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by
Paul Temple

The presentation of the NC resolution on the national question has aroused
a number of comrades to protest and polemic. That is a good thing, among other
reasons because it will help to educate the party while at the same timo dcmon-
strating the need for education.

The September Internal Bulletin,in vwhich' Comrades Larry O'Connor, Roy
Gould, George Tobin and Harry Allen present their viewpoint in opposition to
the NC resolution, accomplishes mainly the second.

Of the four, I prefer the contribution by Larry O'Connor. I prefer it be-
cause he makes most of the points by explicit political statement, rather than
by indirection. Johnson's production on the national question so f..r, for ex~-
ample, has to be interprotecd before criticism can even begin. (For that mat-
ter, Comrade Allen found that it had to be interpreted even before agreement
could begin.)

Now my friend O'Connor is not opposed to the slogan of national libera-
tion for occupied Europc. (Neither is Tobin; even Gould thinks it is possible
-~ perhaps... but for en unsiated reason, only for Holland and Norway.) O!Con-
nor makes it pretty clear tl:t the slogan is something a revolutionist admits
supporting only if pressed to the wall by a heckler. Obviously, you can't say
you're against it . . . '

O' Connor bases himself on a theory. The theory represents an error with
an historical tradition:

"The struggle for national liberation is and always
has been dominated by the bourgeoisie and the intelligen-
sia. ... :

"A workers! struggle for 'national liberation,!
particularly in the advanced countries of Europc tends,
by its very nature, to be subordinated to the program
of the liberal bourgeoisiec and its intelligontsia...."
(Page 2)

(The sentences omitted in the above quotation present an teconomic~ de~-
terminist" cxplanation for the intelligentsia's support to national indepond-

" ence which is typical of vulgarized larxism —-- they make their living by teo-

ching the national language, etc.)

The above quotc from O!Connor is (1) factually incorrect; (2) in corplete
opposition to our theory of permanent revolution; (38) contradicted by 0! Connor
himself in the same article.

A THEORY AND ITS ROCTS

The struggle for national liberation has not "always" been dominated by
the bourgeoisie. OfConnor ray remember that Lenin's party came te .ominatc a
couple of national strugglec for national liberation, which struggles were
thereupon merged with the struggle of the working class for a workers! and
easants! goverumcnt
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The struggle for national libecration has usually becn dominated by the
bourgeoisic. This statement is cxnctly as truc as tho statement that (1) all
the actions and idcas of the masscs of pcople have usually been dominated by
the ruling class, cxcept when thesc mrsscs come under revolutionary leadership.
And it is also as true =8 the statcrment that (2) the socialist movements, cven
when they had a chance to dominate nationol-liberation movements -- that is,
in revolutionary periods -=- have quitc usually declined cven to mokz: tho at-
tempt. Case in point: the Austrian soclalists (ineluding the left wing) during
the First VWorld Var.

On what ground did they decline? Largely on the basis of O'Connor's
theory, which can be stated guite succinctly as follows:

"National liberation is not a revolutionary socialist slogan; it is a
democratic bourgcois slogan. It is therefore the job of the bourgeois dembe~
crats o push it. Revolutionary socialists havc other fish to fry.n

WILL THE BCURGEOISIE INEVITABLY DOMINATE THE NATIONAL STRUGGLE?

This thcory is half-brother to the theory of the Mensheviks in the con-
troversy within the Russian socizlist movement prior to 1917. The Menshevik
theory ran: ' i :

"It is the bourgeois democratic rcvolution that is at the top of the agen-
da in Russia." (Both Lenin and Trotsky agreed.) YThe coming Russian Revolu-
tion will nccessarily be linmited to a bourgeois—derocratic revolution, even if
carried through by a revolting proletariat and peasantry." (Lenin agreed.)
"Tho struesle will thercforc necessarily be DOMINATED by the bou wcoigiel !

"ilol" said Lenin and Trotsky.

"The bourgeois-decrmocrati ¢ revolution is at the top of the agenda -~ that
is truc. THEREFORE, our agitational slogans nrc necessarily democratic ones:
_republic, constituent assembly, 8-hour day, nationnl indcpendence, etc.

"Bourgeois-democratic revolutions have up to now ALVAYS been dominated
by the bourgeoisie -~ that is true. THEREFORE, our task is to win this strug-
gle away fromn bourgeois domination.

"Ané because the rnodern bourgeoisie is vecillating, cowardly and incon-
sistent in any progressive struggle it may venture on, the struggle !'tends by
its very nature! to push the masses in the direction of the revolutionary
workers and agninst the bourgcoisiel®

This 1s the cxnct opposite of O'Connor's viewpoint.

Is it not a hundred times truer in occupicd Europe than it was in Russia?

It is. Yect OYComnor blithely launches his article ngainst the ¥C resolution
with this thcory that the national struggle 'tends by its very nature! to be
subordinated to thc program of the bourgeoisic. He adds:

"The noment it goes beyond specifieally nationalist
and bourgcois alms and slogans, it bocones something more
thaa sinply o strugglc for national liberation."
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- erators", to take the leadership of the masses in action, to link up the strug-

4
3= .
Of coursel of course! That is the whole importance of the national ques
tion in Europc today and of the IiC resolution. The nationnl struegle "teals
by its very naturc" to become LIORE than simply o national strugsle.

But its "nature" will rernin latent if the revelutionary vanguard does
not realize that in the national strugsle may well lic the key to the Buropenn
socialist revolution; if they frown upon it os being merely a complicating nui-
sance which in fact shouldn't have happened at all according to the lMarxist
prognosis for advanced irperialist countrics; if the national-liberation strug-
gle is so distasteful to then Shat (like 0! Connor) they can't even write the
words "national liberation" without o pair of depreciatory quotation rarks about
itt

FUEL VS. COLD WATER

But in accordance with this theory, O'Connor writes that "all our efforts
must be directed, at the present time, not to throw fuel on the nationalist
movement for 'national liberation,! but to throw cold water on all the illu~
sions which are unavoidably created by such a movement.! (p.5)

O!Connor has the cart and the horse in the proverbial position. Primarily
the present nationalist illusions of the European workers have not been crentod
by “the national movement; they largely created it. And they will tend to be
dissipated only by the development of the strugele for national liberation it-

~ gelf, not nerely by demonstrations of the superiority of a Socialist Unitec

States of Furope. Thus it has always been and thus it will be.

That is why it is the position of the NC resolution precisely to "thro
fuel? on the national movement. It is a gocd term that O Connor introducos
into the discussion. Ve wish energetically to stoke the fires of the national
struggle and push it onward and forward to congistent and unwavering strugzlo —-
because that is how revolutionists will get their opportunities for breaking the
masses avay from the domination of the inconsistont and wavering bourzoois "lib-

gle for national liberation with the struggle against capitalism at home, to
reach the ear of the masses with socialist propaganda; and last but not lenst,
on the basis of this, to create, organize and rccruit to a revolutionary PARTY.

~ THE TENDENCY OF THE ﬁ.c. RESOLLTION'S OPPONENTS

Friend O Connor's attitudo toward the slogan of national liberation in occ-
cupied Europe is very neatly surrarized by him (for himself and a aumber of

~others) in one seantence:

"As all arc azreed that the Germans must go, there is
10 use ogitating anyone, oursclves least of all, on this
score." (P. 9)

We are not to agitate the Furopean workers on thc struggle against nation-~

;;al oppression. TWhy? Because it is a popular slogen -- nay, it is so popular

g;that we revolutionists can leave the question to the bourgeoisie (whose real

property it is anyway) in order that we moy devote all our energics to agitoting

E for loss popular causes....

OfConnor can try this one out and sec how it works: "As all arc agreed that

- the cost of living is too high, there is no uso agitating anyone, ourselvos
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lcast of all, on this scorec."

Tho significant thing is' O'Connor 1s "in favor of" the slognn of nation-
al liberation put docs not thinl revolutionists should build dmy—to—dny aglin~
tion AROUID this question.

This is the statement of the position of the opponents of the NC resolu~
tion, whether they cxplicitly state 1t like O! Connor, or writc circles around
it, like Johnson.

CONTRADICTIONS —- VERY UNDIALUCTIC VARINTY

OfConnor is really sadly mixed up. He bezing by laying down the theory

that the strugsle for national liberation (nay, the WORKERS' strugzgle for na-
tional liberation\ -- in fact, "particularly in the ADVANCED countries of
Furope"l) tends, "by its very nature," to be dominated by the bourgeocisie.
First of all, he is a thousand times wrong. ;

In contrast, the thesis of the NC resolution is that the struggle for na-

tional liberation in occupied Europe today (precicely because of the advanced
stage of capitalism; precisely because it is in its mass a WORZERS' struggle)
tends to go over to overt political estrugegle -~ ,

(1) sgainst the Germon congquerors;

(2) against their native bourgeois collaborators;

(3) oagainst the wavering, fearful and reactlonary bourgeois "champions of
liberation," and therefore :

(4) under the leadership of working-class revolutionists, as a transition
to the direct struggle for sc~ialist power.

This is the tendency which revolutionists seclz to push to realization.
Yet, after proposing his own theory, O'Connor actually turans about and puts his
finger on the "fundamental weakness" of the NC resolution. V¥hat do you sup.ose
it is? Its framers, he says, do not understand that the national struggle joses
or will pose before the workers the problems of poweri!

Yes, O!'Connor is very much nixed up: he puts forward an exceedingly false
theory, whose consigstent conclusions are revisionist: then ascribes these con-
clusions to a resolution which presents precisely the opposite viewpoint, and

calls this the "fundamental wealmess" of the resolution!

| - THE OBVIOUS AYD TD BLATANT

O'Connor does not at all understand this business of the democratic strug~
gle as a transition to the dircct struggle for socialism ~~ he actually does not

- understand it even after the experience of tie Russian Revolution.

Speaking of raising democratic slogans as the "major ones" (I assume he
neans "major agitntional slogans") he writes:

"Once fascisn has been established that kind of a
fight is sinmply irrelevant -- and every worker under fa-
scism kunows it! Such demands are not even transitional
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ones as cconoriic and political frecdon is so obviously

and blatantly incompatible with fascism that to dernad

it without deranding the total overthrow of totalitari-
anisn is to ¢ :t like & man vho is being hanged who de-

nands thnt the rope not be permitted to pinch the skin

on his neck." (Page 7.)

O AT O - - —

The Bolsheviks raised many derocratic derands wun’or Tsarisr e- popular elec—
tions to the Duma, confiscation of landownecrs! estates, for exarple. Obviously
4 and blatantly incomwatiblc with Tsarism ~- to the Boleheviks. The nasses, how-
B  cver, with deplorable inconsistency, were willing to follow the Bolsheviles!
A leadership on this level, wit® -ut howeover being immediately williag to follow
|}  through: few wore willing to cuntinue to the obvicus step of amed insurrcction
f against Tsarism; not nany rore to the blatant conclusion that socialisn was the
f onswer; and many were cven stupid enough not to sce that the perfectly eovident
~ alternative to Tsarism was at least a democratic republic.

What would O'Connor do with such stupid people, who were willing to fight
for democratic demands only? fThe Bolshevils devoted themsclves to "throw fuclh
on the democratic novenent against Tearisn, kmowing full well thnt the unfolcd-
ing of the struggle itself was the bridge over which the masscs would pass to
rovolutionary class-consciousnecss.

And they did this without any abéurdities lilze; "As all are ogrced that

Tsarism st go, there is no usc ngitating anyone, ourselves lecast of all, on
this score.”

'TRANSITIONS, 3BRIDGES LMD BY-PASSES

Vhat is o transitional demand? It is a demand ——
(1) with which large masscs agree;
(2) which they are willing to fight for; and rost inportant

(3) which, because it is —— to a inrxist —- obviously and blatantly ipeon-
patible with the status que, will lcald the masscs who fizht for it to the reali-
zaticn that they eannot achicve it without overtur:ing the status quo. Then

~comes the revolutionary crisis.

’ This transitional period of cducation-through~struzgle may be very short

or very long, in large measurc depending on how skilfully and energetically the
revolutionists have throw: fuel on the movement. For n vanguard party to folloy
“the tendency of tho resolution's opponents {who yeara to by-pass the whole an-

¥, noying process) micans to mnle it very long.

4 And wherc no revoluticnary porty cxists at all, tho process cannot be very
. short. Then O'Connor is confronted with tho thought, he Iows of coursc that
this is the situntion in REurcpe -- where revolutionary partics rmst still be re-
born. But this fact plays no part in his thinling -~ absolutely unonoc.

This is luticrously sclf-cvident vhon ho writes, under the subhoad "The

¥ Tinc is Nowl" —-
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"In Burope it is now thnt we must diffcrontiate oursclves
clearly fron all bourccois—nationalist clenents and above all
fren the Stalinists. It is now that we must act with the ut-
rnost auwlacity in sproading our ideas among the worliers -- in
putting the face of the party belere them....m

In Burope now (the repeated underlining is 0'Conmortst) put the face of vhuat
party beforc then? "Put the fce of the party before then" is Of Conmorts sinple
prescription: but a revolutionary party is yet to b crcated. This is onc ¢f the
problens before the Burcpean workcrs. With this "ciip" of the pen 0! Connor malies
it unnecessary to prove what is typicnl of tho oppouents of the rosolution: he
has his feet firmly planted in air.

A MOTION TO REJECT THE AGENDA

In the NC resolution it is written that

WFascism is reactionary (among other reasons) be-

couse it rcmoves fron the top of the order of the

day, or tends to rerove from the top of the order of

the day the direct strusgle for prolotarian,socialist
) power, and to put in its place the historically ocut-

lived, nnnchronistic struggle "for dciocracy". To

put it differcntly, it tends to replace at the top

of the order of the day the direct strugsle for so-

cial Qorweracy (socialism) by the strugszle for formal

or political democracy, or for specific derands in the

progran of formal democracy." (W.I., Fcbruary, p.8)

Noturally the statcnent of this fact provolzes a concerted yell fron
Johngon's proponents and from OYConnor, who roally act as if this were the first
tire it has been said. O!'Connor even thinks he is criticizing the resolution
vhen he points out that "The slogans of ‘formal demecracy! were the advaneins
slogans of the workers during the poriod of expanding capitalisn =- not during
the perind of its decny," and this being so the principles of iarxism, presun-
ably, forbid the reising of tho slogans of politicel dcmocracy!

The thinking kere is so slipshod, superficial and riechanical one vonders
how far baclz into the ABC one rmust go.

It is o fact that the Turopean workers now are engasing actively and in
mass in a progrossive strugzle for national liberation which has rcvolutionary
fmplications. It is also a fact that there is ne organized novenent for socinl-
ist revolution now. The ctate of mind of the Buropeon worlker ray be suwarized:
Let us get rid of the foreign congueror and then we will settle accounts with

_our cwm cepitalists. It ray be obviously and blatantly stupid of thea to think
50, but what docs it plnce at the top of the agenda for the agitation of revo=-

Jutionists?

The azenda in occupied Furope in 1943 is not the same as it was in Eurcpe
in 1934, vhen therc werc three nation-wid s ¢oneral strilzes ¢oing on sirmltancous-
ly, in threc different countries, all of which are now doninated by forcigzn power.

The trouble with O!'Connor is partly that he thinks of the Burcpean scene not
in its concrctencss but in torms solely of a generalimed analysis of an historic-
al era. "This is an era of irporialist wars and socialist revolutiong" —-
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yes; that is why we beliove that the role of the nat .nal question is tem-
porary, even episodic, in thc scnse that insofar as it cevclops in struggle
it pushes gocialism to the top of the agenda,

RS e————————

But it does us no good merely to rccord our vote azainst the agenda as
it is actually presented by the proletariat today.

AR AR R s

. Is the "direct struggle for proletarian, socialist power" at the top

of the agenda in Europe today? One page after expressing his horror at the
resolution's negative answer, O'Connor actually says the very same thingl

‘Mihatever the extent of their political develop-
night be, the fight of tho people in a conquered coun-
try cannot be directly for the seigure of power, for
the dictatorship of the proletariat, as it can in a
free country." (Page 7)

The forrmlation here is 1istinetly rightish and unacceptable, and the
notivation for it which he a./ds has a decided reformist smack to it, but at
ony rate it leaves the top of the agenda in no doubt.

ON INTERVALS AND INTERLUDES

And ‘lastly O Connor raises the question of "perspective." He adnits
that it is "most proboble® that the ousting of the Nazis will be immediately
followed, not by soviets and socialist revolution, but by a transitional

bourgeols regime. He approvingly quotes the IC resolution that this unstable
"denmocratic interlude", rmade possible by eloments of dual power, can last on-

ly for an interval. So far, so good. But he insists «- absolutely insists --
on liniting the duration of tho interval to 12 months, tops. :

g The resolution, you see, is not quite so categoric. It mentions that

b the post-war democratic interlude cannot possibly last half the time that the
¢ democratic regime in Spain endured. "That mokes it a full two and a half
years," notcs OfConnor.

, It mentions that the post-war Vicimar regime in Gerrany was so sichkly it
could not last out fiftcon years w—~e "How they're tallzing about fiftcen

years," groans O!Connor.

Mihat revolutionary optimisml" he comments sarcastically. For himself

he cannot "soriously believe" that the transitional period can last for ong
year. After all, he reninds forcefully, Kerensky lastod only six monthst

Yes, Kerenslty lasted only six months. But in Germany, the post-war revo-
lutionary period —- ‘the period during which it was not yet decided whether
the proletariat would take powor or not -- lasted for sixz years\ And in
Italy -- five ycarst It was not until 1922-23 that the bourgeois reginmes in
these countrics finally re-consolidated themselves and made clear that tho
§ revolutionary crisis was over. So rmuch for the analytical valuec of O!Connor's
- optinmisn.

But it is not his shortconings in the field of history that are as in-
portant as his final conclusion. It sumrarizes a political tendency.
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HOJ TO SHEORTEN YOUR PERSPECTIVE

The N.C. progran, he wri‘cs, "is one of denocratic dermands, free speech,
frec organization —- and above all national independence." One trusts he un-
derstands this "progranm®" (i.e. agitational pla’ “orn) is being presented for
Furope today. In any case, he adds, underlini: . each word: "This program can

only be justified if we are operating with a perspective of two to fifteen
yoears of bourgeois democratic rulet"

Yhy?

Because in "a proletarian<revolutionary situation....only socialist
revolutionary slogans and strategy are adnissible.!

In the six nonths during which Kerénsky lasted, the Bolshevilzs of course
¢ raised only socialist revolutionary slogans? Of course not. Besides peace,
E  bread and land, their slogan: were: constituent asserbly, free organigzation,
E  notional seclf-deternination (liborationt), etc. Not one of these is a gocial-
ist slogan, but becnuse of the revolutionary situation, each was a revolution-
ary sloran in effect! ~

-

Kerenslky lasted only fof gix months BECAUSE Lenin understood enough not
to raisc "only socialist-revolutionary slogans."

-

The German Weimar republic, however, tecetered on the brink of revolution™
on and off for six years, Why so Dong? In large neasure, because the majority
i of the Snartacists, azainst the advice of Lureubure and Lieblmecht whon they
voted Jows tin: and asain precisely on such guestions, belioved that Monly so-
cinlist revolutionary slo-ans and strategy" were pcssiblel In 1918 they re-
. Jected their two leaders' guidance on participating in the Weirar elections,
i on working with tho reformist trade uxions; in 1920 they at first even refused
to support thc general strike against the Kapp Putsch on the ground that they
refusel to defend a bourgeois-lerocratic regime; in 1921 a large section even
split off to form the ultra-left Corvmnist Labor Party.

This is why Kerensky losted only eix months and VWeinar lasted 15 years.
And O!'Connor trics to refer to this history to justify the blind neo-revolu-—
tionism vhich helped to wréck the first post-war world revolutiont

Vhether the "democratic interlude" is short or long depends not on revolu-
tionary optinisz but on how well the revolutionists have assimilated the his-
£ torical lessons about which O Connor, like others, has read much and understood
. practicelly nothing. The NC resolution is an outstanding cxaiple of an appli-
eatinn of Tolshevik strategy to a new world situntion. That is its educational
importonce also.
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