johnson makes the

t charge because he doesn't understand the question at all. He evie

§ dently doesn't know what the dual power is., But why should you ,

f repeat 1t? Is it because muddling is now & virtue in the movemcnt?

i You add that, in your bellef, the tempo will be swifter than is "ine
: dicated or implied® in the resolution. Therefore, I ask you:

[ swifter than what? 1In days? 1In months? In yearst It ig unswerable,
f although in one instance in your letter you indicate your belief that
k1t will bc some years (Johnson 1n speaking of his new discovery of

¢ Germany, repeatedly speaks of 1943), This is, however, not the kind
} of question which can lead to clarity, because in the last analysis,

t the struggle in Europe will be resolved by the working class and _
¢ therefore, cverything i1s dependent upon the rebirth of lts or1ganizo~
| tions and its revclutionary parties.

Propagzanda and Agitational Slogans

; I set out to say that Johnson negates the slogan for national
i 1iberation by the manner in which he poscs the slogan for the SUSE.,
- In the very first paragraph of his artlcle, he admits that it is a
%ﬂfropaganda slogan, Then he says that this slogan has its placel

¢ (Whom is he arguing ageinst?) He adds that any oricntation which

| placed the SUSE further awav and not ncarer is due to a "deep, a

i profound, miscomprehension!of” the European crisis." (Emphasis

i mine). Mind you, a deep, profound, miscomprehension} Is Johnson

. serious, or is he exorcising his customary literary licensc? Again,
i wlll you kindly explain the content of this hidden polemic? I ask
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the question of you, because Johnson says 1t in his article:

"To push into the background or to moderate the
slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe.
Tiis 18 completecly falses Exactly the opposite
nust be done: (page 149)44. I you grasp the
basic fact of degenceraiing capitalism, grasp
it in 1ts concretencss, the slogan can be seen
herc in 1ts truc relatid$n, nca:er, not iurther

OWOLY e o .(paCe 149) "

In speaking of the Roosevelt-Churchill offensiVe to control
Europe, he again reveals hls position. , .

"The revolutionary movement, whatever its size (!)
must on this issuc take. the offensive. But it can
do this only around the. slogan the Socialist .
United Statcs of Europe. ™. (Emphasis mine) (Page 151.)

"But the very circumstances of Germar ', with seven
and & half million forcign workers rc¢volting against
German capitalism concentrated in the fascist state,
. automatically placeg on the order of thé day the
T sloman of t e Socialist United States of EufOpe.

Tﬁmpnabis mine({ (Page 151)

I shall cctufn to . the questlon of Germany to qhow how faulty
1s Johnson's whole concept regarding the probably developments in
Europes But .let us contineu on this slogan. The way to defend the - .
German masses from hounding by the victors, the way to win the Gerq .
man masscs from Hitlerism, 1s not by "mere assertion® of declard-
tions of friondship for them, or in a stru@gle for thelr basic in-
tercstss No! ‘ A

-"It must take the form of a ceaseless pounding day
and n'ght of the slogwn, the Socialist United Statces

of Europes" {Emphasis mine) page 152,

Further:
L
" "The living truth 1s that the slogﬁn is now more
. concrecte than at any time since 1935." (Emphasis

mine) pagec 153

Finally: S . i

"It is this dual rolc of collapsing capital which
undeviatingly and inexorably moves the slogan, the
Socialist United Statcs of Europc, from the realm
of abstrwction to the realm of actuality. (page 154)
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Jhat About the Socinlict United States

The slognn as conceived -.of Ly the Bolsheviks and gdopted by us
was not and is not now an nbstraction. Ity degree of "nearncsst
has nothing Td d6 with whether it is an abstraction or an actuality.
The question is whether the living class forces arc at hand to make
1t a rcallty. 1Its objective recality is created by the acute and
insoluble crisis of capitali ‘m and by the necessity of socialism.

But 1ts realization is dependent upon certain indispensible factors
which J. does not understand, waich do not cven figure in hig scheme,

The sloman is not more urgent todey than it wag 20 years QL0
It is not more on the order of the day than it was in 1923, It ig
{ not more concrete than it was in Germany in 1933, Austria in 1934,
! Spain in 1935637, or in France during thec same period., If anything,
§ 1t is less Purgent", For twenty years ago, ten years ago, and even
i S1lx mnd scven years ago, there was a living movement in cxistence
§ on the continent. There were parties and labor movements which were
§ thce basis for preparing the struggle for power, not in the abstracy,
§ Put in the concrete. Bear in mind that before you can have a SUSE,
g nay, before you can use the slogan in a "concrete" way, therc nust
§ of nccessity be a revolutionary party in one or more countries in a
| position to struggle for power and to seize it.

The Comintern embodicd this slogan in its program - not as the
"urgent" day to day question, but as the propagandist slozan of the
International., It fitted in correctly with its concept of the inter-
national character of October and tac historical and social ncces=
sity of its extension, with the prospccts of a prolctarian victory
in Germany. The first four congresses of the Comintern developed
the strategy and tactics for what? For the seizurc of ghatc power
by the workers in a scrics of counvrics, the victorious rcsults of
which would have led to tho concretization of the slogan of the
SUSE! Who gees this problem corrcctly: the N.C., or Johnson, with
his vanid generalizations, or you, with equivocation and doubt?

J. 1s perpctrating a hoax on the party as a result of his ig-
jporance of the history of rcvolutionary organization and revolution-
ary politics and practicc. It is clecar from his article that he
docs not know anything about the history of the slogan of SUSE, when
1t was adopted, how it wns used and how it fitted in with the CI
program of that period, ‘

I indicated in the NI that the slogan was adopted at the cnd of
19231  Why then, and not 19197 How will J. explain this "omission®™
on the part of Lenin's Comintern from the years 1919 to 1923 — those
bloody ycars of revolutionary uphcaval? Perhaps he will say that
Lenin did not comprehenl the decay of capitalism and the crossrond:
sociallsn orbarbarism. Perhaps he will say that Lenin did not un-
derstand that socinlisnm was on the order of the day! Why not? Why
shouldn't he say that, and why shouldn't you repeat that after him?
That is what he saygs now about us. B

The slogan of the SUSE was first aGOptod only on the basis of
& spccific situation in the contest of international class forces!
It was Trotsky who first caiscd the question in an article: Now is
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the time to Ralse the Slogan of the United States of Eurcpe" (lato
summer, 1983) Radek followed later with an endorsenent of this are
ticle. It was adoptcd with great hesitancy. Lenin, in 1915-18,
feared that the slo . an might divert the attentions of the partics

. from their national tasks of taking power. He thought 1t might

. create the concept of the revolution as a simultaneous, spontancc g

. and automatic continental upheaval.

What made it possible to adopt thé slogan at this time and not
before? Two thingss (1) The prospect of the German proletarian
rgvolttion, (2) The exlstence of a revolutionary workers' gtate
in Russia Does Js comprehend the mcaning of these two conditions?
Of course not. He does not understand the slogan, he does not un-
£ derstand how it is uscd, he does not understand its specific value,
# Now can he when he-is lost in verblage, phrases and self-agitation,
and is impervious to teaching, ‘ S

How_the Resolution Formulates It.

Contrast hie apnroach with the approach of the resolution,
® which J. has cither not rend or foiled to understand,and which you
® have obviously chosen to ignore, I want to quote at length from the
| resolution's treatment of the SUSE, because to listen to J. and somc
other brash people who do not bother to read what they criticize,
one might think that we do not even mention the slogan ‘of the SUIED,
' The resoclution; devoted particularly to this question in its dialcct-

ical relation to the strugsle of the classes, reads: t

"The Marxlsts are distinguished from all other
groups because, among other slogans, they put
forward the slogan of ‘"the Socialist. Unitcd
States of Europe." They 1link this slogan to
the call for national independence of tho op-
pressed countries, becausc they understand that
fundamentally it is impossible to cstablish geNnue—
ine national and social frecdom in Europe except
in the form of a socialist:United Stibcse.. Only
a gocialist United States of Europe can resolve
the problem of a continent being bled white and
threatened with ruin and decay. It alone can

- make an c¢fficient coonomic unit of the continent,

- guarantee the maximum political liberty, and as-
surc an unvlolated freedom of cultural develop-
ment to the multitude of national groups in -
Europc. No reactionary power or combination of
powcrs anywhere in the world could seriously ate
tack such a union. On the other hand, the ex-
amples of progress such o union could assurc
would have an irrcslstible effect upon the capl-
talist world and contribute. to its speedy down-
fall. Short of a socialist union, it is no ex—
aggeration to say that Europe 1s headed for sure
doom...The rcvolutionnry socialists must now morc
than ever before la Stress upon this point of

~ ¥icw, which ig the (in the original, strategleal
key to th- . fundamcntal problem of Europe today.
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"However, under the concrete circumstances 1n JuPOpC
today, tho slogan of "a Socinlist United States of
Europe" ‘s primarily a propagandn slogan, which is by
no means %o be identified with the agitational and ‘
action slogan of "national independencc' which clcar-
ly and simply expresses the wishes of the broad '
masses. The propagands slogan is a socialist slogan;
the agitational slogan is a decmocratic slogan, While
in the conception of the Marxists, there is no ’

. Chinese wall between thesc slogans, the two should
nevertheless not be lidentifiecd, used interchangeably
or mix ed up %ogether indiscriminately. The reason.
has nothing to do with literary distinctions, but
with two important political considerations. (cm—
phasis in the original)

"First, 1t is not reasonable to beliceve, and past
expericnce does not warrant the belief, that the
- masses of people, having becn ground into the dust
for years by a dictatorial regime, in which they
did not enjoy the slightest scmblance of democratic
rights, will upon overturning such a rcgimc, pro-
" ceed directly to the establishment of an ‘authorit-
arian' gocialist, proleterian government, which would
Inmediately 'bfeak the united democratlc nation"l
front.® There is even less reason to believe t' at
they will do this in considcration of the fact that
" nost workers and peasants identify a 'socialist
government'! with the horriblec caricature of it which
1s tne Stalinlet dictatorship. Having becn deprived
for so long of any democratic libertics, thc massocs,
once they have overturned the Hitlcrite despotism,
will in all likelihood demand 'democ?acy in gencral,!
that is. bourgeois democracy. To identify 'national
liberationt! with the slogan of the 'Socialist United
States of Europe,! which mcans the proletarian dic-
tatorship on a European scale, can only tend to-
cause the masses to countcrpose the struggle for
national independence to the struggle for socialisn,
whereas in rcality the fullest accomplishment of the
former is possible only by the victory of the latter.
This truth must be learned by the masses in the
coursec of thelr own expericencoes, however, not dog-
matically imposed upon them in advance by erroneous
‘political pedagogy of the eryists. (Emphasis in
original)

"Secondly, the slogan of the "Socialist United States
of Europe! was first put forward by the lMarxists un-
der conditions when the Europcan prolectariat was

. ready for the socinlist struggle for power, but above
all, when Europe was divided into a nunber of inde-
pcndent states. To belicve that this slogan should
occupy the same place in the Markian program, and
above all, in the Marxian platform, in the revolu-
tionary transitional demands, now, when Europe ig
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divided into ongc independent state and a whole sericsg
of subjecct nations, is the sheerest kind of abstrac-
tlonism and dogmatism, ond cepresents a failure to
understand the radieal change that has taken place in
the European situation. Before the m3sses can sce
the #Socialist United States of Europe! as a realistic
slogan), they undoubtedly want to have at their dispog-
al independent national states capable of deciding
freel  whether or not they want to be federated into
& con.inental union. A false line in this respect can
easily be interpreted by the masses, or intecrpreted
for them by reformist and reactlonary demagogues, as an
attempt to shift them from one forced continental union
in which each people or nation is deprived of its
ldentity, to another union by compulsion, even if the
first represented Hitlerite tyranny and the second
represents the socialist dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. Here again is secen the error and the great
harm that con be done by identifying the democratic
.8lognn for natianal liberation with the socialist
slogan of the United States of Europe. Here again,
it 1s necessary to emphasize that only by speaking
and acting as the most resolute champions of uncqui-
vocal national liberation for the row oppressed peoe
pPles of Europe can the revolutiondry Marxists help
these peoples learn most speedily from their own cx-
pericnce that true natiohal 'freedom and equality for
all of them can be assured only under the banner of
a gocialistically united continent and, eventually,
& socialist world, = (A1l emphasis,nino. except where
" indicated,)

' . Compare this organized thought, this properly placed analysis
of the slogan and 1ts relation to the living struggle, with the
'~ disorganized and schematic analysis given by J. What you have to
answer is what is wrong with this picture. Is it wrong from the
point of view of Marxist theory? 1Is it.a false appreciation of
she Ruropcan situation? Does it falsely describe the probable de-
velopment of the concrete struggle? Does it "negate® the struzgle
for socinlisnm or does it"slow down® this struggle? I believe that
the position of the Committce is clear, and morcover, unassailable,
Do you disagree with this? Then say s0. Does Johnson disagrec
with this? Let him say so. Then everyone will kaow where the dif-
ferences are in relation to a concrete position taken by the com-
mittee. To take positions on the ground of Minferences" and "im-

plications" is, in my opinion, impermissible.

Inmediately following this clear and adequate presentation
of the place of the propaganda slogan, is a long section on the dual
power. Is there anything you dlsagree with in that section? If so,
what is it? Does Johnson disagree with any part of it? Let him
sy 80s Let's have gone with equivocation and debate based on a
belief! that this might. bo implied, or that might be inferred,
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The Essence of the Question

My own special emphasis on this whole question, I already made
clear in my NI article. I should like to Summarize it hcre again,
The need of the hour is the resurrection of the workers movement in
general and its revolutlionary socidlist wing in particular. Without

that, my dear Harry, we have nothing.

From that I am led to what I believe to be the real meaning of
Johnsonts apparent preoccupation with the charactcr of-the impcrial-
ist epoch. He sees the whole problem resolvec automatlcally, : pon~
taneously, on the basls of the.social crisis., But do you know that
there i1is no such thing as the final ctisls of capitalism -~ no such
thing as the"final collapse®"? Johnson sees the crisis automatically
impelling the workers onto the socialist road. That is an empty
generalization. It holds true not only for the Europe of todny,
but has held true for a long time. Circumstances, that is, the ob=
Jective conditions, for an extended period prior to, the war werc
Just as ripe, and the prospects for success even better, as was
evidenced by the exlstence of large movements of the workers and by
» the fact that you did -have a civil war in Spxin, which wns, in es=-
~ sence, a struggle for socinlism. What have you got now'fL

L There is not a single revolutionary or any other labor mass
party in existence in Eurcpe, Is the recognition of this truth
pessimism, or is it the first essentihl step toward a realistic and
correct policy? Unless you want to call Johnson's "six workers of
Lyon" an organized mass, you cannot but acknowledge this state of

affairss Now, without the exlstence of a vanguard movement, what can

be achieved? Can you supply the answer? Then what does it all add
up to? Simply, that the fuhdamental task in Europec is the recreae
tlon of the revolutionary party and international on the basis of
the rieal progressive movement that the masscs arc involved in today.

- The plenum resolution recognizes this as the central problen,
and 1f you read 1t you will find how loglcally it conccives of the
struggle for national liberation as the instrument through which
the working class can be put into notion against-capitalism and thus
ripﬁn the conditions for the reestablishment of the revolutionary
paI’ yo ! ' - L ' ’

~ «Doesn't 1t occur to you that the mere fact that -the question of
national liberation arises in Europe &fter wg had "closed the doors!
to such a development, means that some kind of upheaval must have
occurred? The upheaval is itself the expression of the insoluble
nature of the capitalist orisis. The committee, I believe, under-
stands the significancec of this development.  Its approach to the

problem 1s dialectical, i.c., scientific., Johnson's is a mechanical °

and automatic conception without appreciation of class forces and

class relations. As usual, he lives 1n an abstract world. The world

- of reality, is beyond him, and thus we have a partial cxplanation,
at least, why his approach to the recally crucial guestion is primar—
1ly literary. It doesn't do any good to indicéatec to Johnson what he
 ghould write, how he should ¢onstruct his resolution, or to speak

- for him in trylng to discover that he mcans soncthing altogether 6
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differcn’. from what he has written. . That is the reason why your

own posltion 1s so anomalous, bcecause it places you in a position
where you have no point »f vicw. You have yoursclf hopclessly dang-
ling in nid air, awaitin; something or other fron Johnson to bring
you down to the ground once more, :

Trotsky and lenin

I have, however, additional evidence from Johnson's own words
to prove that his position is in fundanental opposition to the cone-
mittees, He ought to be more forthright about 1it, to be sure. For
exanple, on page 117 of the April issue of the NI, he quotes fronm
Trotsky rc the Czech situntion and the possible reintroduction of
the natlonal question if and when Germany scizcd that country.
Trotsky rejected that idea but cited a number of ifs which might
raise the national question in Europe once norc., Trotsky did not
regard these ifs as likely developments !(dcfeant of prolctariat,
conquest .of Europe by a conquerer, etc.,) And Johnson asks: "Ig’
onc of those historical conditions to be considercd as fulfilled?
Most obviously not."™ But if none of these conditions have been ful-
filled, why is Johnson for tho slogan of national liberation - even
formally? Do you think I do him an Injustice? Well, on that veéry
sarie page, he says: .Behind any. proposal to make a change in the ap-
~ plication of the socialist slogan (who 1s proposing a change, and -
what has that to do with the problen?), undoubtedly lurks some vari-
ant of the idea that Lenin put forward in 1915. Given certain con-
ditions of continued rcaction and domination of Europe by a single
- power, a great national war is once nore possible in Europe, (Eg
such situation ag Lenin envisaged is visible in Europc today (crme
= phasis mine). " Yes, Lenin outlined some conditions whereby the
- natlonal question might be reintroduced., It might be the fallure
of the working class to take power, the continucd existence of ine
periallsm, the risc of a new Napoleonic power in Europe. Have any
of these conditions, in whole or in part, with similarities to
Lenin'sg postulatlions, taken place? We soy, ycsd Johnson says, no.

- Then again, I ask you: Why should he bc for the slogan of national
liberation? The only understandable explanation is that he does

not actually accept it. He gives 1t lip-service support; and that

' 1s why the cnphasis throughout his article is for the SUSE, a slo-

- gan whose origin he docs not know, and whoge history and application

- are a mystery to hin,

You say Js+ is driving for a "swifter turn of the efforts of
' the masses from the primarily national freedon struggle into the
-soclalist strugglel and that this cannot be accomplished if our
- "dominant emphasis are in regard to the denocratic objectivese!

: I should like to usc the word "bunk" in reply to this statcnont
. But perhaps it would be better if I say a word about the whole nmate—
ter of wherc our emphasis should be. I say the cemphasis nust be

' placed on support to the slogan for national liberation. It is on
this question that we have to cducate the party and through the
party the layers of advanced workers., I an afrnid you have hold of
'the wrong cnd of the horse, The fact of the mtter is, that we are
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not in this national movencnt. The fact of "he matter is, that we
have not yet even convinced all the lMarxists that they should be in
this movement., The fact of the motter is, that we have not yet con-
vinced them that the slogan of national liberation is corrcet, and
that 1t is an instrument throug!: which the struggle for socialisn
can be developed.

We are confronted with a situation where the bourgecoisie and
the reformists have greater domination, control and influence over
the national movements than we, and, left unchallenged, they can and

~will turn them into reactionary channels for the realization of

| their imperinlist ains. The real fear is that we will not hosten

the socialist struggle because we shall be isolated from these nove-
nents and thelr struggles. You forget that the party has not yet
adopted the point of view of the NC - although I am certain that

1t will, Then, who 6lsc holds the views of the NG? -The Gannonites?

No, they stand, more or less, -with Johnson., We are alone on this
question, except for agreement from a couple of the sections of the
4th International., And our problem is to cducate the movement to
an acceptance of this new proposals You, however, already have
Jumped to the conclusion of the struggle in Burope., But only in
your head, _ : ‘ ,

One inportant differcnce between the two slogons is that the
agitational slogan permits of imnediate participation in the living
movement of "the masses within each conquered country, that is, :
novements as they exist at the present tinmec. The propaganda slogan
‘1s a generality which has no serious content unless therc hes been .
established the subjective conditions whercby it nay, can and nust -
be employed. When you have that latter situation, the slogan of the. .
SUSE begins to mean soncthing. Otherwisc, it has only a general, -
theoretical, programmatic valuc.

AgainLABelief and Fantasy

-Soriewhere in your letter you say that the political resolution
declarcs that the workers will procecd quickly to put their owm
.  stamp or program on the national struggle, but that you do not see-
-~ this in the national resolution. What kind of talk is this?' The
national resolution flows out of the ideas of the politieal resolu-—
tion. The two documents are politically one docunent; they arc not
contradictory. Johnson regards the two documents as unrelated,

The point is that what you find omitted from the national resolution
1s containecd in it, as you must acknowledge when naking refercnce

to the section on the dual power. But this brings us to .the quesgtion -
of the "denmocratic interlude." In your opinlon, the resolution fore-
sces this stage as a protracted one, of "yecars and years duration,®
It does not say that, Johnson makes that change, but changing docs
not nake it so, o . Y

You statc that Johnson sccs the possibility of workers! govern-
L ments or workers'! power as nearcr than docs the plenum resolutions
- And where did you get that? 1In tho plenun resolution? How nmuch
nearer does he sec it? Eere again, you arc accepting an assertion
for reality. You couldn't prove such a egharge. It is nerely o case
once more of an impression, or a feceling! That is not enough to go
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on, and it is certainly odd grounds upon which to support a political
position. Suppose I ask you: How necar? When will we sce workers
power? In a few months? A few years? 19457 :

The question you should concern yourself with 1s the matter of
the organization of the revolutionary partye. You will not have a
soclalist victory 1f you believe that 1t will come automatically,
spontancously and naturally in the struggle between the bourgcoisic
and the proletariat. Socialisn i1s not guarantecd because we live
in the epoch of "barbarisn or socialism.™ It can only come 1f we
have a party organized and stecled in the ideas of Marxism, in Bol-
shevism and the lessons of the Russian Revolution, a party which can
toke power, hold it and know what to do with 1%,

You say elscwhere: "Johnson's docuncent endeavors to describe
the conditions or factors that can turn the workers! struggles in
an offensive direction." ' '

: - Is this supposed to mcan that the struggle for national libera-
tion is not an “offensive" struggle of the workers? The problen re-
mains, how to utilize this stiruggle for soclialist purposes. On the
basis of Johnson's documcnt, you can forget all about this problen.
All you havc to do is shout the slogan of SUSE, talk about historic-
2l necessity and inmpulsions fron now until the end of time. No one
will listen to you. What is needed are instruments which can give
power and direction to the slogon. These we do not yet haved But
this 1s exactly what Ji does not understand, nor does he desire to
understand it. What follows thereafter in his articles is; in nmy
opinion, crucial. J. says: "powerful bafriers between the workers
of Eurdpe no longer exist." (page 153). If this is true, the slogan
of national liberation loses its force and applicability. He says
that the social democratic and Stalinist burcaucraclcs no longer cx-
ist in Europei Isn't this nonsense? But you find yourseclf incapable
of saying so. What you do, is say, I'1l walt untll he writes a
resolution and sec if this is really his point of view, It is not
necessary to wait. The view is integral to his whole outloocke. He
says further on that our hypothetical half dozcn Lyon revolutionlsts
have an opportunity a hundrcd times greateér than in 1939-sc long as
they do not counterpose theorics and slo_ans to action. Not less
than a hundred tines greaterl .

To continue this absurd view, he writes: "But it 1is urged the
prolctariat in the occupied countries 1s sluggish, 1t 1s not or-
ganized; the revolutionary movement is non-existent, etc. But how
much bigmer was the revolitionary movenent yesterday than it is-
today?" (Enphasis mine) You cannot get around this question, John-
son lives in the clouds, The mass movcments,  the strugzles of the
proletariat, the tasks of organization, the crcation of a party, of
activizing the masses, of engaglng them in struggle - these arc not
within his view of the world situation, nor do they make up an in-
tegral elenent of his program, or outlook. But I used to think you
are an o0ld hand at this game and you know that everything is depend-
ent precisely upon the existence, the strcngth o weaknéss of the
revolutionary vanguard, 263
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Without sceing this problen, how can J. sce any problen in
Europe? This is thé alpha and omega of the whole question. |

You say o determination by the party of the role of Stalinisn
in Europc should be casy to arrive at. We arrived at that sonc
tlme ago. But Johnson hasn't begun to appreciate the question be-
causc he has already solved it the easy ways He dlsmissed and dis-
solvcd the Stalinists with one scribble of the pen. Is it an in-
. portant question? Does it cffect the reorganization of the workers.
novenent? Does it make our task harder or easicr?

The Great "Germon Question.!

; A word about Germany. An impression is being created that this
' 1s the central problem in Europe. I don't think so. But assuming

- that the resolution does not treat the question fully, is it not

| possible to rectify this omission, which, by the way, does not ¢f-

» fect the maln orientation of the resolution? As a matter of fact,

i 1t was not J. who first ralsed the question, it was another menber
of the conmittee. But J's insistence on Germany arises from his

I oppositicn to the moin line of the resolution. Why? Because in

- his nlnd the national question in Europe would be automatically

b solved by what happens in Germany. We say: Not so fast. What he -
-overlooks is a whole struggzle taking place now, What he overlooks

} 1s the mllitary strugile between thebourgeols powers in Europe. .
 What he fails to sece 18 that the national struggle for a serics of

f countrles in Zurope is the question now and :iot in 1945, in Germany,
t as he writes. Even if the problem of Hitler 1s resolved in Germny
| soon, the maln slogan there would not be, as he insists, the SUSE,
-but thc Dictatorship of the Proletariat, the workers power. Germany,
| the conqueror, may become Germany the conquered, and then anocher

} series of ideas will have to be put forth by the Marxist vanguard
 to meet that problem. It is much easier to settle the whole question
by the pen than 1t 1s in 1life, and J's views on Germeny arc likewise
 unreal and totally without relatlon to the 1living noveoment and the

i exlstence of a revolutionary party. The hue and cry raiscd about

| Germany 1s only anotl :r vay of avoilding the immediate question of

i national liberation. Whatever one might say on Germany, it would

in no way invalidate but strengthen the views of the resolutlion of
the plenume This 1s a simple natter to correct, if correction 1s

i needed; but it cannot be done by hysterical shrieking, by inclting

} young people who do not know the things necessary to know to under-
- stand fully the implications of such large questions., Do you help

| to clarify these issuest I don't think so. You take this relatives
| 1y subordinate question and also try to make it the nain qucstion,

A Poor Model for a Leaflet

- What bettcr proof do you want for everything I have said above
- than the manner in which J. "concretizes" his views and the resolu-
tion's main slogan. Read his leaflet to the German oppressors. All
| Europe hates you, lLc says, forgdtting all about the absence of bar-
F riers, of which he wrote previously. Get out or we will shoot you,
i he thunders, and then concludes with the DeGaullist slogant Long

| Live Free Francel (By the way, this is not our slogan), But as I

} polnted out in my article, who 1s supposcd to be thc author of this
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resolution? French workers? Then why is the programmatic slogon,
the SUSE tacked on without loglc to the end of the rcsolution? 1Is
this lcaflet the product of a revolutionary organization? Then it
1s good for notliing, for it 1s tainted with reactionary nationallsn,
and not with the spirit of socialism, which places the national
question in its proper context. _ ¢

If the revolutionary Marxists do not participate in the rmovee—

- nents for national liberation, and become the champion of national
freedom, then there will be no force in a position to raisc the
class issues, the socialist issues, and to influence the direction
of these progressive movements, The plenum resolution is calculated

- to hasten the class differentiations which nust emerge from the cone-
flict, to hasten the struggle for soclalisn, and to lay a solid
foundation for the creation of the revolutionary parties.

: I think I have quoted enough from Johnson to show that he does
not 1in truth accept the need for placing the agitational slogan in
the forefront. You say you will wait and see 1f this is the casc

| when nnd i1f he prcsents a resoljtion on this question! Do you sce

- why I say you have an ananolous position? Let us accept that you

- wish to withdraw your support to the plenum resolution. But you have

' glven no concrete reasons for such an action. 1Is it beccausd you

I agrec with J?7 But you state that you will wait until he presents

t hils resolutions What will that resolution be like? You don't know,

~ 80 your whole lectter is written for the purpose of advising hin on

| how to becone more muddled, ’

" Clear Thinking 1s Indispensable

Then why don't you write o resolution of your own? Why arc

L you walting for someonc whose views you are not certain of, whose
+ 1deas arce not wholly clear to you, whosc cssential almns you ques—
¥ tion, to write a resolution, hopefully praying that you nay be able
| to vote for 1t? If Johnsons! resolution is the sanme as the Comnite—
| tee's, only better written (1), you will vote for “is. In tha-
i case, what 1s this whole discussion about, and why arc you equivo-

cating now - if you leave frece the possibility that you will vote
¥ for a rcsolution that will be fundancentally the same as the present
| resolution of the NC, only "better written." And if it 1s not bot-
L ter wrltten? You will vote for the NG rcsolution, I take 1t?

; A curious position, to say the least. Alnost every scction of

b your letter and every major point you make is cquivocal and so

i qualified that 1t is impossible to moke heads or tails of it. You
agrec wlth Johnson and at the same tine disagrce with hin. You -

- agree wlth the resolution and at the same tine disagree with it,

. If I have written emphatically about this matter, it is beecause
' I foel strongly about the wholc question. I sce the 0ssibillty that
b the party may be thrown into an ainless discussion. nd thereforec

¥ I feel that in the interests of arriving at a definitive point of

t View, 1t is neccssary to take the issucs as they really ar. and to
'nall them to the cross. Thls discussion can be very cducational

| for all  of us, but only on the condition that 1t ig a forthright

i discussion of the 1ssues, not a skirnish on falsec igssucs, literary
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points, polntless diatribes on the "historical cpoch," or, dlse
putes on hldden polenice agninst unnancd “wiolators" of Marxisn,

peoplc who, it is charged, wish to dilute and despoill the revolue
tionary prospcects in Burope.: ‘

Albgrt,GATES‘

NOTE: Page 6, third paragraph, read 1945 for 1943,
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HOW NOT TO EOLD A FRUITFUL DISCUSSION

Every man has a right to his opinion. Onec of ny fricends has
‘hamnered that into ny hec? so ofteon that I arn now a thoroughgoing
supporter of thc idea., All that nceds to be added to it 1s this:
Every man has a right to combat an opinion he considers wrong or
dangerous to the causc. )

- Every mon has a right to be in doubt or cven to be a confused
muddlechead. I acknowledge even this right. But hecre, too, I would
add: Every man has a right to conmbat confusionisn,

We are engaged in the party now in a discussion of the nation-
al question in thc o0ld colonies and in Europe. The question - cs—
peclally as it relates to Europe, becausc it appcars there in a
new and unexpected form « is of first-rate inportance., Our party's
greatest sticngth lies today not in the masscs of workers who fol-~
low it, but in the clarity of its theorectical and political line.
The aim of any such discussion as we now have should be first of
all the achievement of the greatest clarity.,- That will make it
possible, as always in the past, to enhance the knowlcdge and
therefore the éffectiveness of the party nembership; to educate
newcomers to our party in the fundamental principles on which it
stands and 1n the nethod of objecctive political thinking by which
1t secks to resolve currcnt problens; and so to equlp the party
that the potential recruit knows the political line of the orgini-
zatlon which i1s appealing for his. support.

This 1s the same as saying that every contribution to the
discussion nust pursue the same ain: To teach, clarify, oricnt
- and solidify the opinions of comrades, and not to stultify, nuddle,
disorient and bewilder thenm with uncertainty. . _ :

This generallization of coursc applies differently to differw
-ent pcople and in different sltuations.  You do not expcet the
same thing from an irresponsible person that you have a right to
- expect from a responsible person., You do not expect the sanec
thing from a comrade who is new to the nmovenent, to 1ts ideas and
1ts history, that you have a right to expect from a leading cone—
rade who has years in the novenment to his reccéord, ‘ '

With thesc commonplaces in nind, the May 5th letter of Allen
on the national question is simply a nonstrosity. If it werec not
for the fact that Gates! otherwise adequate reply is so unjusti-
flably restrained on the speccific natter that requlres comnent,
these additional notes would be superfluous., But inasmuch asg
nine-tenths of the great educational value of the discussion on
the national question night easlly be lost if the discussion is
not properly organizcd and cohducted, these notes scenm to me in
place; in fact, they arc mandatory. The only pity is that the
‘comments have to be made on a document which is a nodel of how
not to hold a fruitful discussion. Let us sce why e
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Our last plenun adopted the resolution on the national
question as a deaft. The Politicnl Comnlttec was unaninously
authorized by thc plenun to present the resolution to the whole
party after it had been strengthened by a serics of ancndments.
At the plenun, the reporter ashed that the anendnents, and all
other suggestions for changes in the -resolution which had bcen
reeclved favorably by the body, be subnitted in writing. Any
nurber of conrades respondeds Ernie, Joe, Al, Manny, Dave and
o nunber of others, including Allen and two or threc othecrs who
‘presented oral proposals for cnending the d.aft. For the nost
part, thelr proposals were incorporated into the document as it
finally appeared. It is uo cexaggeration to say that this resolu-

. “tlon, mole than any other political document of our movencnt in
years, 1s a pgollective product’of the lecadership., That 1t was so
"easily" adopted by the leadership is duc to the faet that the sub-
Jectr matter had been, discussed in its ranks periodically for ale
nost two yecars, and the developing views set forth during that
samc period in just asg unaninously adopted cqonvention and plcnun
resolutions. : - ,

One comrade asked to withhold his votc aon the resolution at
the ‘Plenun. That was Johnson. He had o couple of rescrvations
or:doubts on a couple of polnts; he nmentioncd then briefly, and
dld not participatc actively in the general (and very active and
conprchensive) discussion.  So far, so good; everything is in
order, - : ' : - ‘

Conditions beyond anyonc's ceontrol made it impossible for
Johnson to participate direetly in the rcdrafting and final adop-
tion of -the resolution by the Political Conmittee, But, like the
other leading conrades, he had the first deaft in his posscssion,
On the basig of this or that disagrfcemont with -this deaft, nany
other comrades formulatcd their proposals for amendments, addi-
tions, changes, ctc., and subnittecd then; in most cnses, let us
repeat, the proposals proved highly valuable and wore incorporatcead
into the document. Of the outgtanding nembvers, -0.:1ly one failed to
follow this course; only onc failed %o glve the slightest indica-
tion of how, in his vicw, the resolution had to be altered to make
1t satisfactory,. or nore satisfactory than it wns orizinally, That, .
again, was Joknson, .-

This tinme, everything is not in order; far from it., It is the

elementary duty of ‘a leader to collaborate in the working out of
the party's political lines This linc'is usually cxpressed in po-
litlcal resolutions. A leading conrade nust scecl, according to
his lights and his fceling of rcsponsibility, to make these resolu-
tions as flawlecss as it.is generally ¢iven to us nortals to nmake
them. That is, if the basic ling e not.this or thgt word, not this

. or that point, but the basic 1inc -~ is acecptable., If 1t i1s not

- acceptable, then, in the first place, you do not dally by nercly
wilthholding a vote oh it - you vote against it and begin preparing
& counter-resolution which, in turn, has a basic linc contrary to
the rcsolution you voted against. In the "interncdlate" casc, you
may content yourself with an inportant anendnent {or améndments{
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which arc requircd, in your view, to round out or to corrcct the
nain resolution, whilce still conforming to its basic linc.

Is this procedure mercly sornc ccrenonial ritual, without in-
portant ncaning, likce the opening up of trade-union conventions
with prayers? Or is it the very A B C of the novement, which it
would be painful to have to explain to a novice, much less to the
comrades in questlon? We follow thls procedure becouse all experi-
cnce shows that it 1s the only way to organizc a fruitful discus—
slon; it 1s-the only way to establish clearly before the nemboer-
ship whether or not therc are real differ:nces, Jjust what the dif-
ferences are, Jjust how mu~h weight 1s to be attached to them. That
nokes possible the organization of an intclligent (and intcellisible)
discussion, or, if you wish, an intelligent land fruitful) fight.
That is the responsible as well as the denccratic way of organizing
~a discussion.. I know of no: other,

-There is another asgpect of the matter, and it is Jjust as in-
portant, A resolution 1is presented., MNost conmrades agrece with it.
One conrade disagrces with it., Why 1s it his duty to bring his
disagreenents to his fellow-lecading-nembers first? Because it is
so ordained burcaucratically and hicrarchically? Nonscnse! It 1is
- his duty to do so beccause as part of the leadership he has the ob-
ligation to strengthen that lecadership and its course. That can-
not be done 1f the leadership is allowed to "go wrong" vi:en he is
in a position at least to try .to correcect it. . That 1s why his first
obligation is to seek to convincc the rest of the lecadcrship that
1ts views arc wrong-and his arc right; in other words, to convince
them, or as many of thenm as possible, to adopt his point of view.
If he succceds, his views gnin thereby, they are stronger and en-
Joy nore authority; the leadership gains (at lcast from his stand-
point); the party gains. If he fails, then of coursc he has the
right and the duty to proceed directly to the nembership (in our
party, thank God, he has the fullest opportunity to do so, too)
wlth this statenent: "I tried nmy best to turn the leadership fron
the wrong course, to have it adopt the corrcct line, so that it
could educate the nmembercilp, and through it, the work ng class.
But I failed, despitc all ny cfforts, and now I nust appeal to the
rnerbershlp against the leaderghip.!" That would be proper, profit—
able, and no scrious and honest party man could say a word against
it. v '

‘That 1s not what happcned, however, Johnson ncver presented
his vicws to the Committee, not to this day. He ncver felt suffi-
clent responsibility to his own title of lecader and to the lcading
body of which heo is a nembsr, to put forth his vicws in its nmidst.
He subnittecd no proposal for altering the original resolution. He
proposed no discussion of the rcsolution - or of his counter-views,
whatcver they may be - in the leading comnittec. He nade no effort
at all to convince the comnmittee that it was wrong and he right,.
What are these trifles to a man of wide ideas?

Instead, he informed the comnmittec in two lines that he now
votes agalnst the natlonal rcsolution, followed it by dropping in
Qur laps the article on the Socialist United States of Europe,
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which was promptly printed in the nagazine, and then plunged right
into a nenbership discussion neetiry with o counter-report to the
comulttee reportcecrs A counter-resclution? No, & counter-report,.
Only a weck after this neribership meeting, following a barragec of
eritlcisn directed against such unprecedented lrresponsibility, he
blandly inforns the committec (rore cxactly, two of the conmibtce
nenbers) that he 'is now cronteuplating the writing of a countor-
resolution and hopes thei: will be no objection! Thore is no ob-
Jection. But so far (twe months have since clapsed), therc is

" no resolution, elther, . ' '

L

. One would think that this is cnough for onc scason. But not
cconrade Allen. He finds himsclf impelled to intérvene in the dig-
cussion, Very laudable. Just the thing a lcading conrade, o
leader, should do, especlally when a dlscussion has been ruddlcd
up or is in danger of being nuddled up. But does he intervenc for
the purpose of straightening things out, of clarifying the issues?
No, not hes What the discussion really nceds nost urgently, in
his opinion, is a little more ruddling and confusion. A "little
nore" of that night be tolcrated by tolerant pecple, but Allen has
. outdone himself, Proof? It is here, overwhelning and irrefutable,
'An his May 5th letter to Gates. o

© . Allen, ‘believe it or not, voted for the nationnl resolution
at the plenun. He voted along with the others to authorize the
Political Comnittee to applify the draft (without,'of course,
- changing the basic line) and to adopt it in the nane of the plenun.
.He long 'ago rcached the voting age and the age of consent, and he

- must have known what he was doing. ' :

: But hasn't & nan the right to change his nind? Of course,
- of course, Not once but a hundred tines. We 1live in a free
country, and, as statcd at the outsct, a nman has a right to his
‘opirnion in the party or even to two diffcrent ones each day.

With rights, however, comes an obligation or two. This is
especlally truc in the co 3 of a leader, whosc obligatio-ns »re of
a very clcar--cut kind. Wuat, in the casc of a "change of nind, "
1s Allen's first oblization to the leadership of which he is n
part and to the membership ag a whole? Again, let us sec,

It must be assuncd that 1f Allen changes his rind, he is
changing to a better position, to onc nmorc satisfactory to hin,
_and conscquently, better and nore satisfactory fron the standpoint
of the interests of the party, from top to boiton. The first thing,
to be donc - cspeeially since we are not in one of thoge olde-

- fashioned, kneck-down and drap-out factional Tights, espceinlly

~ 8ince we do not have a Stalinist lcadership to deal with, or even
o Cannonite leadership (althcugh this would be the propcr flest

‘step even with a Cannonite leadership!) is to come to the leading,

- comnlttee of which he is a nermber and for whobe resolution he

voted, and say: ‘"I have sonc new ideas on the subjoet, new and

better ideas. The resolution needs alteration or nodification or

ancndnient or deletion or amplificatlon, The comnititce rust correcet

- 1ts 1linc, I didn't think of ‘these ideas at the outset, but I have

thought of then since, or clsc I. have been inpressed by the corrcet-
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ncss of sonc other comradet!s idcas, I therefore proposc that we
reopen the question in the committees I will set forth ny views,
arguc for them, try to convince you. The resultant changes will
make the resolution better, stra nger, nore corrcect, riorc easily
defensible before the menwershlp and the radical workers, nore cf-
fective in the Marxian cducation of the ranks. If I fail with
you, I will of coursc excrcize ny party rights and bring it to the
menbership over the head of the leadership to which I bclonb. As
you sec, I an acting like a responsible leader and tcacher. !

Not Alicn. " The idea, so c1onontafv, S0 norlal cvidently did
not occur to hinm. Iimecdiatecly after J Tonnson's oonduct a4t the New
York membership riceting, I wrotc to Allen about the affair, its
" neaning fromn a party Stﬂndp“lnt, and of the intcntion of thc whole
comnittec to combat such dilletante irresponsibility which vitiates
any dirccussion in which it is QiSplﬂVLd Allen rcver bothered to
answer t-is letter. Instcad of setting an cxample for Johnson, he
- deeided - » lct Johnson sct the example for hin, Unbelicvable, but

true. ' . ‘ :

Let ne repeatt Allen never presented the connitt ; ¢, cither
in writing or orclly (he hnd hc opportunity. to do bOtl), with his
revisged or new or nodifleq views, waatever they arce On onc occa—

-slon, during- lunch, Gates, he and I discussed Johnsnn s vicws for
about ten minutes - that. is, Gatcs and T spoke and Allen listencd,
At that lunpcheon, hc showed us the firgt fow'pages of the docunient
that appears in tnis ‘bulletin as the MWy 5th letter to Gotes., That
is all, that and nothing morc, Allen hever dlSOuSoCd hlo Vlcw
with tne conmittce nor the COﬂfittbC with hin.- .

~-But what in heaven's. nanc is WLons wit1 stnding a 1cttcr to
Gates or anyonc clsc? Nutnlnb, absolutely and positively nothing.
Quitc the contfwry. That is nornal and proper. What is not normal
and proper is the failurc to discuss the qucstlon flfst anoeng the
leading comrades, and then Allen's insistence that his letter be
published iirediately in the internal bullctir,

--But again 1ln hcaven's nanc, ‘docsn't’ a nan, cven a leader, have
the ripght to get his views publislicd in the intcrnal bullctin? Is
that the stage we have reached in the pqrty?

: Therc is no need for excitemcnt. Of coufsc Al]en and anyone
else in the party has this right, a hundred tinos over, But we are
not concerncd with this right, £or the simplc redson that it does
not even occur to anyonc to cha]longc ite What we arc concerned
with has already bcen stated., WUWe add to 4t now our concern with
the cantcnts of the letter. ‘ " : :

What is the purpose of the leotter? That is the question to
ccaslder if we want to continue pondering the problem of how to or-
ganlze a fruitful discussion.

We have in the party two differcnt lines on the national ques-
tion. That 1s very good, espccinlly if they are stated elearly and
‘unanbiguously and thus nake possible a -clecar and unamnbiguous dis-
cussion. ’ 27}
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It 1s obvious that these views arc rcconcllable or they are
not. Either they agree on bagic line and differ only on formula-
tion, or on nuances, or on omnissions of a sccondiry naturc. -— in
which case no scrious fight is nccegsary or Justificd, in which
case 1t ghou .4 be very casy to comnpose the diffcrences or at least
put then in thelr properly subordinated place, subordinated, that
1s, to the main task of 1allying the ranks of the party and of the
nilitant workers in general to the baslc line. Or they do not
agree .on basic line =~- in which casc an irrcconcilable strugple of
opinions 1s incvitable and helpful to the novenment (not maylien and
:murder, not tricks and organizational battles, but simply an irre-
concllabe strugsle of opinions)¥ in which casc any atterpt to cone
pronise:betwecen the two lines, to identify or merge them, is shecer

- ‘opportunismn at best and nuddlcheadedness at worst, ncither one of
which does the party any good. '

Allen'!s historic achievenent 1s to ignore the "either® and the
Por"! More accurately, he scens to want (it is not always clear
what he actually wantsf both. -

Are there two lines? Well, says Allen, "For ny part, I do not

regard Johnson'!s prescnt article as a resolution or document ncccs-

. sarily in itself in opposition to the Committcel!s." What the "in
1tself" is supposcd to mean, espccially when underlincd by Allen
himsclf, is not clcar - but then, that applics to most of the rest
of Allen's lettcr. If Johnson's article is not "in itsclf" in op-
position to the Committee resolution, then in what capacity, in
what conncetion -~ historical, political, noral, psychological,
pathologienl, astrological or otherwisc - would it be in opposition
to the Conmitteé resolution? We will not pursuc this painful qucs—
tion any further., We will necrely ask: - ,

R

had from hin on the subjeet to date - 1s not in opposition to the
Cormittec resolution, wh~t possiblc or reasonable purpose coan Allen
have in urging the saric ¢ohnson to write a new resolution?

J- SR T T e e e ade & T e R TR P TR S . o P vep .- R _
IT Sohngenls aetlicle -« the ouly oxpresslon 0F cpinien we have

. Let us put 1t differently: If Johnson docs agrec with the
basic line of our resolution (that ig, if his views are not "in
opposition to the Committee'!s"), why i1s 1t not possible to usc that
resolution as a basis - to be amplified, t> be enrichcd with what
Allen calls Johnson's "broader historical scope and analysis" (Oyl),
“to be strengthened by this fanous and mysterious refercnce to Geore
nany (not Japan, howcver?), to be improved in stylc and toxture,
but  ncvertheless to remain the basis because its basic line is
correct? Why 1s it nccessary to write a new resolution, which
could not but appear before the merbership (and be in recality) a
counter-rcsolution? .

?

‘.

It proved impossible to have such an irrcconcilable strugsle of
opinions wlthout ormanizational tricks, maneuvers and cexpulsions
under the Cannon regince. But we have already demonstrated, in the
disgussion two ycars ago on thc Russian question, that in our party

such o struggle 1s possible. . 277_
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I venturc to reply to the questions nyself: Allen doorn't
know and doesn't care, He has a platforn of his own, the planks
of which arc Doubt, Unc vtainty, Doubt and Hore Uncertainty. And
this, he fecls, 1s what Lt is nandatory upon* hin, as a leadoer, to
prescnt to the nenbership in the present discussion, with all tlhe
confusion that hns alrcady been created, '

Exaggeration? Letius sce. There arc no less thaa a dozen

’ refercnees in Allen's letter to his irnorance of Johnson's position,
all of which can be summed up by saying: "I don't know whore the
poor fellow stands on this question, -on that question, on the other
question. The articlc with which Johnson plunged so hastily into
the discussion lcaves unanswercd one question aftcr another. But
I an a paticnt and hopeful many He wlll, o¥ he roy, or he has the
opportunity to, answer thesec questions when his resolution comes
out." Read Allen's utterly anaging lotter, which I politely cnlled
& "monstrosity" above, and sce.if tais does not suinarize his
"views." A few direct quotations will emphasize the points

e (i)hbﬁdehcn (1) Johnson's resolution appedrs, I'11 under-
stand cdeflnitely its relation to the Pjenun resoluti-n." (P.1) ‘

"But whether (1) and to what extent (1), sipnificantly differ—
ent perspectives of an inncdiate or ultimate kind are involved in
the diffoerent approaches to the national question in Johnson's ar—
tlcle and the Plenunds resolution, I shall know better when John—
son's rcgolution emerges.! (P.1) :

: "Johnson snys that the glosan is a proparnnda slosan. Good;
but granted that saying se is not cnoughe. This depends on how he
cxplains or what he docs with the slogan, and herce I wish clarifi-
cation or elaboration." {P.3. And as clscwhore, word for word!)

.. "our comment on his articlc is to the cffoct that Johnson fails
to sec or does not acecpt the neccd for placin:s the s.ogan for no-
tional libceration in the forefront in this period. I belicve it will
be possiblc to know easily if this is the casc whicn Jokhnson! s reso-
lution on the national question in its various ranifi'cations is pre-
senteds It is difficult for nme to sce this in his article, (A ni-

~croscope would helpe=-1%.8.) = and I have several questions to ask

in regard to 1t."  (P.5)

. "Therefore, within reason, Johnson nust denonstrate or prove
nore concrctely the probability, that he envisages, of a fairly
“rapid developrient of the, subject forcees: (nasses and party) toward

the socialist strugcle and goal.! (P,6) -

. lohnson, therefore, is a political
reply (Oh; so that is the bagatelle onitted by Johnson up to now! -

?.S.? arising fron Johnson'!s historical analysis and perspective, "
P.7 : ' '

"What I ask fron conrade J

"This menans that Johnson lhas -to nake clcar in his resolution
that the propasanda slogan 1s not to be reparded as the inmcediate
central slognan for setting the masses inte rotion a2inst the Fas-—-
clst oppressor and for socialisme" (P,7) '
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"Ccrtainly, instcad St sct.ling ny nind Qn the basis of in-
prcssions, I will await his own full resolution on the National
Question. ' (P,8) '

"In his fortheoning rcsolution, John on has the opportunity
to set forth preciscly hi. attitude on what is the agitational slo-
gan or progran of action for today; to indicatc the coursc the worke—
ers must take now to bring closer the objective of thc SUSE." (P.8,
Things look bad. Didn't WJohnson have that opportunity in his ar-
ticle? And the fanous leaflet of the six Lyons workcrs, didn't
that "indicatc thc course the workers must take now," ctc.?)

"Thereforc, 1t 'scems to ne, all that is requircd of comrade
Johnson, 1is for him to indicatec morc clearly and preeiscly where
and how he would place the imrcdiate progran (libecration: slogan
and other democratic domands) within the confincs of his historic
and political analysls - speeifically in relation to the sloman of
the Socialist Unitcd Statces of Europes™ (P.9, That, you sec, is
WaTl that 1s requircd of Conrade Jomnsons" Just that little iten
for which he did not find space in his article.)

"All that Johnson must cstablish in his resolution is what
slogan or program does he proposc for the immcdiate stage of strug-
glc = in the transition fron thc dcmocratic strugizle to the social-
1st struggle or their morging.' (P,10, Nothing elsc, only that.
And what about what has boen established in the National Connittce
resolution on the "slogan or progran...for the immediate stage of
struggle? That's not irportant: It is Johnson who must "estnblish, ¥
and then Allen will have a winncr.) .

"I want to sec morc preciscly how he fits the innediate progran
(liberation struggle, etc.) into his gencral perspective, Then I,
for onc, will know which resolution is correet or supcceior. ! (P.10) -

"Johnson, then, shouid make hore clear in what organizational
and political light he views the Stalinist nehace. in the coning ,
period " (P.13., Johnson should do nothins of the sort! ‘He has al-
ready writtcn that the Stalinist burcaucracy no longer exists in
Europe. The dead are not a nmenace.) -

"Hence, in view of all the forcgoing, I have decided to wait
the issuance of Johnson's resolution on the entire question before
I-adopt a final position. P,.S. Since my visit to New York and the
brief talks with you, Max and Jinny, I have only been confirncd in
ny present attitude.® (P,19.) '

"I have only been confiried in ny present attitude." Vhat at-
titude? Why, of uncertainty, of - doubt, of "I-don't-lknowisn" and
"I'n-not-c¢learism." That is not an Pattitude," that is a hopeless,
self-avowed rnuddle, Harsh-tongucd people would say that it is a
disgracce for a leader to come before the nerbership with such an

"attitude," but I will note .

' ~-But hasn't a man a right to have,déubts, to be uncertain and
. unclear? " Does cverybody have to be govdarmed cocksurc on cvery
question? No, no, no. Doubt and undertafnty arc the incvitable
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and neccssary bridre fron onc position to another., Onc could rule
out doubts 4s "criiiinal" only 1f he ruled out the possibllity of 4
person changing his point of view. Rarcly docs onc chanpe direccetly
fron onc full-fledged position to anotihcr; he shifts in stages; ,
these staces arce characterized by fdoubtsh and "unccrtaintics® about
both the old pcsition he i1s in the process of abandoning and the
new one he is in the process of adopting. Thnt is caslly understand—
‘able and rational. Nobody objects or can objcet to doubts and un~
certaintics in this sense. o : '
-~ 7 It is an altogether different rattor, however, when a lcader,
whose Job it 1s to teach and to clarify, comnes before th- party
ranks in the nidst of o discusslon. and says: "y contribution to
this discussion may be surmed up as follows: I don't know; I an
not clear; I an in doubt; there is sono good in thils side but also
tn that side, but I cannot say for sure; an anyway I can't do any-
thing nyself but I intend to wait for sonebody to writc a resolution
which I hope will clarify its author, whon I defend beforne reading
his resolution, .and which I hope will answer all my qucstions which
he hasn't answered yet. As for what you should do, the rank-and-file
merber, who arc not yet a lTeader and who look to mc for leadership,
guidonce and clarification, I really couldn't say."”

That is preciscly what i1t mecans, 1n this discussion, to present
a Yplatforn™ of doubt -and unccrtainty. A leading conrade, who al-
ready voted for a resolution, cories before the party nenbership and
soys that he does not know where he stands today in the dispute, or
where he will stand tomorrow. He sinply must walt for sorieone to
wrlite another resolution in order that his "questions" be answercd -
although every single one of his questlions hos alrecady been answecred
in the N.G, resolution for which he voted. What is the rank-and-file
conrade to do in tie meantime 1f that is how a leader acts? Hasn't
he, in light of this conduct; the fullest right to say: "The dis-
cussion, for ne, is over. In fact, 1t hasn't cven bepun. I cannot
adopt a point of viow. .If a man like Allen has to wait, then surely
I, too, rust wait for ,the new resolution. ‘All these nonths of dis=-
cussion have. bcen lost nonths., We rmust have paticnce, we nust wait,"

i

Must the whole party now suspend the present "fruitlcéss dis-
‘cussion, and stand by while the nountain labors? It scens that the
first rouse 1t produced wasn't a very clear nouse, not a very "ore-
cise" nouse, not a very complcte -nouse; nost of 1ts orgons werce nisge
“ing and it had a few other nminor defects. But silence in the housecl
Another nouse is coning! And if it's a rcal, first-class nousc, .
Wthen I, for one, will know which resolution 1s correct or supcriors"

The function of a leader is, anong other things, to teach.
That's generally why the nerbership sclects hin for that rcsponsible
post. If, when o new que.stion arises, and o dispute breaks out, the
" Jeader is not sure of his ground (that has happened a thousand tincs
to people and will happcn a thousand tines nore, and there*ls nothing
really terrible about 1t), he has no business nuddling up & situation
with doubts and doubts and doubts. The least he can do is to try
hinself to acquire a norc-or-less clear-cut point of view in the dis-
cussion, and then scck to have his point of view prevall by cducatlon- .

al neans.
' . ‘ZJU;
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I pernit nysclf a personal roferencoe herc, whicia nay 1llustrate
the point. During the Rugsinn discussion prior to the split in the
SeW.P., thérc were two norc-or-logs definitive standpolnis on tho
class character of the Soviet state. There was Trotsky!s vicw, sup-
ported by the Cannonites; there was also the Carter (or Garter-Burn-

-, ham) point of vicw that Ldissia was not a workers! statc. As sonc
- conirades know, the war and Russia's role in it helped to upsct ny
- own views on the working-class chaacter of Russia, I did not, at
' first, adopt the standpoint that Russia was not a workers' state. I
© sinply began to have doubts about the old position, to be unccrtain
of it. The only corrcet word Hansen ever said in that factionnl
fight was that Shachtman rcpresents the "Doubtist faction® on this
-.question. He was cssentially corrcet.

.. But, I took my responsibility as a leader scriously cnough, if
I nay say so, not to engage at that tine in a dlscussion of the
clags character of the Russian state. What could I contribute to a
discussion on that question betwoen Burnhan and Cannon, or Carter
~and Trotsky? Only onc thing: "I anm in doubt; I an not surc of ny
position." How would such nonscnse have helped make a-discussion on
the class character of the Russian state fruitful? The nenbership
. 'would have been 100 percent right in telling ne: "If you don't know,
© ©if-'you havernothing but doubts, then be silent and don't mess things
up until you know where you standl" I didn't wait for anyone to
gilve ne this counscl, I deliberately avoided that discussion; I
refused to be dragged into it, at least so far as I was concerned.
(Thera were, of course, other rcasons 6f & morc general group nature
‘which indicated to us.the wrongness of such a discussion at that
* tine, but they had nothing to do with ny personal caen,) I waitcd,
I discussecd tine and aprin with conrades holding all sorts of views
on the question. I reexamined the question to the best of ny abil-
1ty by studying all the available naterial, re-studying it, checking
-~ and re-checking. . If I finally appecarcd before the party nembership
~-*-with a position of my own, 1t was only after I knew wherc I stood
~and that'I could defend (or try to defend) ny views before the party
membership and the radiedl workers in gendral, I 1like tq think that
: ~this proccdure and conduct helped to make the fundrnental discussion
" that cnsued a more fruitful and positive onc.

. In this personal refercnce - the reader will surcly understand -
~therc 1s no clenent of boastfulness, or self-commendation. I, ieast
-of 'all, feecl like boasting about having cciducted nyself, in such a
. " matter, in acchrdance with the A B ¢ rules of the novement, which I

- - always agsune arc the common knowledge and property of all. It is
‘& source of the kcenest disappointment t6 rcalize that therc arc
anong us leading conrades who -elther never knew and understoad thesec
rulcs that nmake for initelligent and profitable discussion, or who,
having long known then, unlearn then over night. :

<

M.S.

June 25.
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THE CONCFRWTE "A XS OF THE
NATIONAL MC 'EMZdT:3 IN EUROPE

The 2nd national convention of the Workergs Party adopted a
resolution which summarized its- position on-the national problem
in Europe. That resolution presents in less than a par (pege
175, July NI, reprinted from Labor Action, Oct. 20, 19-i) three-
fourths of the material chewed ovor in the r cent Plenum resolu-
tion. (Really, only the prophecy of a "democratic interval' is
added.) In addition, the question of the manner of participation
i1s ralsed more clearly. . . , ,

There can be no question of participating or not participat-
ing in the underground movement, Every word whispered, every
leaflet smuggled, is "participation". What would Europacus do,
without' the Gestapo stopping him, "against the current" of the
underground mov?ment? T T

The question is how to participate. Do we keep our own or-
ganization entirely separate, seek to form united fronts, or .
simply Joln one or more of the existing organizations? Do we
publish our own. propaganda, or seek to form & "coalition editori-
al board"? How do we differentiate in practice between the im-

- perialists, the reformists-soclalists, and the Stalinists? What

type of military action do we direct agains’ the Nazis? What is
our attitude toward the troops of occupaticii? What are the con-
crete tasks? ‘ L ; o . :

Naturally, *no blue-print can be produced in answer to these
tactical questlons. But the Plenum resolutidn 'is a far, far cry
from a blue-print. It i1s a political description of occupied
Europe, an analysis of the laws of motion of the national move-
ments, and 8 bare outline of a program. Brilliant, but inadequate.

I do not attzch deep significance to the omissions of the
resolution, as Johnson does, but I say there are omissions which
should be remedied. A lengthy analysis that does not give any
l1dea of how the national movements, or the Marxists within the
national movements, are to carry out their program is not adequate,
The stand-patters on the resolution cannot Justly say. "The resolu—
tion does not try, nor need 1t, to answer tactical question...t
The fact 1s that the discussion has been unnecessarily confused,
airy, and abstract; and that those who support the resolution in-
terpret 1t, and gan interpret it, in very different ways when
questioned as to concret: situations,

Scratching around through‘the 8% pages, we find little to
start us toward an answer to the concrcie questions., Under the
heading, "What is to Be Done?" we find -- nothing,

Under "The Threat of Stalinism" we read: "The revolution-
ary Marxists must seek to organize the firmest and bittcrest
proletarian reslstance to the seizure of 'power by the Stalin
1sts in the present national movements as well as to the selzure
of power by Stalinist reaction. The triumph of Stalinism can
only result in the gutting of the movement for national freodom
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or proleturian usoclalicm." Farther along, under "The Interna-
tional Character of the Struggle": YEverywhere on the contin-
ent its (the Kremlin's) reprecentat ves and agenis. penstrate

the underground and fighting movemc.its..«The Russian burcaucracy
does not for one minute intend to surrender these prizes of war
to 1ts Anglo-American partners without a strugglel!? These state- |
ments marX .a chinge from the perspective presented by Comradec v
Shachtman at the 2nd national convention in his summation re-
marks (rebuttal) against the Carter pcs’tion. Shachtman, at
that time, emphasized that Stalinism was living solely due to a
fluke of history, and that it was absurd to imply as more tian a
mathematical possibllity, a widespread European Stalinlst expan~
sion. However, this 1s somewhat aside from the concrete prob- ‘
lems of the natlonal movement. The resolution irm lies here, how-
ever, that we make no practical distinction betw. en the Stalin-
ists and the lmperialists within the national movements.

The resolution comes closest to the concerete problems un-
der 'Likely Develdpments in Europe": "To overthrow the regime
of natlonal oppression,rarmed struggle was needed, Even assume
ing that the burden of this struggle is borne by advancing Al-
lied imperialist troops, a good deal of it will have been.ac- ,
complished by armed, organized workers who have not bcen incor-.
porated into regular imperialist formations.. There...is the coré
of tie future proletarlan army." Here is something concrete, al-
beit only implied., We must organize a proletarian armed force,
and it must fight the Nazls, with or without the Allies.  ‘he . -
resolution concludes: ",,.the main (not the only, but the main)
enemy of the people of occupied Europe is Hitlerite imperialism,®

. The Plenum resolution cannot come to any closer grips with
the concrete problems of the natlional movements becouse it does
not consider the situation these movements face, that is, the
presence of the German troops of occupation., There is not one
word about them in the entire resolution. You cannot talk of tacw
tics until you understand the form of. struggle thet 1s dlot: tod.

The resolution states; "The Marxists seel, first of all, to
establish the hegemony of the proletariat and of proletarian
policy...for the incorporation of prongSsively bolder econoric
demands forr the wookers into the program. of the national movement
anc iuto itgs dailly activity." But how? In leaflets to the work-
ers? Or in slow-dcwnc aad strikes? Similarly, we are left in the
alr in approaching the peasants, "...destruction of the big land-
ed estatcs, the land to those who till it, and a moratoriunm on
all 3ebts." Here it is obyiously not immediate :ction that is
meant., " R '

But.what other meaning can therc be than that the main cone
crete tack before the revolutionary Marxists is the organization
of a proletarian military forcc. It is only through organize
military resistance that the economic demands c¢an be lmplemented,
We can get some 1decas alcng this line from the history of the
Irish Republican Army. S
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To renounce actlve ' esistance 1s to tle the natlonal move-
ments to the chariot of {ihe Allicd armies. And conversely, an
independent proletarian military force 1s the only conceivable
guarantec of political in- cpendencé., , The revolutionary Marxists
can only asgsume the leadcuship f the national movements by bold- -
ness, not alone by leaflet passing., = . o ‘

- As thelr strength grows, the revolutionlsts must take on
more and more the aspect of an armed penple, and less and less
of a band of isolated fighters. They must guard against sporad-
lc outbreaks; against irrcspoasible bombings, against indiscerim- .
irate assassinatlion of Nuzi officers, ‘against purely wanton sa- -
betage. The Wekers' -defense of Warsaw points the correct road..:
The military acts must precipitate mass action, not substitute
for it. They can only accomplish this purpose if they go hand -
in hand with agitation and propaganda. As.in preparing for a -
strike, agitation is the indispensable preparction for mass mi-
litary action. '

Is 1t possible for the revolutionary Marxists to organize
and build such a military organlzation Joiatly with Stalinists
and/or imperialistst Assume they did: an Allied army invades --
and they either "co-operate", or pack up and leave. It is not
posgible to fight in the 2nd and the 3rd camp at the same timec,
Any military or political collaboration means support of the ime
perialist war, :

The task of the revolutionary Marxists, in gercral, is to =
accelerate the differentiation within the national meovements, to
force the incipient dual power into an ocpen schism., The Marx-
ists must not champlion any reformist movement to re~establish a
| Weilmar Republic or its equivalent. A democratic interval is

" probable, but it will be a transitional period of dual power.

A revolutionist would not betray & Stalinist or an imperial-
l1st agent to the Nazis (nor trust them 'to be egually "igh-minded).
It 1s legltimate to swap elementary Mserviced" such as message
delivery systems, to accept material-aid, etc., but a united
L front involving any degree of political collaboration would be
| suicidal, . N '

Suppose there arc 100 DeGaullist in a town, and only two
revolutionary Marxists., Should the two join? Absolutely not.
They cannot support any group which is dominated or controlled
by imperialists or Stalinists. As the resolution points out,
it 18 the heterogeneous character of the national movements, which
are obJectively aiding the Allied military efforts it should be
rememwbered, which is a vital pre-condition for our organizatione
al participation, : '

How &bout "deals" with other groups? That depends-entirely
on the situation. But in general, unless there is a perspective
of winning large blocs away from the other organization, a cool
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fr 2ndliness will‘probably:be found the wiser course.

- What attitude towards the troops of occupation? It is not
enough ‘to let loose a planned terror upon them, Hand in hand
with a growing "respeci® the troops will fecel for the national-
ists, there must be a cammaign of fraternization., "Why are you
here?t What is happening {o your family in Germany? Free Ger-
many as we are freelng ourselves -~ you have the grns already in
your hands." There 1s only one thing more demoralizing to troops -
than to be stationed among & hostile populrtion, and that 1is
when ‘they are statloned among a population that is already show-
ing them the road to freedom. Not sickly outbursts, but an ad-
vancing movement which means to win, and looks llke it..

: These then are the c¢ .crete tasks omi. 24 by the resolution:
Organlzed military resistc .ce, ever bolder, ever greater. No

political ccllaboration with imperialists or Stalinists, but -

constant and ungparing agltation against them. Fraternization

. with the trcops of occupation, not to the exclusion of military
res.stance, Lul side by side with it. Independent military organi-
zatiun, the boldest fighters for democratic rights today, the

clearzst leaders to socialism :tomorrow, ) -

Flnally, a word on Johnscn's position: It seems to me that
Jochneon cannot help talking of the Socialist United States of
Furope as an agitational, action slogan (instead of a propaganda
- €logan - for educatlon, for future action after the immediate
- task has been at least partially solved) because he assumes that
the Nazl occupation has, in effect, elininated the national @lif-
ferences which formerly divided -the now-occupied countries. The
Nazis have become the main enemy .of each of these countries,
therefore, thinks Johnson, their struggle is thc same; that 1is,
they are united by adversity. =~ ' . - - ‘ .

"As the Plenum r¢ olution says, "Short of a sccialist
union, 1t 1s no exagg.ration to say that Europe is headed for
sure doom."; that 1s, objectively a Socialist United States of
Europe 1s more urgent than ever bef :re. But socialist unity -
1s not forged by defeats and dispersals, but by victories, which
today can only be won ‘under separate banners." T

L]

Germany has turned the c¢lock back for theJoppw®éasedd
nationalities, both the newly oppressed and the old dnes; they
now have to fight an 0ld fight first;' socialist unity is
further, not nearer, . S :

2 | . —_— - Joe LEONARD



