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"NATIONAL LIBERATION®™ - 4 NEW TLiP!

4 Static Approach ‘to the Length of the Vr -
and the "Victories" of Germen Imperialism. -

"Between the present dey and the day the massr~ rise up eageinst the
" beneficiaries of the war, e considerzble period of ‘me will in zll probeb-
- ility elepse™. Thus reads the Netionel Committee - solution on "The Nation-
al end Colenisl Struggles." R

s B ’

., To give this perspectlve a cert >in coneretencss Lund writing in the
September 1943 issue of the Ncw Internetiontl on "The Thoory. of the Leng Wer
end the Comirg Invasion of Europe", seys: "Our perspcctives on.the war hrove
had -&s their centresl axis the concept of the 'long wrr'., This concept wrs
adopted following umeric"s entry in Dccember 1941. It wi:s brsed on the

- view thet the production and militrry potentluls of " the 4llies end the lL.is,
considered from the stendpoint of loglstlcs, sufflclcntly bclenced efch other

- -to meke e military knockout highly improbsble until rfter & wer of -ttrition

: of unforseecble length. - (Eciimrfes. run from ten to fifteen yeers). Huwever,
we rdded, this militery sppreisel must pe complcmented with e v'evofLutlonsr:,z

- appre¢iscl of' the werring notions. Tue lrttcr led us to the conclusion theot

-4t is likcwise HIGHLY IMPKOB.BLE (our emphesis) thrt the mosses would permit
sueh o prot-rcted reign of. blood-~}etting, stcrvation, -znd destxuptlon without

--~1nter7cn1ng to bring it to ¢ revolutlonury end." ) o

Botween Lund's st&tement of high prob&bility of the mosses intervening
to cut the "long w~r" short rnd thst of thc Nationrl Committee's estimete of
& considereble period elapsing bcfore these uprisings toke place we must con-
- ~sclude thet the intervention of the masses should trke pl<ee some timc towrrd
- the end of the "loug wir.® 1n10 ,estimtte is ell the morc valid since Luud in

his zrticle, by mesns of "logistlcs" +nd exzggerctions of the cnicgonisms be-
‘tween hussic end her dllies which cen be summed up in his quite cctegoricrl
.stetesent, worthy of the Cranonites, thet "The Allled policy for post-wer
Europe will therefore be brsed upon o strotoepy to ¢xclude Ruscio", once more
?EEIETbs his convictien thct it will | bp a long Tar,.

. J, In sny cese for thé °truggle for nrtioncl frCedom in Europe to. hrve eny
picu51bi11ty £t ¢11 the,N7zi-dominrtion of Europe must cppear in terms of an
"¢poch®, Cnly this eon give sense to the thought in the N:tioncl Committce
resolution: "...it must be borne in mind thet fascism is recctionery pre-
ciscly peeruse it throm _society brckwrrd, rnd compels it to teke up'outlived!

- tasks gll over ugaxn,_evcn if not in the scome form cnd by the snme methods...

"In ¢ whole scrics of countrles of Eurcpe, the chane of frseism has not
only made the struggle for frecdom necesstry once morc - r century end mere
after the period of the for »tion of the grect nctioncl states'- but has mede
phis struggle an indispensrblc prclude tnd prry of the struggln for scecirlism.”

Iv is go light metter for us to 'declere that the struggle for nationeal
frecdom is necesscry "once mere - & century rnd more sfter the period of the
formation of the grutt netionsl statesi™ - ~nd thet we have to take up ‘out-

lived tasks all over cgain.
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We must conclude thrt the extonded time estimcte of Nuzi dominetion cof
the Eurcpean notioncl stetes hod ~om.,thlng) to. do with the Netioncl Cc.mitt.u
stand on the N-tionsl Qu.stion., V.0ald the N tionel Cemmittec, for cxemple,
have tcken the position of "rations1l liberstion® &f the prese-t Jsllied ham-
mering ot the Geracn European "fortress™ had tcken place in 1:40? We uoubt
it beceuse undcr such circumstcnces the oceuprtion of Furope by the Germans
would have cssumed an extremely trensitory rnd subordinste cherscter, much
like its occupstion of Belgium ¢nd the Lustrian occupstvion of Serbis in World
Wer I. Iv is perhcps this "dclsy" in time, this sense of ¢ reletively strble
Gormen "rnew order® 1i Europec which obscured for the Nationtl Cowittec the
dynamic concept of the’ comlng shift in the status of the Europecn neti onnl
states. -

. . - . b

Whet the N”uional‘COwaittecAhrv done is to teke & fluid situstion end de-

clare it .to be ¢ finished one. We vic todry sngeged in con incontestably im-
perislist wer tnd not © notionsl wer even if there rre movements for *netion-

al liberation" 1u « serics of Euroqean countries. Thec predominant cheracter

of the war is imperielist end that is whet determines our attitude toward the
‘verious "nc.ionsl movements" just as it determined the fttitude of the inter-
netionelists towerd the Bceleimm £nd Sebb1qn "national movements” in ths 1l: sl

world war despite their equclly underground end cven heroic ectivities.

We uo not sey thct national wars in Europe cre impossible or thet the
present imperislist war is inmossible of transformetion into 2 just netional
were. Ve ggree with Lenin wlen he wrote in his eritique of the Junius Peaph-
let in 1916: |

. "It is piguly imprpbeble thet this impericlist wrr of 1014-16 will be
transformed into & nationel wer, beccuse the class thut represents progress
is the prolet-rirt, which, objectively, is siriving to transform this wer in-
to the:civil wer sgeinst the bourgeoisie; and elso becruse the strength of
both coecliticns is alnost equelly bclenced, vhile internrtionsl fincnce ca-
pitcl hes: ev;ry"hcr; qreﬂted & réactionary brougeoisie. Nevertheless, it cen- ~
not be said thet such ¢ tronsformstion is: 1mposn1blc: if the Eu:dpesn prole-
tariat were to remnin impotent for another twenty ycars;_ if 5 1f the prescnt war
were to'END in ‘victories cchiecved by Napolecon, in tho SQbJULEElon of & number
of virile nationel stetes; if imperielism outside.of Euronc (primerily J4mori-
cen -nd Jépenese) werc to remain in power for another twenty ycars without a
transition to socialism, say, as ‘¢ résult of ¢ Joprnesc-americen war; then &
grect nctioncl war in Eufope would be poss1ble. This mcans that Europe would
be thrown boek for several decades. This is improbeble. But it is not im-
possible, for to picture world history as sdvancing smoothly and stecdily with-
out sometimes taking gigantic strides brekwnrd is undiclectical, unscientific
and theoreticeslly wrong." '
In this quotation we have cepitclized the word "END" in order to empha=-
size thsot Lenin considered the possibility of & trensformrtion of tho impcrial-
ist war into a netionel war only if it were to END in an impericlist victory
of one of the camps thet wonld leead to” the subjugction of o number of virile
national stetes, omong othci things. We believe thet Lenin's speculation ond
his conclusion regerding the improbsbility of such ¢ transformotion is st least
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as applierble to thc prescnt imperielist weri

We hove seid thet the Nationsl Comzittec has dravn its conelusions on
whet is still going on and not vwhet mry be the stote of affairs at the END
_of the wnr. Moreover, it should bc underlined thet not only is the situntion
with regerd to the subjugation of "virile n-iionrl stetes" undecided cnd £luid
but the rcverse process hzs ectually sct in - thut of the clurring out of tuc
Germin conqueror from the occupicd .frens.

€ e .

- "National Liberati: D" is dn Aftcrthoqght For The asiatic Cclonies

3 _ It secms that the'National Comnittee has been cerried away by the "no-

4 ‘$ional movenents" in occupied Europe. - But-then it is difficult to understand
why it prys such scont. attention to other "nationel movements". The Jepanese
eonqueror has its occupied - rees too. Jopen has overrun Chine, the Philli-
pines, Msleys, the Dutch E'st Indics, Buraa, etec. It is true that we do not
have much information on the.nctlve struggles against the Japunese overlord
but it is incontestable thet, &at least in occupicd Chine ¢nd in the Philli-
pines, movements exist which struggle for freedom from Jepsn. Whet is the
anelysis of Nationscl Committée with respect to these movements? In Port I
of the resolution on the nationel question, which deals with "The asictic

" Colanies and the Ver", not a single word is devoted to this question. One
is slmost recdy to bellcvo thet perheps this question besrs no similerity to
the Nationnl Committee 's position on Neticnol Question in Europc until,
drezged in towsrd the end of Prort 2 - "ihe Nationnl Question in Buropz" - cs

k- en efterthought, to plug up o gnping hole epparently, we find this lone sent-

% ence: "The third thing to understend is thet just as the main enemy of the
3 people in occupied Chine is Japenese imperislisna so the mzin (not the only,

" but the mein) cnemy of the people in occupied Europe is Hitlerite impsrielism.®

Though we erc disappointed to find so importent an omission in rnrlysis
. in the resolution, which becrs on the nttionnl movements in Jeponese-occupied
territories, we do find:that there is at least one reference to the Philli-
Pines cnd this eppears in Pert 1. Anywey, l .t us exfmine this contributicn.
In enswering the question - whet shrll be the position of the Chincse prole-
tarinst given the tieup of Chine ond the 4llies in the imperielist wer? - the
Netionsl Committee replices: N ' : ‘

"There con be only one enswer, rnd in tnls ans*er is cont :ined the key
to the problem of tho eolcui~l struggle amidst the condltlons of the precent
imperielizt wer in the Erst. The cclonirl proletariast, and ebeve 211 the -
revoluticnary vunguerd, aust persistently cnd potiently declare: tCur bour-
gecisie hias concludel a rehcticnary, imperielist &£llisheo witl che sct;of
enemies of tho ccleniel  peoplese” Our strengtl, our =ill to struggle, ers

; being subverted to the interests of on inter-iaperielist struggle. To gein
our netionsl independenco, we must sbrogate the seerct egreemunts with im-

perialism, we must brcek off «ll imperislist allirnoes. Vie must mrke an ul-
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linnce insteed with the enti-imperirlist'messes of thc oppressed eountries of
the East, primarily of India, Burna snd Inlo-Chinr. ©Only in that wey con we
resunc the struggle for netionsl indcpendcnec which the bourgcolisie has be-
treyed. But to do thls, we must overtlhrow the bourgecisie ond establish the
democratic rule of the workers end:pessants. - Once thot is done, we csn dc-
cide for ourselves what precticel oireiments we cen end v1li enter into with
this or thert imperinlist power in the struggle r&zinst cnother power. We can
then decide how to meneuver between rivel imperirlisns, how to utilize their
differences end difficuliies for qur own benefit, but’ rlthout making an £lli-
ance with one of them sgeinst the other,' :

"Such' declcrntlon, the ohly cone correspcndlnL to the nrtiongl inter-

- ests of the colony rnd the socirlist intercsts of ‘the proletarist, is"equi-
valent to the following basic politickl conclusion: Under the conditions of
the impericlist wrr in the Ecst,  the only cless erpsble of re-lsunching the
wer for netionsl independence of the, colonles is the proleteriat. Under the
leedership .of the bourgecisie, thc netionel strubglc is brought incvitably
into one or cncther of the "rrlne 1mpcr1tlist sllicnces. .This was t1lregdy
emply clecr during the Firoi fcrl( “r. It has beén confirpged agein end cgain
‘by events in the Phllllplnes, in InuC-Ghinn end Melaye id Esstern and Western

China, in Burma, ond is being ccnfirmed curréntly in India.™ -

This is & rather long quotfticn but es yuu sce we ciu'finelly get to the
Phillipines. Besides, this very geod and correct ¢eclaraticn is necessary
for our fnalysis of the Chinese en¢ Filipdno "nuticnrl mcvenents™ which ve
know cxist in Jcp“nese occupied China and the Phlllipines.

Now a&s f&ar es we kncv the only "neticnel 1ovcn&nts" thet exist in ccecu-
pied Chinm :nd the Phillipines rnd which £re strubtllng egrinst the Japsnese
ere these which consider themselves al part of the Chinese Neticnalists in
pllisnce vith Anglo-.mericon imperielism-cnd cf President Quezer in cllirnce
with Americcn imperislisi. After such solgnnlﬂ advice tc the Chinesc and
Filipinc proletarict to breck nith t ¢ bcurcecisie rnd their impericlist ol-
lies, what -is this prcletariat to ac in foce of the Moticnol Committee's
* cther deelsrction that "the main cmeny of the Ckinese,(eznd ve presumc alqo
the Filipinc) pecple is Jopanesc imperialisa"?

At the risk gf being "sectarlpn" the N<t1cnql Ccmnittuc ccrectly ccun=-
- sels the ecloniel prclctarigt tc struggle equelly against bcth cf the imperi-
elist comps end their bcurgecis supperters #nd tc esteblish the third reve-

luticnery canp ~nd et the some time for the cccupicld territcries, where e
see no reel difference, it uesignatgs Jopunese iapcriclism ¢s the mein cnexy.

The contracicticn is, unfcrtunstely, the N‘tlcntl Comnittec's.

TEE "NATIONLL MLVEM:NTQ"'&RE BCIRCEOIS IN CH.LEACTER
AND PiHT CF ﬂl‘f' 1. 'IPEhLLl 5T Wik CownlES.

Fcr curselv»s, we agree with the Nntlcn 1 Ceamittse thet there is no
differcnce in subst:nce betvieen the "neticncl liberaticon® mcvements - egainst
Japen in the ermncsa cecupied territcries znﬂ "nutlgnrl liberation" move=
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ments agcinst Germeny in the Gerarn cccupied territories. 411 of then arc
tied up with the 4llied war ezmp cnd se defy the Nationel Coamittec to show
thet this is nct sce Is this nct true ¢f Frones, Hellenl, Denacrk, Norwoy,
Belgium, Czechc-slevnkic, Pclrnly Grecee in adliticn to cceupiedCChing snit
the Phillipines? Even where there is ¢ struggle within the "naticnel weve-
ments" as in Greece eni Yugcslavie, the ¢ppcsing fadticne bid for Allied
reccgniticn ond censifer themselves ¢ part ¢f the allied wer campse Even
the mcst "leftist"™ cf thesc mcvements, thet cf the Periisrns of Yugeslevic,,
are stsffed with allied militery leaders whe zet s liaccn officers end
whcse functicn it will be tc faeilitete the junciure of Portisen end Allied
mllitﬂry rorces. We ar: nct speculcting rhen we soy this, This is to be
found in thc press where it is stete” that the Prrtiscn leciers vwere hepe-

fully wqitlng for the earliest military 1ntcrvcnt1cn cf the isllies.

- ’

Thc Naticnal Committee ceceives atsclf mnan it- imuglnes that only cn
the dey thet the allied armies acke phy51cul ccntact with the fcreces ‘of the A
"netionel liberaticnists" does the "naticnZl" struggle cense to be progres-
sive. Therc is even some physicrl ccntuct even ncw but it suffices that
ideclcgicelly these rcvements ﬁre in the Allied wer caap and thet they there-
focre hopefully fwoit the errow of illice intarventicn.

and is this reslly surpriﬁlnv? Dces it nct flow logieelly froa the
bourgecis cneracter of the rurcpeen neticnel movenents despitce the messes
that mey be in them but whe ore duped nith pntrictzsm, naticnzl unity, oni
suppcrt ¢f the allied side cf the 1mperlalist ver? It is nct that behind |
the cheuvinism the wcrkers 2c nét think end feecl in class ani sceisl terms
Egﬁ,ii_iglpreéisely the ideclcey cf the "noticnel Sevemcnt™ which cbscurcs
such thinking snd fecling., :

Sc.long es this is sc cnd the masses are prey tc naticnalism and pa-
trictism, the "naticnel mcvements" heve nc Cifficulty in crienting tuward
the Allies cnd to make thex eppear as the "liberating™ arnies frcx Gernmean
cppressicn.  4nd for the vericus naticnel bcurge: isies unier the heel of
Hitler this is indieed sc. It is indisputeble thet at-le st for Jngle-dmeri-
coen impericlism the sim in Furcpe is t¢ restere it - inscfor zs it is pcssible,
glven Russien elaims rné whntever "plen® they have for Germeny, tc the status
quc znte bellun.* If, the rcfcre, the slcgen of nrticnzl liberaticn is nc
lcnger "cutlived” for the': ticngl states of Europe as the Neticnal Committee
clains, then it shculé elsc declare thet the impericlist wer has becn trons-
fcrmed intc a just naticnael wer cni that we shculd suppert not cnly the vari-
cus naticnal milittry mcverients but clsc the angle-american "liberatcrs®
coming tc their =id, Even if they fail tc irgn this .ecnelusicn this is the
lcgice of the Ne=ticnel Ccnmittuc p(sitlcn cn the nzticnol questicn!

fop-

¥ They are for thiu5Vnry geed impcrlnlistic reascnS— amncng vhlch ore included
their substantiel ceconcmic steke in the Eurcpesn neticnal stetes &5 well os
the desire tc see the perpetuaticn ¢f 2 system ¢f naticncl states which
serves their pcliticel ends sni :1hlch enoblos them all the acre tc maintrin
their cwn iamperizlistic systems. 5(2
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THE BOURGEOISIE CAN REALIZT "NATICNAL LIRERATICN"S

We repcat that the bourgeoisie and their followe~ in the "national
movements” not only seem to have but do have a truly rcalistic policy for

. achieving "national freedom" from Hitler. They are not content with op-

posing to the formidable Germen armies their own inadequate guerrilla
forces. Let us be hcnest aebout it. The tremendous Allied ermies are ex-
pected'to do the main job of dlearing out the CGerman divisic s. ‘It is per-
fectly logical therefore for the various national bourgeoisies, whether

_they be of a reactionary or "liberal™ hue to consider themselves a pert of

the Allied war camp and this not only for the purpose of *Wwinning the war but

‘also of winning the peace,

The National Committee resolution has things turned on its head. It
says: "The Marxists seek, first of all, to establish the hegemony of the
proletariat and of the proletarian policy in the general movement. They
must therefore agitate for the incorporation of progressively bolder eco~
nomic demands for the workers into the,ppogram of the national movement
and into its daily activity. If the bourgeois elements, against whom such
demands would be directed, &t least in pert, threaten to desert the nation-
al movement, if the workers press their own class demands, it is only proof
of the Merxiesn contention that the bourgeoisie holds its property interests
higher and dearer than its devotion to the cause of national freedom." i

Alas, notwithstanding the hopeé of the Nationsl Committee, it is not

‘ the bourgeoisie but the workers who will be put on the spot once they ere

forced tnto the pattern of "nctionel freedom". Unfortunately, the bour-

~geoisie and the Stelinists, will have fer more potent arguments. They will

insist thet, in the interests of the united struggle for rfreedom" and the
common fight on the side of the Allies, the cless issues be subordinated,

. thet there be netional unity £nd thet the war be prosecuted until the fi-

"nel victory of the United Nctions. If "nationcl freedom" is the first

thing theot must be achieved c¢nd if the intervention of Allied arms cnd sup-
port of its wer contributes to thislaohievement, sre not thc workers who op-
pose both cemps of the imperialist wer, who wish to turn the lstter into ¢
civil wer for socialism, end who put forth cless domonds, the real desert-
ers from the front of the united, nztional and Allied fight for "national
freedom"? :

ANGLO=-AMERICAN IMPERIALISM —"OPPREéSORS"
OR "LIBERATOES" CF THE EURCPE;N NATIONAL.STETES?

i

"Wait & minute!" we hecr some supperters of the Nrtional Conmittee
resolution exclaim. "How dare you say that Anglo-American imperielisn is
for 'ngtionel liberstion'? Is it not true that zs they drive the Germons
out of the occupied territories, they estsblish themselves in turn #s the

‘national oppressors of these countries? Do they not set up their own ma-

chinery of oppression, like the Amgot, becked by their oceupying armies?”

Allow us to exzmine t.ese objeotions. ‘We insist that ile aim of Anglo-
Americen impericliem in Burope is the status quo ante bellum. In this it

' A YA
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differs from Germrn imperi: liem. The Netion:1 Comuittee resolution points
out correctly that the lsate nrrivcl of the lcetter as an imporielist force:
upon the world scene, minus colonics of itz oin ¢nd uncblemto break out of
the rim of Turope and into the elfsesic lrnds of imperirlist ¢xploitation”
hes foreed it to seck its "colonies"* in Burope. Hence the rcduction by
the Germrn conquecror of ¢ number of nrtionrl stutes to the status of op~-
pressed "colonies". In . its most rcictionary form - frsciem - Gerarn im-
periclism cerried through this cim vith sovoge berbarism. However this
tendency was inherent in the werring opprcssor astions even in the first
World Wrcr. We believe thet is wheot Lenin hzd in mind vhon he speculated
on the possibility, but not the prob:bility, of the trensformetion of the
imperielist war intc o nationsl war, if rmong other things, the last im-
.perialist wir "were to end in victories cchicved by Napoieon, in the sub-
jugetion of e number of virile nationel stotos. "

SO , P

The Amgot is the administrctive instrument of tho Anglo-Amecricen
powers in the reconquercd territories. Bosides hoving & militery fune-
tion it operates elso politicclly. However'in the letter cepecity it does
“not oppose but supports the recsteblishment of the nationol stete. In
'tht sense the amgot fulfills its "netion~list" tims - thut of restoring
the "ncticnclist™ steotus quo. It is for the cless status quo as well.

Itc purpose is to prevent snd oppose sny development touerd workers' pouver
and to see thrt the beurgeoisie is srfely instelled as the rulers of the
-netion. Our opposition to it is therefore not of = "petions1l™ but of &
class charrcter. e ' ' o

It does not chrnge -.i: substcnee of things if the Amgo% and the allied
cermics stoy oa for some time within & rceonquered country until theipvmili—
tcry ond politiccl trsks tre completed or if, hoving alresdy driven out

the Germens from the country and restorcd the rerction~ry bourgeoisic to
pover, it and ths crmies move on to their next objective, In either crse
one cen be sure thet ‘they hevs no desirec to mointrin the "colonicl"™ stitus
imposed upon thcse nations by the Germsns.: ' :

MIATIONLAL FREEDUM" CF i CCUNTKY IS NOI INVALIDATED
BY ITS RELCTION..EY RTGLAT .

But vhet if .nglo-imerie<n imperislism supportcd by Russia imposes a
Brdoglio on the people ns they did in Itely? Is not this ¢ violstion of
"netionnl freedom"? No, it is not, ¢t least not in ths wy Mrxists hzve
used the ccnception of “ncticnol frcedom". To usc the cbsnece of "nationnl
frecdom" or nntionrl eutonomy. is ¢ stete of ffeirs whorein on oppréssor
notionas r metter of naticencl policy imposcs in every sphorc directly, or
through n Quisling brcked by the occupying ferces of ;hc oppressor nation,
its rule upon the oppresscd nttion. In othcer words the cppressed nation
hes no ind:.pondent life of its own and is in fect incorporrtcd into the om-
pire of th: oppressor n:tion, . ' )

.

It should be superfluqué to point out thrt thc sccirl content of =

regime of cny country hrs no be%riﬂg on its st tus as a nrticn. It doos

¥ See ncte at ecnclusicn f rrticle. Y '5
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not metter how recetionar, the government is for it to be a "free" notion,
We know, for exzmple, th?t the British were responsible for imposing the
tyrent, King George upon the Greck people, cgeinst their vishes <nd their
ective opposition, end yet before the wir no one questioncd the mationzl
frcedom” of Greece. Ethiopiz zchieved "nationcl frcedom" from Italy by
means of British crms even though Hoilé Selassic is rn sbsolute despot.
In foct most of the "free nctions" of .Europe before the wer were ruled by
despots. Historically tlso Marxists hrve nupportcd natlons in genulne
notional wars regerdless of their rullng regimes., .

‘.

NOK IS IT' INVALIDATED EY‘A "DEDCRATIC" REGIME

Besides to imcgine thet the allies will impose upon the peoples only
the most recctionery cnd compromised rulers is to underestimate their
"flexibility". The imperirlists do not confine themselves to so limited
e repertoire of tricks. It is true thot bhey wonld prefer to install
those regimes which do not open the door, er so slightly, to democratic
vistas. Once the masces’ ore zlloved to view the pleasent roeds before
them they mcy set out unon thcm, ond surge on with & motion so-elememsa 1
so powerful as tc override and obliterate altogether the cepitalist ob—
stecles in their way.

Nevertheless, when stork necessity stares them in the face, when the
Badoglios, and Girsuds, cnd the Greek King Georges ere unable; any long-
er, by eny means, to stop the flood of populser disapprovel, the ccpital-
ists and the imperialistc, may be compelled to produce their "liberecl®"
end "democratic" decoys in the hope thot they will succeed in tecking the
fight out of the messes e&nd enable'the ccpitalists to weether the storm.

Whet other merning is there to the fact thsat ainglo-imericen imperiel-
ism has permitted cnd even freilitates cxiled representstives of the "1i-
beral" bourgcoicsie end"lertists™ of- the sufe voriety including Stelinists
to return to their netive lands? Is it only in ordcr to ellow them to use
their "talents" to mobilize the messes of their respective countries to
support the wer of the 4llies? Is it only to meke the despotic regimes
more peletable to the mosses? To think thet only this will be their func-
tion is to lesve ourselves open not only to "unpleesent" surprises, but to
a solid blow on the back of the hezd.

 THE IT.LI.N EXLMPLE = "NATICN.LL FREEDOM
.. 4ND 4 KEGIJE OF THE "DEVOCR.TIC" SFCRZ4 TYPE,

We must be prepered if the nccessity should erise, for "democratic”
leaders of the type of Sforza cnd:others of the "left" brznd to prescnt
themselves, blessed by the “ngIOE“merlcan-utulln trinity, ©s the govern-
ment of Italy. In such an eventurlity - the replaccacnt of the militcry
dictator Bedoglio by the "democret" Sforza - there ought to be no ques-
tion of the "legitimeey™ of the government, not of & worker 's Itaoly, it
is true, but of & capitelist Itealy. : n S'b
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If it is not clear today to those who blind themsclves with "nauticnel
liberetion" thot Badoglio the "tyrint"™ is the govermmnent of the Itslirn na-
tion then it cennot be doubted that the Sforza government will certeinly ep-
peer in thet light -- unless, of course, uwe yield to the sbsurd unMcrxiean
conception, that in a bourgeois state only thet government cen be recognized
&s the representative of the n-otion which is chosen by the fullest ~nd genu-
ine democretic methods, a condition th~t is impossible under cepitalism.

AN UNDIGESTED THOUGHT ~ THE THEORY TH.T TH? IT/LLIN
. BOUKGEOISIE C.HNOT 4CHIEVE "NATIONAL LIBERATION"

But &s our discussion is, ve hooe, among H&rx1sts we will. 1gnore whet
is absurd and proceed to sey egain thet in our examﬂle the Sforza governt
ment will r< sresent the Italien nation. How do matters then 'stend with
*notionel liberation"?. Let us first see how Frhan "the ‘netional liberations
JAst" deals with this . question in his articlee"The Fight for Netionsl Inde=-
_pendence of Itely stlll Hez to be Vo n" in the September Zu, 1943 issue of
Lebor Action. .

"All bourgeois nrtlontlist movements™, our novel theoretician decls res,
"ers by their very ncture - the necessery and incviteble dependenoce upon
Allied imperialism - inesprble of echieving the aims they professedly de-
sire. Nationzal liberation todey for Italy is therefore a profoundly revo-
lutionary task; it cen come only as ¢ product of ¢ struggle egeinst all
foreign imperialist dominction ond the domestic egents and pertners of thet
~ dominetion. For the revolutioncry socislists, by virtue of their independ~
ence from 1l foreign 1mper1nllsm, cre the only consistent. democrats in

Itely today."

Now let us examine whet we in our cherity will cezll en "undigested
thought". So that even the simple can undbrstand we will continue with
our exemple of the "d:mocratic" government of Sforze. This government -
the "legitimate” government of the Italian nction ~- will be the new war
8lly of Roosevelt-Churchill-Stelin rnd, true enough dependent upon them.

ARE THE ALLIES AGAINST ITALIL/N "INDEPENDENCE"?

Now do the 4llies want to meke & "colony" of Italy, a role in Europe
which even the Nctionzl Committee resolution limits exclusively:to Germen
fescism "which throws society beckwerd and compcls it to toke up 'outlived!?
tasks all over agein,.."™? Obviously the enswer is no. Do the Allies plen
to eliminate, or- subjugcte, or oppress copitelist Itcly? Again, the answer
is no. Then whett do the ..’lies went to do with Itely? Reclly, this too
should be obvious, They ore for a "free" copitelist Itsly who will be on
their side in the imperialist war in return for which the erpitrlists of
Itcly may be partinlly forgiwen what Churchill eplls "their stadb in the
back". 4lso for the aid that repentant Itely mny give to her new allies,
the Itolicn cepitalists ‘hope for not too hersh treatmcnt at the allied

peeace table. .
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‘ If the Allies do not intend to rob Itnly of her "independence™, her
"nctioncl freedem' then who is the "nationrl oppressor®? __—

A TRIPLE TIEUP - THE "N.TICNAL MOVEMENT® - "LEGITIMATE" GOVERNMFNT- » ALLIED
FOR "NATICNAL LIBERLTION" OF IT.LY

) Clearly if anyone is the "naotioncl oppressor® it een only be the CGer-
ann Hozis who occupy Nortiorn Itsly for only they, according to the Netion-
el ommittee can mrke of ilcly a ‘'colony™ ond rob hor of her nationsl "free-
d¢ . Then where #re the “nbtipnal movements® in Itely and whom do they
su__ort? If they arc réslly for the "nation” they will be found only in
German occupied Italy,lfightiﬁg egeinst the Germens r~nd their "Quisling"
Mussolini. They will be partistns of the "legitimate" govcrnment - the one
backed by the Ailies_- fight to secure the integryty of the Italien neticn
egainst their would be ngolonizers" the Germens. They czn therefore only
-be bourgcois in clisrecter and, *ccording to Fahan - ond in this we cgree -
"are by ‘their ncture" nuccsuarlly end inevitably dependrnt upon Jjllied im=

perialism. \

-

However, our "theoretician" Fshan who is elert to all situations in-
cluding Itely for trying out his "netional liberztion® slogan; effirms not
only that "All bourbeoia nationelist mcvcments sre by their nrture™ neces-
sarily end inevitably dcpendent upen ullied imperielism., He follows hard
upon thls, in the present situstion, correct stetement with the absolutely
false conclusion that b:esuse of this the bourgeois Netionelist movement
ig "ineapable of achieving tha eims.thet they professedly desire. Netional
.liberation fdday:fof Italy is therefore o profcundly revclutionary task;
it cen only come as o product of & struggle sgainst all foreign imperialist
dominstion end donestic egents rnd pertncrs of that dominction. For the
revolutionery sccialists, by virtue of their independence from &1l foreign
imperielism, :re the on;y consistent demcersts in It&ly today"t

We ineist thet not ¢ 1y can ond do the bourgec1s purtiscns of our "le-
gitimate® Itelien gevernment in Germaon occupled Itely fight consistently
for "nrtionel liberstion"” but . they and the "legitimste" government which
they support ere copsble of achieving this aim. Morecover it is precisely
bectuse of their-dependence upon ond support by allied impericlism thot
thie is wole veadily rehievel, The Allizd crndce ond the smgot, whoeever
else you mey sny sbout them, zre in unoccupied Itoly s sn ally of the Ital-
ian'netion® andlas they move forvward against the Geraens, clcoring.them out
of Italy! 4ind, yes, it ie” just bzectuve of thet, becruse they are for a
"free® capitclist Itcly, thet they ond their netionel bourgecis allies, who
are bleeding the Itrlien werkers »nd peasants by he impericlist war, who '
are for perpetusting the cupitalist slavery cf'the Itelien werker - it is
Jjust beccuse of that that they are the'clas§ ericny - nct the "netional®
enemy but, we repect, the clrss eneny. Is it nct clear ncw why the "out-
lived" task - the struggle for the decedent bourgn01s Yneticn®™ - remains an
"outlived" task. , s,g
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"NLTICNAL LIBERATICE™ H.S PLCVEN TO BE .. NEW Tk.P.
IT IS TIME TC KEJECT IT!

The "innovatcrs" ere contributing nothirg ncw. W¥ith their cutlived
"nationel liberation” they ecan hove no clesr contemporanccus eless progrean
egainst reactionary imperielisa cnd ccpitalisn which mcbilizes the vwuork-
ing class (who are ¢n the eve of revoluicn, mind ycul) for reacticnaory
aims precisely under the slogen of neticnsi  liberstion™!

Comrades ¢f the Nationcl Committee amd of the party! It is nc} too
late to sct aside what is fzlse. Let us not be served up E%Qéo£§%? thet
at the tcp of the bill of fare!) the malodecrous, though nevly,adisih of
"netional liberaticn” whiceh has been deccmpesing in the gorbage peil of
history. Study the Itelisn siturtion. Do not try, mechanicelly wnd felse-
ly, to fit it into ¢ precconceived pattern of "nnticnal liberstion®, Remer~
ber, the grect coming events hcve cast their shadew befcre!

San Francisco. . SCCPA.
November 1, 1943 .

-

(In cur discussion ¢i the National Quostion vwe have come to the
1imit of the spcece allowed for en article contributing to this discussicn.
ind yet, there are mony impcertent espects that reacin for discussicn, in-
cluding the nature of the present pericd, the struggle tc trensform the
imperialist wer into & civil wer for sccialism, the stratcegical cutlock
and the Sceciclist United States of Eurcpe, the tocties, "uemccratice" and
revcluticnery, erising cut of such & stretegy, the ettitude toward the
"naticnal mcvements™, the ereation of the revcluticnmry porty end the strug-
gle for wcrkerst power, and finally cut cf ell this, the pesitive rovelu-
ticnery program for the present pericd. Such impertent questicns cennct
be igncred in this discussion and we hepc thot we shell be given the oppor-
tunity tc discuss them in a later erticle or resolution. o SCOPL)

¥ (Pzge 7) Tue Naticnel Ccmzittee uses the term cclcnies in this ccntext
withcut including it in quctacticn merks. Becouse we feel thrt this term
requires ccnsiderable clarificoticn and elaberrticn we Love put it in
quctes. If not in ¢ literal then in a fipgurative scnse it can be empleyed
since the brsic crgument remains the sane.
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TLE SOCIALIST REVOLUTION IN LUROTEE =-~Its Relation to the
' LationQJ Qucdticn

s tee e o s s .~ ot - it 4 et s St @ e = e e

In our article "National iiberation -- k Tew Tra p!" we
trled to establish what we bellieved to bc fhe geresis of the
2 Natinnal Committee re habilifation of the ouf13Vcd glogan of -
- "national liberction". We showed that this resurrection
E stemmed from a panlchy estimate ofGerﬂan dominqtiOn of Europe
~. which apparently was :o complctn and "finished" as to throw
‘Europe back to a lower stage, necessitating the revival of old
and outlived tasks. Vie pointed out thaf tne miqtaxc of the
National Cowmmlttee was In assuming as’ fini hed" that which was
still fluid and in transition, and moreover unwindins in the
~ opposlte direction. 1n short, the Hatlonal Committec did just
..what the Fourth International adiured 1ts followers not to do
E when 1t declared in 1ts thesls on the 1mncrfa1 ct war, "Wap
g and theFourth International", that 1t was "neces ary to follow
'not -the war map, but tkc map of the class strugr1<.

- We_ showed 'also that in the circumstances of the unstable
haracter of Gérman dcmination and the.impcrialist -war,
national liberation™ was not only justifiably outlived as a

slogan for the proletariat but that for the bourgeolsis of the
dominated nations it was a "prop‘r and realistic slogan,
somcthing for which they could be with enthusiasm, for to
attain "national liberation", the boursecotsle ncad only make
usé of"gooa" bourgeois methods,’ the principal one baing to tle
up with those "national liberators"., the..Allled armi@s.

v

, . Because of this, we gald, 1# was inevitable that all of

the movementc struggling for thﬁ '‘vation" ~~the "national move~-
ments™-come undsr the i1deological domination of %the bourgeolslec

- and for theoe movements to be sucked into tbp Al1lied war camp.

"Hational Liberatlun and tho "Impﬂtﬁncy
of the:Workers

i+ . t.. -+ The National ')1m1ttec ‘not only bnch 1ty policv on the
.. .changes in. the war map, on substituting the"finishca" for soms-
thing that was gtill in doubt and is ev :h more 8o todav. If
not onlv assumsd ns a fact Lenin's hvpathc s1cal:spsculation of
the imperialist war ending like those Vic+0“i g achileved by
Napclcoz in the subiugation of a number of virilc national
states", but it apparcntly overlookzd Lenin's other condition,
.. 1inked. to the above, that for the notional war to he on th:
.order of the day it was neccssary that +lc"Ewrop an- Drol(tarlaf
'rcmain 1mpot0nf for another twa&nf chrs." T

Thig 19v0nd condition Qf~L“nSn 8 Na' not accidantal, In
- '-hls hypothetical exampla, which we have quo*“ﬂ mors fullv in
our article "National Liboration = A New Trap", £+ was not suf-
ficlent for him that the imperlalist war end wifn conclvsive
‘military victories of an oppressor nation roanl+ines "in the
subjugation of a numbsr of virilec national states." It wag

A . ! . v 1
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necosuary that the prolftarlat alco be impotept for a lonc time, for this
domination tc acsume o stable character. VitLout this condition the ory S-
,tellization of tie "new ordel" cculd bo prevented by a fighting proletso-
> »&' ‘rist., rurthermore, 1t 1s not exﬂluued that, in the "shstt. .ring" o1 thre
JMtnew: order" the latter: mlfPt not "return" to tneir respective Toutlived"
Q states,. but, *aking a "lesson .ron ‘tho oppressor", ‘they mizht-be immelled
‘-g_ to find thelr solution dllectlv 1n .a sccla11°{ Uql*ed ututeu of.- vJJOU&.

IJ any - Pese thoaph Lenln's h"pothetlcal flgure of twentj y ars may
3 “differ somewhst- from the Natlonal COudlttee's, it is 1ndlsyutable that the
S ““lattor eéstimeted. a: “long pcrlod of working tless "11ponency"11n tde present
3 real. situation. It is 1nposs1ble to interpret the follomlng 1n the
Nat10nal Comnlttee s resolutlon 1n any. other way. *

1o e

. Flrut '#t is not rersonable to helieve, and past o: pcrlence does not
warrant the bellef thet the mgsses. of-txe pGOple, hav1ng been ground into
the dust for’ YESRS by a dlctatorlal regime, in whlch the* dld not enjoy the
slightest semblance of democratic rights, will, upon ove*turnlnb such a re=-

glmo proceea directly tu the esteblishment of an teuthoriterian! socielist,

2 N ;Lpletarian gOVLInmeat which would immediately 'breck the united de deuobrut~
E ., . ic. nntlonel front' There is even less resson to believe thet they will do
] : thls in. con31dert+1on of the 4 ct ‘thet: mest ‘workers and persants 1dent1fy e
s Msociclict Govexndent' wlth the horrlble [ rlcuture of it which is the’
- - Stalinist dlctgtorohlp. Hev1ng been deprlved for- SO LONG of any democrat-
*'f S ¥ lIiberties, :the messes, once they nrve overthroxn the Hitlerite despctism
» ‘will in 211 llkellhbod demand ‘uemocreey in geperal' thet is, boulgec*a

. democracy " (pur_paps.s)

a g " B
A St Cr e, P

! . ) '1 Trotsky on"b8501sm end Democratic log ns" V‘sc,plled

One would thlnk thrt the hctlonal Commlttee i re;errlng hére to the
‘masses of" people”in Nezi Geimany: or Yescist Itely (tus Nat.onl Committee
~resolution was written before ‘the:fall of Mussolini), since ouly in thess
~eountries, hove the ,juesses of people "beecn ground into the dust for yecrs"®
(iu Gezm&nyrll yefrs ‘end An Itely 21 yeers). Bat no, ‘aside from the fect
thwt these-countries recelxe no attentlon by the Nutlonel Co“nlttee, it
does not hide from Ats rézders, that y in this connnctlcn, 1t is talking
about the messes of Hltler-domln sted Burope. It is for than thrt the
Natlonel Commlttee poses a long per<pect1ve of "Hitlerlte debpotltm"

R . : o

L To mnke thls elearer let us see .where the hgtlonal Conmlttce "derived"
the idea that N"evelt is not- recuocnable to believe, and past evpexleﬁce dces
not warrant tne bellcf thet the masses of people, hav1nb been ground into
the dust for years by a dlctutorlel regime, in whlch they did not cnjoy the
.- 8lightest. senblance of demoar.tlc riOhts, will, upen overturnlng such a
reglme procepd dlrcctly to: tbe establlshmcnt of ndf"utborli r.an' socielist
pro;ctarlan gove:nment o : Coh

[N

Ia the N.I. of July 1943 there is contelned an artlole by Trotsky on
"Frs:ism end Lamocrstic Slogans" which he wrote in 1923, not long after
Hldler's comung to power in Germany. In this erticle Trotsky explains,
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corrcetly in ou¥ opinion, thot Gerasn foscism, like Iyclion fescism,
sirensthens rath » Lhan destrovs demosr tic 1lluotouo vaongt the ancs cf its
vietims, and thrt it is thereforc f:tel "to rencunce beforchaind the use of
democretic slogeans :nd of bourgeois prrllunent,rism"‘és'a meims of ewrker-
dug the proletorist ¢nd its «llics for tho struggle towards sceirlism,

Onc of the crgumc nts which Troisty presented for this idea revolved
eround the problem of rerching cnd cduoriiry ths: generstion vho hrve grown
up under feseiem end who hrve no connections with sociolist traditions.
Suys Troutsky: "il:ve ‘uewmocrctic illusicns! dis&ppecred in Italy during the
ten years cof ussolinits despotism? This is how the feseists thencselves
: are inclincd to picture the state of effairs, In renlity, however, democ-
2 retic illusions &re nequ'ring » new foree. During this period e new
E generction hos been rei: . up, Pcliticrlly, it hes not lived in the condi=-
i tions of freedcm, but it iknows full well whet fascicsa is; this is the raw
materisl for vulger deaocruey, The orcvnizqtion Justizia e Liherte (Jus-
tice end Freedom) ic distributing illegrl demccratic llter<tufe in Iiely,
end not without success. ‘ihe iders of democreey ore thcrufore finding ed-
herents, who sre re~dy to srcrifice themsslves.' '

Troisky foressw s g?lnst the Svallnlst "Hiulpr vill not lest six
months" brainstorm thet Germsn fascism, just “like Itclien fﬂ°01un, will not
be so eneily removed fron the secnés Tic idea of o new genurﬂtlon gr0v1ng

-.  up under fescism conveys this sense of "prolong'tion" a1ud the Nrvaonel
Coumittee qu1te mechenically mekes this® trensfer for the Turopeen mosces
under Gc-mqn dominstion in-'the swiftly chunging COquulGDS of &n impericl-
ist wer where Geimen cnd It:licn fascist deminstion-is, not only extremcly

stcble outside of its "n-tive" vorders, but inside s we]le A2G this
is considered a ncw ccntribution to Mrraism! Lot as £dd thot this "cowtri-
bution" did not survive the-tect of events by more thrn scven menths. Even
our "n-iioncl libsretionist™ Fsh-n reports in his articlc("The Figat aor
N-ticu.l Insepcadence of Itely hus still to be wen" in vhe Sept. £0, 1943
issue of Leber asctiun) "ihe rise of Sovacts in Milen.”

'y

An Trror in Tve Chspuers

Coms of the comrsdes who heve quite a different and fer more corroct
" estizwte of the Europecan situcticn then has.the Netionel Corunttes, arc
neverthelpss at @ loss .. n they contrast in the Noiicnwel Co mitec rzeciu-
tion its eru of "u tion: i liberstion™ and"dc-wcrzey" wita its referecnces to
"duel pomer"'zqc "pOveT...in the streetu", They conclude thot the Nevional
Co mittec must be confuscd. “In wonlity this is not so. Tho No.ioncl
v Comittee "veosourvos™ ercdit for beiug concsisient tut -- wrong.

A cexeful recding of the Nﬁtluhﬂl Co*ait@ec‘rosolution will show thsat
eccerding to it thero ere tvo digtinet chepters in Faropc. ifle iirst one
is: 4 wore or less lengthy pariod of Hiilerite deringticn f Furope during
whiech the fighting power of the mﬁsse is more 01 e85 cruihed g1d during
vhich ther con be froused by "nav.onal 1lib ,ritloq" and slogens of “donoc-
recy”. Lou:, ftevwerds, when the masses hive been sufricicntly "evirrcd®
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by the "cuilived" slogor- 1o the point of Hiuler's overthrow, he Hevicnnl
Co mittec "is.ors” i1 o puriocd Lhen "o vower will, go to spe-k, lie in
the strects"s To this the Netionerl Co wittee cdds: "The {irst peried  fter
the overthrow of Gei .oen rulc will uncdoubtedly be the period of 'de.gcorriic
‘11lusions!' te cue extent or another, in.c¢ne form or rncther, Cerloinly,
the slc-zu of "r.tiontl liber:tion", «hich drrgs the messes behind the
onrgecf:ie and the Allied impgrialist wer comp, wWill hclp to wrke it oo

Treir Strctegys“Natiunal Liogratigq No e uocx 1lot United

Stuves of Furche! '

There is nothing more pitiful in the resoluticn of the Nationsl Cou-
mittec then its ettempt t¢ procleim, on,the basis of its estimete end
enelysis, thet:"T e Zevolution ry sociclists must nmow more. than ever be-
fore loy 'siress.upon this point of view.(the Sceiclist Unated oietes of
Fa.ope, ‘S)which is the strctegicel ;key to .the fundumentsl problean of
" Earope todry. . .

This exrmple of eclecticism, this "purcse” --for thet is!éll it is——
‘follow juct.as logicslly from the Netional Comnmittee pesition &s wine from
& stone. It Gérmnen fescist dominution hes thrown Eiarope brackuecrd by &n
_eru, ‘if it ie once more pernlsu1b1b to put £¢s point No. 1 ¢én the cgenda
‘the'strugsle for the "1°t10n" o.f it is velid "to teke up - '(4tllvbd' tcsks
cll over ngcln" then thls ccnccpTLOn, rnd not the Sceinlist Un 1ited Stotes
of Europp, ie the str(tbglcfl kby to tﬂu funa mont 1 problpm of gTOpe
todéy."

. It is from thc str&tegicrl ccncpptlon of thc "ncu" era of "n tiongl
liverctiicen” ivheot thc e tlcnul Co.uittec derives the slogen of “"n-tionsl
liberation", vuica it mrkes into ©n actlon or .t glu tion slogen just becruse
the stru: gle for the "nction” as g01nb on todiyve We vensider the whole
conespticn cnd the slogens flowing from it to be Asloe " Lisvon to the

words of the 1954 drcft thesis: "Wer and thel uurtn Iuternationsl™:

"¢ defense of the nrtionsl strte,'firét‘of ¢ll in Brlikanized Eirope—-

. the erndle of the nrticnsl sicte—is in tbe full sense of the word &

Jrc\ction‘fv“ tesk. Twe notionsl strte’ with its bCTdbrS, p“SO“OItS, menet Ty
ystym, cuuto ns “nd the arny for the protecticn of CUthﬂu Lrs beccnu fa)
frlrhtful 1mpcd1muqt to the economlc cnd cultursl dCVulODﬂt\t of humrnity.

Not the defensc of the netionrl strte is the trek ‘of the proletrrist but

its complete nd fingl liguidrticns T . '

. "oTe the presént notionrl stete to repres'nt e progressive: fedtor, it
wculd h-ve to be defended irrespeetive of iuvs Dclltlc_l fcra rnd of coursc,
‘rogridless of whe 'suerted' vhe wir first. Lo is shsurd tc cconfusc the
question ofsthe historie function of the n:tionl si-tc with the question
of the 'ruilt!. of o given: government. Cen one refusc to:.scve r house
suitcd for hebitction just beeruse the fire storted thrcapgh cérclessness or
. through c¢vil intent of the owner? .Bav bure 1t is preeiscly a ¢.se of the
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given hcuse being it no! for living but we*clv for dying. 1o ensble the

pecples to live, the sta 2wure of Lhe.n.tlcnrl ct:t . must be rozed to its
found:ticns,

"A 'sceiflist' wioe prenches notion:l defensc is ¢ petty bourgceois re-
actioniry et the service of decrying cepitalism. Noi to bind onegself to
the nstionzl strte in time of.war, to follov not the wor m~p but the map
of the closs struggle, is possible only for the perty tuet hes rlready de-
clared irreconcil:sble wor on the noivionsl strte in time of perce. Only by
reclizing fully the objectively reactiontfy role of the impericlist stete,
cen the prolutoricn vingusrd beccme invulnereble to »11 types of sceirl
pciriotism, This moons thet a rerl breck with the ideclogy cnd pclicy of
'‘nrtionzl defense' is possible only from the stendpoint of the internetionel
proletsrizn revolution.” '

MNetienod lebl tion" Q 4 Cu~e but Not a'Prcvenvitive" ;3

e

The supporters of the Netional Coumittee resoluiion mey object that
all this is true up tc the actuel conquest end dominstion of the Europeon
netionel stotes by Gerucn fascist imperislism but thet once this heppens
the "specicl" cuirccter of the "tuv.cist oppressor™ -5 t.e "eclunizer" of
Eutrope must not be overlooked, end in foct chenges the whole situction.

Bat ths thesis "The Wrr and the Fourth In-ernctionel" vas written
efter Geriny veccme o f@scist stete snd it pointed precisely to Gurmeny
&s the mein threet to "porce". "Drives by .its unbecreble controdictions
end consequancses to defe t'", scys the thesis, "Geram: cupitelism has been
ferced to teer off the sircit-jszcket of democrctit pucifisa end comes fcr-
werd eg the chicf threct t¢ the Vorseilles systcm." ’

v

MC?CUVCL, uCW crn one s7y thet &s the GermFn fascist crnices udVPHC? on
‘the Earopssn bourzcois stetes we ernnot defend them in order to "proveut voud"
feseicu uomln\tlon but ns s.on r8 these stetes rrc domin: ted it is correct
to "cure" wuwem of such doaun tion? Trie is exzetly whot is mecnt by follow-
ing the wer map tnd not the aecp of the clrss struggle. Tnis is vhat the
Netvionel Coamittee hns done.

"Tha Soei~list United St tews uf Earcpo"
Az 8 Stroteny end es a Tretie

The svretegy of the "Socislist Unived Strc;s cf EBurcpe" iswﬁ°t poscible
end would not be proposed, ot lecst not in this period, if we believed in
the stebility of the Germen "oouming tlon" ene the pessivity of the working
class es the Neticnad Co Jlttcc rusclutlun dees. We woula wdve to coms.
forward with such & strztegy only in its second period --vwhen, aftcr & long
travail, the "Hitlerite despotism” is fiz2lly overthrown, the nstional
tates ru~urructgd, nd the po.er viill, so to spuuk,'ﬁie in the streets”.

Bue . .the strotegy of thc,"prlRlet United Siopos of Euscpe™ is teocd
on the view that Eurcpe as revdy for socisrlism end the respective Europeen
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stetes ere houses "iii not for li-"vg bu* _merely for dving". Doecs this
mean th:t we reise ledryg the "Sg\"clxpt Unteed Stotcsof Yurope" as o €logan
for action?. No cne 2lnmius this, for, in erder to proposc that the sceiel-
ist stetes® of . Euscpe po united in a_~wzonv:ﬁ tuderetion, it is firct ncces-
sery to-heve sociclist stedes to whisn such & proposel con he made,  Tuis
- 18 LBC ¢~d Geves! "erudite" rrbemph 0, "tenoh® fpas to others must Lo
E « +understecd only rs zn endeaver. to 355nure wha* thay écmprehended fer better
= .+ * -then Gnues: the strategicel officacy of twe "Sceiglist Unitca Stites of
3 . Earcne" et tac present. time. ' )

.

e .o« A Pocr Tereler in the Wrong Scdngl

It would have been mcre fitting for Gevus to bééih his ¢lesses first
in his own home --the house of the "netionel libercticnis tS"W”WJerb in=
struction on this point is 50 bhdlv nceded, before trv1ng to "{cnent
elsc:nere. '...iu— slogun ( he ‘ection slogen io meant, here.S) of the
'Soc;allst Unlted Steves of Buxuyed sevs tac Nat10ual Co mites resolu-
tlon "res first out forwerd by thc Marxists under conditions when tb
Eurcpenn proleterist -wes reedy for the SOCl{llSt struegle for power, but
Qbove all, when Furcpe wes divided into a number of 1ndependent stztcs,.”

-

Her'e, ihueed, is fertile ground for the secrds of pedcgogy! Getes
“should tell the Netionel Cemmittee thrt only uninformed and half beked
“Merxisvs" eculd have put forwerd the "Sceizlist Unived Stutes of EFurope"
as un'ection or egitetion slogan "under ccnditicns where the Eurcpeen pro-

lotariat wes only"rerdy for the socielist struggle. for power", tiat is,
before having achieved workers power and while Europe wes still "divided
into ‘a number of 1ndcp\pdvnt (bourgecis --for thét is €11 they could be--S)
strtes - o : :

] .
sl LAY

Elfboratlng this error, the rdsolutlon of the N-iional Cownzittec goes
on to soy: YBefdre Lue .i0SSes een see the 'Scelelist United Stotes . of ?urone" g
as a reclistic slogan (ogrin ection slogin is mernt.$) they undoubtcdly
want to have et their disposcl independent nrticnol ststes, cipuable of
dcciuing freely whether or not'they went t@,be’fedcrated into < ccntinental

union."

If the Eurcpern proleteriat has not yet 2chieved power but is only
‘"re?dy for the socirlist struggle for powcr™ vhen how cen ve, assunming
thet the 1ndependcnt n~tioncl strtcs ere re-established, suppose thut the
messes’ in theob beurgeois states hove them "ot tuell disposnl" ond how cun
they, mcreover, decide "Irccly uhethcr cr not they went to be federcted
“into ¢ contln(nt 1 union™? inis ie e yuesticn thet the Nationszl Cumittce
““ean rsk not the messes, who heve no spy at 211 in these stotes, but only
“the beurgeoisic which rules them.  Bisides, if such a federation wers
possiblc, it cculd only be & "Crpitelist United Svctes of Europe”. Ve crn-
not belicve that the Netionel Cc mittee went through 21l its painful “lcobez®
of "ncticnel libergt.on" in order to bring forth such o monstrosity!
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Do thie Workers Eave to Fight for the "Nation" Before They
Cen Have "The Socislist United States of Europe"? By

All this incredible confusion is, of course, accompanied by the worst
: kind of stetic thinking. Yvhe National Committee y.ides itself on belrg
E "concrete” and elert to new situetions. How is it possible then thet it
"averlooked™ not only the "sudden" collapse of fascist Italy under the in-
pact of the war, but also the probeble collapse of Nazi Germany, which is
under terrific pressure, and whose collapse may ccme upen us &t any time,
4 end very likely within a year or two? In any cese such a varient is not
?f L excluded, or does the National Committee rigidly bold to its "long" per-
- spective, backed as it is bv its experts on "logistics" and thelr exesgere-

tions of kussian and Anglo-imerican antagonisms?

Buﬁ if Hitler does collapse, is it not possible and also probable, that
this will signify a revelutionsry situetion not only within Cermany but also
in thoseé countries that will still be under German "dominati.n" at that time?
And as the first probeble victim of such a situation will be German"dominaw
tion", what should {he masses in those countries do before they are entitled
to the wisdom of the "Socjielist Uniced States nf Europe"? Shall -they first
reestablish the independent capitelist states, as & prerequisite and a
necessary stage, for the "Socielist United Stetesof Europe'or shell they
fight not for the "nation", but for workers power, so that they could then

have something "at their disposal® in which they could decide "freely"
whether or not they want to be federated into a conulnental (socielist .S)

union"? | - o e
Y

Blindness Toward the German Revolutlon, the Key
to the European Situation

If the Nationsl Committee were not so blinded by its "national libera-
tion fixation™ this is how they would heve- seen "the problems end, in thet
. cese, it would heve been impossible for them to leave out of their resclu-
tion an enclysis of the Its«lian end, prim“ril§ the German situction! They
would then beve scen thot precisely the Germen situstion is the key to
Europe end is et the core of the strategy of the "Soclfllst United Stcotes
of Europe"!

Posed this wey, the strategy of the "Socielist United Stctes of Europe"
is rezl, .end not ¢ carierture end a phrise, Froa this strotegy would flow
prturclly the eppropriate trcties end sleguns., Inconceivaeble from this,

" however, is the slogen of "nctionel liberction™. '

A Cless Approach to Oppression

‘ Yor those who view matters this wry, everything else should fgll into
line. Unfortunatély, however, there arc some peoplc, whe, though agreeing
with cur overecll estimrte of Europe, esnnot sce how we c=n aveid, es long
es thc German oppressor hus not collapsed, from tcking port in ell the
"liberation movements™ and ln every struggle. to oust the German invader.
Whot intensifies this feeling, of coursu, is the utter brutelity end rTuth-
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lessness with which theGerman conquzror foists himself upon the cenquercd
peoples.

So s not to obscure the qucestion politicelly let us decl first with
this quite understandable feellng egcinst the brutclity cnd horyors of the
invader, “

The pecples of Coventry end Hemburg, the soldicrs on the bettlefield
who heve just seen their buddies killed hove no less a feeling of hctred
towerd the "eneay™ then the tortured peoples in the German countr1c5s And
yet we are obliged to combet this feeling of haste ogeinst the Germens or the
English end to plece the blame for these horrors upon the bestiel cepitalist
system where it rightfully bclongs. More than thet, we try to educate the
peoples and the soldlers on the b ttlefield that the workers end workers in
uniform of the "enemy" countries ars their, class brothers, and no less the
victims of the cepitalist wear than they erg. In short, what we try to,
and must, do is to combet n’ ticn~l feeling by closs fecling and recsons
Amid the reging inferno of wer and the pciscnous, chcuvinistic fumes which
enrncte from it, our tesk is far from ersy, but we do it because we are
- econfident thet on the morrow of disillusionment with ‘the wer the masses
' will understand the truth we tesch them. So also ‘must be our approach in
the hapless countries of the Germcn invader,

The Difference Between Conguest end Nntional Oppression

The task of the rdvanced workers in an invaded ccuntry is en espceially
difficult one. No one is more oncrous and more heted by the people of e
conquered country then the foreign invader., Witness the persistent strugele
of theBelgian "undcrground™ and the Slev guerillns which lastced: throughcut
. the entire period of the last World Wer. Naturally the "fascist" cheracter
of the Germzn conqucror mokes it even more oneroas and morc hateful, dut
for this oppression to assume the character cf "n=tional oppre531cn" it is’
necessary for it to heve the stebility which it lacks and which the Nstionel

Ccomittee resoluticn tries to give it.

Otherwisc the struggle for the "netion" is not once more on the order
of the day 2nd the instellstion of the German ccnquercr in the eccnomic end
politicerl life of the conquéred country must be ccmbaited not by netional
but by class merns. True encugh thet the universel feeling will be )
"national" and will express itself in on intensc desire to be rid of the
Germen oppruséor, but the frilure of the rdvenced vorkers tc be strmpeded
and go "ncticnsl" offcets their place in the facteries just as littlc ¢s the
universcl cheuvinism "oviots" from the freterics the rdvenced werkers of
uninvaded or inveding werring noticns.: '

The Cless Fight iguinst the Forcign ond Notive Txploitar

To the cxtent, therefore, that the invaders reploce the native crplei-
ters in the ecuntry, the workers direct their closs oppesitioen tyninct thor
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.
while rennining the elrss ont: wenicts of the native espitrlists vho mey
still e ¢n the secne - expleiters, and this is so, regurdless of thoe re-
laticnship between the rn tive explciters rnd the fercign cxpleiters, thether
they be oponly "ecllober:rticnist™ or scerctly cpposed tc the feroign ecn-
quercer. The.oéportuniyies fcr cluss cppesiticn egoinst tho expleiters both
. Toreign rnd nctive will be innumcrable on the eccnemic field end elsc poli-
ticelly ugrinst the Gernen Geulciter cr his Quisling. Undor the - severc Tep-
ression «nd inteonsified cxploitetion thoe strugele will teke plece for v ges,
eg-inst long heurs, ngeinst lober "drefiés" for Gormcn inéustry, ngainst dis-
banding the tr.dc unicns end cther werkers orgenizaticns, for better focd
reticns, fcr fucl, for hepsing, for the right to crgrnize, for demccratic
rights, for frse spsoch end press, right to nssembloge, for the right tc
politiecl crganizaticn, fer the freedom cf pclltlc(l priscners of wer, fcr
&n end to var, etc. tc.-b‘ . . e i

Of ccurse the struggle will, for the mcst pert, hove tc be crganized
1llegnlly And'will m-ny timcs assumz e viclent chrrezeter in vhich it will
be necessary tc creanize ormed werkars! cctuchmenta for thb purpcse cf self-
defense which f(rm the b«SlS cf the red Ga'rd 2nd the ked Army cf tcmerrew,.
The weapcns c:in be g;ttun.frcm ¢11 kinds’ ‘f channels; dis~rming cf the
faseists end the pilice, raiding ¢f crsensls, from the foctcries.in which
they cre mcde, snd from the vehicles which tremspcrt them. It is even cer-
rect ti nccept aras su-plied by the Alligs providing nc compreaising condi-
ticns ECCQﬂpfny_oUCu rccepteance. Such o conditirn would be the impositicn
upen thoem of an Allied 1111tprv Jiesicn for the DUIpCse of c:.ntrclling the
distributicn end purpcse for shich the sTas are tc bu used.

e

"Netionsl Libersticn® and Fraternizaticn

Whrtever the morns snd forms «f strugele the ceritericn must zlveys be
- . . K . ’
~thet- they erc of a eloss «nd nct "neticnel" choracter., The foreign nd
native cppresscr must be undermined by cluss and nct "noticnel" meens,

It is therefire annlflcﬁnt that newhere in thc N ticnel Committes re-
scluticn d« we find a class upprﬁach tc the sel alcru ¢f the cecupying for-
cese Yei revrlu;i:nery prcprgends is cne «f the prlDClp&l means for under-
mining the army <f the cppresscry Such ¢ gip is irevitcble when questicns
are p&sed on & nstiintl rether en internctionol closs rlane. T¢ opprcach
the German scldicr «n o "noticnel” buris 1s impessible sineée this will cnly
reinforce his:cvn "naticnsl" prejudices. Undermining the Germen army ond
fraternizaticn whieh the German s ldlc“ is prssible <nly ¢n the bosis of
intern:ti nal class britherh: cds The size 1s true of the 12,000,720 foreign
verkers who hove been ¢ nceripted for werk in Germuny ~nd vhlc fcrm o ter-
rific medium for intern-tiinrl class sclids Y'11:" Hew else efn cne proceed
if he hos in mind the Germen reveluticn and the Sceizlist United Stotes of

Bur: pe? B
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"National Liberstion® plus "Social Liberation® equals
Capugn?s "Tw.zocnnrn'" Thenry

It does nct improve msttors for the Nnti-rnel Committee to combine
"natioral liberaticn® with "garial 1- bsrat out.  This is no different from
Carnon‘®s famous contvibiution to Thorxisal® of “telescoping" our tacks by
Juldicicous mixture ¢f natisnelism nwd the class strureie. VWhen, c¢n the Saar
questicn, the Stolinists committed a 1%ke crine the 1974 thesis "iar erd the
Fourth Internationels ings Lstod Lamt "The slogen of 'national Iiberstiont,
advanved eide Ly side with ths slogan of ‘'scciel liberation! gr cssis distarts
the revelutionary perspective and lesves no place wnatuv 3 i
Thet 1s exactly our poult*on. : ‘

Directing ths Peasant Strusgles awe ey from_:ﬁgﬁ;gqg;iqgi

Also ‘with regerd to the movements of the petty bourgecisie and the
peacantry, 3% is the exemple and leadership of “he proletariet in the fac-
tories, which will bLring the lowest strota o them tehind it in the fight
for eociclism cnd ewey from "nshbiomallsw!, Their struggle must be directed
ageinst landiords snd the bankoes whihor they bve notive or foreign gnd those
struggles must be ciceely linked with the struggle in the factories.

A

Combatting the Allied "Liberrtors"

The class approcsch is the only dne if we hzve in mind the struggle not
only against Germrn imperislism but the Anglo-Ameriecrn. Russicn bloc s well,
Events :ré moving repidly end the proietririct and peasontry stand in merhel
denger of being stringle by the re:chiug "embrace" of the Allied "libera-
tors" and their nstive bourgeois supporters.

sttitude toward Participation in the "National ] ’ovemhrt""

For all these reasons, how we participate in the struggjes that go on
in the occupied countries is of paramount importonce. . Becring in mind ‘he
class approach --end only thut--it would be Tatel for us to pertizipoie in
movements of ¢ ¢ purc or predominnnt "ncticnclist"™ ehrrocter, We woulil heve
nothing to do for ex-mple, with undsrground organizotions whose purposu is
assnssing tlon or sebotegs. On the other hend, movemsnts thet heve a besic
class charceter end which, let us sey, orgouize strikes or demcnstratiors
egaiist the censeriptien of lebor would merit our support ond we would bs
in thom =5 the most ective participents. At the scme tirz, we would strive
to bllmjﬂ t@ from them their "national" aspects in order to give them o com-
pletely class cherueter. VGhet united fronts are pussitle wculd thevefcre
depwnd up-n the naturc cf the purticipeting creonizaticns nnd the specific
acticn that wrs plenned. Suffice it to sty that there are cnd will be no
end of cless issues to eliminete the fesr that we will be merely "bystnnders?
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With cur prcgr-m the ndvinced werkers ornnot fcil te be completely
immerssd ~nd the most getive perticip:nts in the surnllest and lsrsest
struggles, Thet is not the only questicn, .Tranecerding cverything else
is the sceirli:t nnd independent cl;és'élrectionfthat we Will givs to these
struggles in order thrt, strge by stagz, the prcleterict and persantry zre
prepered for the_dictatcrsﬁip of the prcletariat and the "Sceinlist United

'

States f Zurcpe.," .

The Parﬂmounf Tésk.- Céeeting the ﬁezglgziggpgngprty

Ve must never'forzet thot nct (Ctivity per sé'but Egiixi&x_ggg_ggggg:
tion in & sccialist direction will soive cur greastest preblem ---thet cf
creating the féﬁfiutiontrytpfrty ~-wilthont which, ye el11 cgree, a revelu~
tion is abdrtqd. "ihggslcgfn_cf,neticnsl liberution, edvenced side by side
with tne'élégan'cfiébéiéliliberation', gressly distcrts the revelutionary
perspective™ -~this is fﬁe_waining cf the movement ¢f the Fourth Interna-
ticnel: This "telescoping” orn never build revcluticnary parties, nor a
revelaticnery Fourth Intérnsticneli Only the cleurest differentirticn,

. indcpendence from, cnd fight egrinst nll the tendencies, groups and perties
advocating "nfticn&illiber&tibﬁ" erd the:"struéglé for dem.erzey" can forge
the'ﬁ;rty cf the .socialist ?éValutiLn; o o -

-

The~Tail-éndiSt "Strucegle for Déﬁdoracy"

The Naticnal Cchmittee is "tril-cndist” all alcng the line, nct cnly
“with regard tc-"n&ticnﬁilliberdti;n“ but:&lsc With respect te the struggle
"for demscracy",  "Easciém"is'rencticnary," scys the Neticnol Committes
resclutivn, "(ambﬁgfuﬁhér'roascns) beoruse it remcves frem the $op of the
order f thz d-y, thé.Qiféét’Struggle fcr'the'prflet:rian, sceirlist power,
and tc put‘in its plade the histcrieclly, cutlived, en=chrinistic strusgle
*fer deaccracy®. S

Thé?énly trcuble with this idea, besides its eruds formuleticn, is
thet it spplies -tc » fascisn which hes cens: lidnted itsclf, which is "stecble"
and vhere it is e questicn cf the reviluticnary avck.ning of the masses.
Thet is hew Trotsky formuleted this questifn.; J:T:fg-the revclutionary
awakening gf'the messes,” he wrcte in 1933," demcerctic slrgans will inev-
itably c¢.nstitute the first chapter." ("Fascism end Demcer-tic Slcgunsy
July 1943 N.I.)

Arparently the Noticnel Committce deesn't kncw th't a war is raging,
that nder its terrific impret German fuscism is ecrumbling, just as Itnlinn
Tescism crumblcd, thnt everything has been brcught to the shrrpest pcint,
thed fqrafr m the masses being pcssive and having t-~ be ewaksned with
"ﬁcmccfhticyslugans" they will pour through tiic first eracks snd just as
they sct up s.victs in Milan they will set them up in Berlin tem rrow,
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"Demcerostic Slogrns' Within whot Fremewcrk =~ "The Struggle for
Demc cracy” cr the "Struggle fur Sceialism"?

The blunder of the Neticnel Committee is nct just in its advccacy ¢f
"demceretic slogens,” fur we kncw thet, in ¢ revoluticnsry situation,
egitation for "dictatorship of the prcleterirt" is the culmintting pcint
end very likely preceded by varicus "dem orctic slogens". It is the
fremewcrk --"the historicclly outlived, cnachr.nistic struggle for demce-
racy"—-‘ithln which these slcgons are cdvocetcd thet reveals the insclvency.
cf the Noticnal Committee pesiticne hithin the framevwerk -~the strucgle for
soclalism --"demcerctic slogons" crn be correct in the present pericéd ¢nd
. 'they will hove n quclitstive chrracter and directicn rltcegether different
from thuse advanced w1th1n the framewcrk -~"the struggle for demccreey!,

The Perspective: The Socirlist Kevoluticn in Eurcpe:
Nct "noticnal Liberstica™ and "The
Strugpie for Demcecracy" , "

No, the Naticnel Committee cennct’ be accused cf incgﬁalstency ner
even of"sectarlanismﬂ It is quite - caught up with the prevaillng moods of
"demceracy” end "notionel llberaticn" It hes not folloved the inesczpable
ccnclusion of history: "thet it is necess<ry to lecrn to smin acainst the
current", and has ccnsequently. lended..so in & swrmp, The- tragedy is thsat
it is impcssible to creete a revolutionnry perty in such a swamp, Focr the
Noticnel Committee, the big thing is "THE'VATICNAL'QUESTION IN EURCPE"
after which comes "Its kelation tc the S(Cl 1ist Revcluticn®™. Unfcrtunately
it hes. things turned upside dcwns * The S.clulist Revolution can never
result from the Neticnel Ccamittee pusiticn on the Naticnel Questicn, We
see os the big thing THE SOCIALIST REVCLUTION IN EURCPE and then its rela_
tion to the Naticnal Questicn, +Posed this wey, the Naticnsl Question is nc
longer @ problem. It is necessary to turn things right side up, This
we heve tried tc do, . -

SCOPA
‘ , C e LAKRY O'CCNNOR
San Franciscc, Celif, - . CARL VAN ‘
Neve 10, 1943 _ JEAN KEILLY



JONNGON CN THE FLVING TRAPEZE

The Party is once more trying to solve therreticsl problems that history
has presented to us. And Johnson has once more mounted his theooretical tra-
peze to fly through the psrty discussion proclaiming new ideas and discover-
ies, and all dene, true to form, with"the greatest of ease." However, an ex-
amination of his ideas on the Euroﬁean_question tolay will reveal, as wes the
case in the Russien discussicn, nothirg original, On the Russian question,
Johncon's contribution was‘a little of Martov mixed with a little of Mettick.
In the present discussion,»his_contfibution is a classical example of the
secterian's failure to distinguish the historicel trend from the concrete
.8ituz .ion. This, plus wish-th*hk*ng; unreal anglysis, a mixture of sectari-
an and opportunistic conclusions, all sauurated in enough intoxiceting rhe-
toric to make one's head spin. :

Sétting himself up as Hegei;s latter-day disciple, Johnson again demon-
strates that the dialectical approach cannot be learned out of & book, not
even out of the original Cermen.’ AtVOné place or snother in his so-cslled
amendment, " Johnson manages tb mention all .the components of a revolutionary
period -- partles, .classes, Soviets, slogans, etc., but as in a jig-saw puz-
zle, nothing is in its -proper place.‘ e

Johnson'cannot.distinguish the historicel from the imnediate, the gener-
el from the specific, the economic basis from the superstructure, the stra-
tegy from the tactic, the ene1y51s from the sclution, the aim from the prob-
ability of achievement, the actual 51tuut10n from the tendency, end the tend-
ency from the culmination. Since he cannot distinguish them, he cannot pos-
sibly find their proper relctionship to.each other.

It is thus thet Johnson confuses the economic base of the bourgeoisie
with its pOllth:l influence, the hlstorlcul role of the petty bourgeoisie
with its concrete munlfeutatlons the prolettr;&t as & cetegory in econcmic

slations with the proletarlbt &5 an orghnized'poiiticcl force, the mociclist
consciousness of . the venguard with the class consciousness of the advanced
workerr, end the latter with the democratic illusions of the class as &
ﬁhola, the revolutionary period with the insurrection, and the convention
resolution with rn egitational menifesto.

Johnson errs in so mcny of the elementary questions of the revolution
thot it is élmos@ painful to find it necessary to turn the pre-convention
discussion of the venguerd perty into o pedegogicel review of the ABC's of
Marx's and Lenin's teachings. That this should happen at this late dete in
the history of our movement cnd thet 1t Qhould involve no less then three
menbers of the N mukcs it #11 the more pzlnful. For it ceruses one to re-
flect upon. what thborgtlcnl level the discussion might begin in the new revo-
lutionary perties in Europe, if our discussion is any token. Let us only
hope that thcse parties will be spared contributions by indigenous Johnsons
and motions to second by indigenous Alléns., ' 53 '
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Such harsh judgments cell for peinstaking confirmation. The indictment
- will be more than sustuined. For the evilence will show thet Johnson is
g guilty of anltJ‘ﬁa1 stupiiities.

Wrat Johuson's Thesis cnels s Of.

Johnson is greatly impre sed by the "historical swezp" of Merxism.
That is good. Bu% like the sectarien generslly, Jchuscn too often substi-
tutes the fhist rical sweep” for concrete analysic. Or aore accurctely, .
~Jornson seeks to Torce mll concrete phunonena to nu943nicallv conform to
the ﬁblstorn s>s-p" without undcrstandlng dhet the "aistorical truth" ap-
plied abet?ant;y can easiLy be a lie 1n a ccnerste 31tuatlon.

But unon c¢lomer ekanunation, we will see thet Johnson is more often im-
pressei by the “n‘storlcal sweep of a wa;l tnrned n*vas (He in turn im-
‘pressés peopls 1.Le harry Allen, whome one would harily ‘h»peCt of beirg at
the impressionable age in politics.? One such phrese. is "Jocialism or Bar-

, bar rism*. 4s a gramatlb summetion of the histurical 2iternatives of our
éh esvab’1°hcé uy -our theorethal analysis, "Socialisn or Rarharism"
4 deseV*'s a pvrmlnent nlace in ouyr propuganflstlo literature snd man¢festoes.
= But for Johuson, as witness his very first article in tke N. I. on”the na-
3 tional qLes*ion "Socic lism or Borbtrlsm" becomes the key to understanding
i end sclving %he p"Jblem of Europe tOdPJ- Up n.it hs beses nét only the
streteg or a perlod of history, whlch would be entirely correct but elso
‘in -the most nechaniccl nEJ, the tactica of toda~. '

.«  mSocizlism or Berberism", chents Johnson as he wades iﬁto the"éompleii~
ties of the Zurcpean scené_and then re-creéstes thet scere in the image of

his slogan. Hure the Fescist Barbarians -- there the ocialist proleteri-
ane,  Johnson‘s- “historicel sveep" swesps*tho Continent cieon of w1l interme-
diate groupings end gontradictory -phenomzne, lewving notu4ng to mer the dees-
§;élsimpli%itv of his . theoreulcul constractiion.

»

. In his thesis the bourgeoiele of the cccupied countries ore alrendy

swent awey zni -those of the Axis countries are "gbout to be" swept awey.

(Puge 1) The pet Ly bqurge0181e cen only be servemt of thic hourgsosie or the
4 proletarist, ‘Sirce Johnson has swept ahay the bourgc0351c, the petty bour-
o geoisie now foliow the proletarist. (.age 9) "Ia over one-half »f Europe,
f- the nrolcbar-ut is the class which represents the netion,® (pege 1) "irom
S end to cnd cf Western Burope at the war's ¢lose, there will Le no jlurepcen
sociel force with any cleim to the state povicr except thﬁ1 druleteriat.” '
(pege 7) The-proletarict will velmost cutomaticellr", but qpynUvnoously-
create sreciel r‘oi;;ml*t:tees, factory committees, soviets, scldiers ccuncils, X
ete, (yave 1).’ *The European prolctariat-in the oppnesaed countries is in
prolet Tian rovg;& now." (page 10) The grect messes of vhu French workers
went an "ua“traﬂt, 1deal proletarian republie". {vcgs 12) %he proleteriat.
‘of 1945 1s immeasur bly .more advanced then the pro1gtnﬁlat of 1939 ja respeot
to its” polltlgul conuolldetlon and conSC1ousness as an indcpendcent class,
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(page 12) "Unlike theo proletariet of Baritain end Aaerica, for instence, the
proletariat today in the occupied oountries no longer listens to the bour-
geoisie for directions aslto'itS“pcrticiphtién in the internationnl conflict.n»
{p. 15) The growing consciousness of its cless position drives the proletar~
iat towerds rccognition of the fundementel objective unity of the Burcpean
proletariat, (?aga'lz) There are 12 million fcreign workers in Cermany.
"There in the very heart of bourgeois bavberism the Socialist United States
of Europe is teking shape." (p. 26) British intervention in "the class

struggle of Burope would infellibly redound to the benefit of the revolution,
not only en the continent but in Britain itself". (p.-4) Fasecism has wiped
out the Social Democratic bureaucrapy and they won't be cble to rescue ce-

pitelism as in 1918, (p. 7) *...The revolutionary torrent. will burst forth
in a flood uncontrolleble by.thdse orgenizations which exist todey." (p.23)
And efter all the sbove, ”Theivanguérd réises'the'slogep of nctionel inde-
pendence and makes this the main political slogen of the day." (:!!) (p.l7)

£ .

‘ How Johnson Wipes Out The Bourgeoisie

, thnsbn‘bagins his analysis by wiping out ﬁhé bourgeoisie of one-half

- {occupied codnfiigs) of Furope and doomihg the_othérg'(Axié countries) to

- & speedy end. From this he proclaims the non-existence of the bourgeoisie
end the proletariat as the leading class in the nation and the direct heir

, tp the.powerrupon the érgah_of the Hitler regime: We will begin at the

.+ seme point 1nthnravelling‘Johnson'a fentastic constructions. -

", ..the bgnkfﬁptéy of the Furopeen bourgeoisie, already
(or about to be) eo ruined end disgraced that in over
one-half of Western Europe the proletariat is the class
which represents the nation." (Page 1)

"The ruling classes of Europe have lost not only the
right but the. power to rule." (pege 2) ”
~ "The fect that stares us in the face 1s thet in Framce
. and in Poland the native bourgeoisie e&s an independent
force does not exist."™ (P. 8) R T

e .

"And even the German bourgeoisie, for a fleeting minute
master of Europe's cepital, now faces:the prospect of
becoming d'militerized'dependency of Americen imperial-
ism as the only means of escaping destruction by the
Germen workers." (Page 3) .

~ "From end to end ‘of ‘Western Europe at the war's
closeg; theére will be no Eurdpean sociel force with
any ¢laim’to the state power except the proletariat."
(Pngé 7) R IEER

-+ From Whnt,"Marxist" Olympus does Jghngdn ggi!these_astounding revela-
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tions? Is it mere wish-fulfillment? Thus it appears at first rending. But
‘upon closer ekxamination, the Johnson ccnsiruction will reverl the root of
~his error in relction to the bourgeoisie oi' Eurcpe. He wrltcs of the bour-
3601510 in the occuvled countries: .j,

. )

"+ "The Germens heve taken eway their titles end even
where the titles are rctained, they kove no power

1n the produntlon or dlstributlon of cepitzl." (Puge 3)
Speaklng spec1flcally of the French rnd Polish ;ourgeoisie:he writes:

.

"But no cless in any period of modern hlstorj can
esccpe the consequences of 86 compléte s removnl
- from 11 its functicns, least of ell 2 cless which -
for tnlrty,desperate years has foced the fully ma-
. ture proleteriat of countiries like Frence and Po-
land.™ (Pege 8) .

For Johnson thls is sufficlent. We now have the "prolctarlot without
the bourge0131e" ﬁnd the proletnriat’s relations with the "non-ex1etent
bourge01s1e." The resolutlon seeks To answer the politicsl prob;emn posed
by an 1mpend1ng sociel revolutionrry c¢risis, by elimineting the bourgiacisie
as. a politlcel povier due to thelr changed economic. stotus in the last four
years. Thet the latter hes pollthcl repercussions of the first order
goes without saylnu‘ The N. C.- resolution fuliy tckes them into rceount,
perticularly where it discusses the struggls for control of fnctories end
the dual power generelly. ‘But this hardly setisfiés Johnson's "historicol

svecp". ﬁe must bggln by suocping the bourgc01sie out of tho plcturu.
: "!

Johnson hrs studied Marx ”nd lcsrned thgt ‘the 500191 pover of the bour-~
geoisie is bes sed on their pple'ln production, If the bourgcoisie has suffer-
ed a 'remcvel from o1l its functions" snd has "no povwer in the production
or distributien of cepitel®, thinks Johnson, it follows th-t they reve suffer-
‘ed & loss Of{pollt109l ‘power, .But Johnson hés not only rcad “Cepitai™, He
has surely rced . (even if not- rocently) menJ cf thc Merxist contiitutions to
the history of Europe from 1917- 1o3dsh; ‘A study of this period will revecl
that no such ggggtnacal connection cxists between the economie role of » bour-
geoisie and its poL1t¢cul power £s Johnson assuavs. It is & typicel case of
his confu51np tng nxsuorlcal law with-the concret= reality and the eccnomic

base with th pb structure of 5001ety.

A study of the revolutionery crises 6f the ppriod since 1917 will reveel
that bourgecis polltlcel power not only survived loss of econcmic power but

has cven 1ncrccaed after such loss. Upon \hat aoes i® political power rcat
now thet it is “rcmoved froa all its functlonv"“ Its strength in such mo-

ments of mup;bmp,d‘nger lies in the fact thrt the soeinl revolution must
tcke ploce in a society weightd down ond seturated with ecnturies cf bour-
geois ideology, i. e., thought, habits, mornls, etc. . ALl classes; Inclucing
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the proletariat, are .products or perts of bourgeois society. . They are dis-
tinguished, among other things, by the degrece to which they have liberated
themselves from bourgeois ideolegy. The prcletariat is the revolutionary
class because its economic role throws it more sharply,and more constantly
into conflict with the capitaliéts speoifiéelly;and theiinstitutions of bour-
geois society generally (stéte, church, family, property rights, etc). But
these conflicts weaken bourgeois ideology in the proletsriat and replace it
with a growing proletarian ideology (élésSfcodébibuShesS)'onlyfpartially.'The
American proletarist is still in the vefy"primitive'Stége of this process. It
is the‘classicalrexemple of s proletariat.thatrhas failed to translate its

‘ class.struggle,expériepces ip%ofgnythihé'mbfg‘fhan the fuaimentary_trade union
consciousness., i S o ‘

, ~,But what of the Europesn proletarist? 'Johnson refers to the Germen pro-
letariet as the most advanced in Eurdpg."(W&éther he meens today or only
.in pre-Hitler Germeny is not clear. If, the former, ohevcép only throw up
‘one's hends in despeir. Where even to begin to refute such fantesies stag-
gers one. We shell assume for ééhit&'sASake‘%hef he meens only the latter.)
But this proleterirt in its big mejority. remained in the Social Democracy
efter it supported the imperiélisﬁ'war in 1914, it .served as the ﬁasp bese
for‘the Sociel Democratic goggrnment'thot.decﬁpitated the revolution in 1918,
it ‘permitted the ‘establishment “of “the Weimar kepublic £nd cast the majority
of its votes for the right wing Sodic Demoeréts in the first election under
' the Weim~r Constitution. (Kéccll but the frot thet the ‘mejority of the Ger-
men Soviets hed right wing SDP mejorities. ) 'This proleterict went ‘through
the experiences of the post-war pe?id@ cnd the agoﬁized,éxistéhce of the So-
ciai.DCMOcratic»cpaiitibn goverﬁméntgwind renained Suciel Demoecretic in its ‘
me jority until Hitler smsshed its cless orgenizetionse ’

T

the rank§ of the proletarist) and not'i?s "Qéwernin,the pfoduction cnd dis- ’
tribufﬁon of cepital™ thet saved tge Germsn bourgeqisié in 1e018-19, in 1923, '
in 1931-332 ' '

‘.‘Wzs it not reformism (whiéh is tnother.wgrd'fér bdurgeois ideology in

A (If for nojotherjreaSOn,'DgBiei de Leoﬁ is to be ?wardéd his ﬁlacg emong,
the grect contributors to MarxistAthogght for his understanding this problem
before 1914 rnd for his clossic term of "lebor lieutenants of the cepitclist

class.") ’ o
Johnson will crgue thet reformism was only possible beccuse of the eco-
nomic power of the bourgeceisie, 'Yes;“true, but only in the historical sense,
not in the immediate ‘sityation. The Kripps, Stinneses, and Thyssens were no
longer even master in their citedels, the factories. Here the resl power
rested, during the first months of 1918-1919 events, with‘the committees of
"vertreuungsmannern" (shop stewards). But: the tragedy wes that in their ma-
Jority thesec committees did not -free themselves from bourgeois control.éﬁgé; A
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They remained supporters of Scheidemann end Ebrert,

Or to deal with-a more drematic illustrition of this point. Where did
the ﬁower of the Ttalian bourgeoisie com2 from in 1920 when the workers
'seized the principal industries? It found many points of support. When the
liberal government of Gioletti feiled to teke & firm hand to protect ths ca-
’*pitalist propezfles (it even senctioned the right of the workers to exemine
the oomnanies' books), the industrinlists found extra-state support in the
’ rbrm of the Fascist gengs of Mussollni. ’ :

Or egain, let us ‘teke Loyallst Qpain, especlally Catalonla, in 1936~ 37.
We contlnually emphasized agelnst the centiists of the S.D, that Loyelist
Spain was neither Workers Spain nor Socielist Spain, even under Caballero.
Yet who controlled the frctories? There, too, the bourgeoisie fied. The
big villas stood empty until converted into hosp*t s end children‘s homes.
The CNT in Cetslonia went sbout orgrnlzing production. The number of big
benkers end‘lndustrialists who couid have been found in Leyelist territory
"after July, 1936 were insigpnificent (i.e. those not-ih hiding.,) Let there

" '.be'no error. The Spenish bourgeoisie was on.the side of Fronco, fighting

against the Joyalist government., Yet the latter remained as much a bourgeois
government as thet of Kerensky when it fought Korniiov or the ﬂ{bf+ govera-
ment when it fought the Kapp putsch. Yes, in Spain we had the bourgeoisie,

~T‘"renoved from its function in production™ rs Joanson would put it, TYes, in
?Sp51n we hathhe proletrrict not only "without the bourgenisie® but f?CAHg

it ecross‘a battlcflcld. Vhen tne bourgeoisie fled (and with then many of
its more open agents like the priests, concervetive politicel figure es, edi-
tors, etc.) its power wes cxercised byﬂitu crents of the second £nd third
renk, the politierl perties of petty bourgcois demoecrecy “end preleteérian Te-
formism, including the aherchist trode union burceucracy.

The orgenization of & strike (nnd even & general strike eguinst the ca-
pitallst cless os & whole), is one thing. The seizure of powcr in ordcr to
uproot and destrov bourgeois society is nncther. The forasr still rcvolves
in the orbit of cepitalist relations. It sccks to better the situstion of
the proletarict within the freme-vork of bbuigeois society. The latter, how-
ever, requires sWimming against the ceitury-old bourgsois saturatsd scciety
in which ve live. Ihlb rcqulrcs e fierce ¢nd-uncompromising struggle possible

only by ¢ pcrty completely conscious of its historic goel, steeled with an
uribending will, ~nd skilled with the strategical end tactical experlencc neces=-

scry to rehieve the finel vietory.

Not only is the proletarlrt contlnuzlly drogeed beck by the pressure of
bourgc015 1deolcgy abnlnst its cless consclcusnnss, but the bourge01s 1dbo-
logy penetrotes into its mout cdvenced rfnks,Ainto thc very porty. of the revo-
lution itself. QAd rot the juncture of ecoromic rnd polltlczl crises impel
the Germnn prolé%ariat tomard & breck with bourgeois ideclcgy in 1923 &s re-
vecled .in the shift from Social Demecracy to the Communist Party end in the
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_ readiness of the massces for o rcvolutloncrv solution only to find the leeder-
ship of the C.P, uncbIe to summon thc r'volutlonqu courrge to moke the
break? What was the source of their timidity? Wos it merely politicel in-
competenco on the purt of Brcndler and Thalheimer" Hﬁrdlv. For Brandler

’ boasted to Trotsky in Moscow thet he wes. sure thev could teke the pover -~nd
it weas only the problem of holding it thrt worried him. . The Cermen leaders
were competent enough to recognizs what kind of crisis feced- the Party. But
to assume the responsibility before werld public ‘opinion for having lsunched
such & gigantic cnd uncertrin project as an overturn of bourgcois pover in
:Central Europe with €ll its vorld- shfk;ng 1ntcrnctlontl ramlflcgtaons Tre-

‘ quired men of a strture gre-ter. then those who heudcd tLe Gerinen Perty in
1923. Brcndler faltered and went, hat in-hand, to Moscaw to knock at the
:doors of verious end sundry bure"us seeklng adv1ce. What he reslly was seek-
ing- was” scmeone upon whon to unlo .d- the - hlstorlc respons1bllity he felt in-

capgble of bearlng.
. A S

Need one extend this by defl1ng with tha collapse of Lenin's two lead=
ing lieutcnants, Zinoviev end Kemenev, when faced by-the problem of power in
1617? And thet efter the power was seized and the Bolsheviks beceme the ob-
ject of the ficrcest boargeols hatred end fury these tvio suffcred another col=-
4:lopse vhich now spread to several other members of "the Centrsal Committee, in-
cluding Lun'*chﬂery9 Yes, eight deys after the bourge01s state wes overthrown
,Bolshev1k members of the new workors' govcrnment capitylated o bourgeots pres-
sure and resigned thplr pests in on. &ttvmpt to force Lenin into & ‘conlition
With the overthrown bourgeois agents, the Mensheviks ond S.R.s! 4nd Jshnson
sees the Eurcpéan scene Yoday as one in vhich the bourgeolsie is "elresdy (or
about to be) so ruined and disgraced that'in over one-half of Western Europe
" the proleteriat is the closs which represents the netiona.®:i Is there any
reascn to wonder why some cf ua become. furious when -such stuff is taught. to
new comrades under the heading of Marxism? Moy we ncver live to sec a party --
any party -- educeted in the ideus of Johnson.

The Russian>Revolution added yet anothor lesson to the textbook of Marx-
ism drawn from the experiences with the- bourgeois cbunter-revolution duri ng
the Civil War. "Ruined end disgreced" and "removed from their function in
" production" by the ¢lean sweep of the proletarian revelution, the Russiean

bourgeoisie continued to be & formidable politicel foree that ceused the
werkers' power to heng by a threcd more thcn once.. But for Johnson the bour-
geoisie of .France and Poland is todav already £ zecro. And as soon as Hitler
falls, we are told, it will create & gxeet,vacuum into,wﬁich‘géiz the prcle-
tariat can rush. We feer that such a vecuum will not exist outside of John-
son's document." e B oL v N

Before lecving the questlon of the source of pover of the bourgeoisie,
let us add one mcre observetion. Bourgeois ideolcgy stems nct only from
the concrete economic releations established by ccpitalism £nd the specific

institutions of bourgeois soc1pty. The econcmic reletions (mode of produc-
tion) &nd social institutions (state property, law, church, etc.) ere them-
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selves but the reflection of tn economy cof scareity. No meatter whet the mode

- of preduction and the socinl institutions estsblighed by a sociel rgvolution,
until seoreity has been repleced by rbundence such 2 new mode of production
end such ¢ new set of socicl institutions muc?t cdr-pt themselves to bcurscois
norms. And from this flows inevitrbly the poison c¢f bourgeois ideoclogy to
weaken &nd hemper the growing socielist ideclogy. 1If the new cocicl order
connoct replace scarcity with abundcnce, it will in time be submreged by the
mounting tide of bourpeois ideclogy. Whet else, but this, happened in Russia ?

The rbove wes known to Marx alrecdy in theoretiéal form. The ecrection
of the workers state in Russie concretized it for Lsnin eo that he could go
further and say that not only would ihe laws of bourgeois society prevail in
the distribution of objects of ronvamption in the workers state, thst .the
workers stata itself would thercby assume also e bourgeois ckaracter. Lenin
"even referrazd.to it as e "bourgeois stete witaout the bourgecisie." To which
Trotsky, kncwing what manner of people set themseives up ss dispensers of
Marxism, edds: %Such & contradictory characterization mey horriiy the dog-
masists cnd schelastics; ve can cnly cffer them ocur ccndolences." (Rcvolution

Betrayed ~- page 54).

.The struggle against bourgeois ideolog& will be the tesk of en entire
generntion after the triumph.of world sccialism and perhaps much longer
(sbove 81l when we consider the low level of prcductlcn that still prevails
ovexr. Asia, Africa and other parts cf the rcrld ) But for Jchnecn the import-
ant questicn is not bourgq01g ideolcg” whicl: even an expropristed bourgecisie
know:s how to exploit, but whether thoy hrve the fuctories cr net.

~ How zrgue ogainst the man?  Wherc to begin and where to end c¢ther then
‘re-writing for his soke the colls cted works of Merx, Lenin, and Tre*sky?
Would & ccnerete questicn or two help, even 1f ebsurdly simple durlng a pre-
coneention dlocuSSlcn? Let us try )

Who is de Goulle? He is o' militery mon-vwith fcermer pclitical ties
- among the mcnerchists nnd other such reactirncry circles. Todey he leads a
" movement predcminantly prcleterien:ond pbas<nt end therefore assumes & demO=-
gogically "dnmocratlc" colcrctlon. '
‘Whose recl intercsts dces de Gaulle represent? He represents the French
bourgecisie. )

Is de Gnulle an impbrtcnt‘pclitiCPl factor in Frence? Johnson indicates
. that he is, No cne hes yet brcught evidence cf any sizeble underground move-
~.ment thet is nct nomlnnlly pro-de Ggu111st..

Then: (a) if de Gaulle is an impcrtent politiczl factor, (b) if de Geulle
represents the interests of the bourgcecisie, (e¢) if, cbove all, the bulk of
“ the active workers in the'undergroundvare still more cr less prc-de Goulle --
Then, please Brother Jobnscn, plense tell us’ Just what ycu are tolking
‘about whcn you sty the bourgecisie 1s "ncn-existent"?

Let us add tc everything said before tbecut the recl scurce of bourgecis
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strength in a crisis, that we crgucd on the bzsis of Johnson's assumpticn
that the frctories heve really been teken cver ( and in Polmnd, Johnscn ~lnims
the land tco is in Germen hends.) We scught first to demonstrate the utter
falgity of Johnson's views about the influence of the bourgecisie in pclitics
even if fﬁey were completely exprcpriated, We.wish now, fer the sake cf ee-
. fgurate evaluaticn of the Eurcpean-scene, tc deny that ahy expropristicn of
‘fhe:gqcpe Jchnscn speaks cf hes tckon place.’ That the interests of French ca-
i;piﬁa%.nave been suﬁcrdinated.to Germen crpitel gces withcut saying. The Ger-
" mans did nct gc tc France to.geze at the Eiffel Tower. But sources that have
ccme to our attention (materisl is not et hand $o be qucted) indicates that
the large enterprises have been subcrdineted tc the ecntrol cof German banks
and mcnépolies by meens cf "buying" ecntrclling shares through Germen tonds
thet really represent bcokkeeping transacticns. They therefcre beccme enter-
prises of mixed cepital. Thet this was mechanicblly epplied tc the myriasd &
small enterprises that have characterized French eccnomy is highly dcubtful.
That,  in Pcland, large estates have been broken up end divided amcng German
settlers (mcstly farmers frcm the Baltic States) is believeble. But that &
whclesele expropriaticn cof the small and middle peasents was carried through
scunds fantestie. For what purpcse? To destrcy an importent source of food
for Germeny? ’

Nor can we essume that any capitalist who remains in business {n the oc-
cupied countries thereby becomes a "collaborationist"™ in the eyes of the
masses. The active political collaborators with the Germen authorities will
be marked and remembered, But is it not sound to assume that many capitaelists
will stick to their business and put up with Germen regulations, pay only the
homage required of everyone, (meybe even secrotly contribute to the de Gaul-
list groups in the underground) and join the frenzied crowds (if they do not

lead them) in the streets on the day of liberation. Many @& bureaucrat of the
Czarist state apperatus did the seme in Februsry, 1917.

(Note: 1 started writing the above article on November 25, Iack of
time has prevented me from completing it. Still in my notes to be written
are sections on: ’

2. How Johnson Endows the Proletariat with Mystic Powers

S Heﬁ‘Johnson Understends a Proletarian Revolution

4. How Johnson Wipes Out the Nrtional Question'

5 How Johnson Holds Beck His Revolution with "Netionel Liberetion®
6. How Johnson Places the German Proleterict in Power

7. How Johnson's Rhetorie Replccesibémocratic Demends

~

8, How Johnson Propeses a Coalition Government with de Gaulle
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9. How Johnson Finds Some Use for a Vanguard

1V. How Johnson's Proletarieat Leerns More inckly Under Hitler Than When
it had its Own Partieu

The second half of Gate's article in the N, I. end Temple's piece cover

many p01nts in the above. It may prove that so few people teke Johnson serious-
ly that I may put my time to better use than flnlshlng the sbove ambitious

project.)-

E. LUND
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ON DEMUCRATIC SLOGANS

By Albert Gates

L]

One of the most revealing sspects of cur dispute is Johnson's attitude
to the question of democratic 'slogans. His position on this question flies
in the face of the historical position of our movement. Johnson, &s every-
one now knows, fsvors the use of democratic slogans in Fascist Germany, but
he is opposed to their employment in the occupied countries where there is a
living movement of. the masses. Why? o

In Germany, democratic slogans (even though it is now impossible to
raise them) would hurl the masses into opposition to the state. In the oc-
cupied countries, democratic slogeéns are reactionary, bscsuse the national

_struggle against the German oppressor is, according to Johmnson, & "prcle-
‘tarian revclution", against the only capitelists remaining in Europe (the
Germen) i.e. a socialist > rolution. In fighting for the national revolu-
tion, the masses sre reelly engeged in & proleterian revolution. Bear tlis
in mind, for Jchnson does not say thet the national revolution end the sc-
cialist revolution are not ‘necesserily antagonistic (in certain respects
they are); he does not say that they are not the seme thing elthough rela-
ted (which would be correet), ‘he says thev are identical. -
Therefore, aays Johnson; to aavocate democratic sloganq in the netion-
al movement in the occupied ocountries is... Teactionary! The next task,
says he, is...the proleterian revolution, or, workers' power. It would ep- .
pear then, that the struggle for democretic demands is perfectly all right
in the struggle against fascism, but quite resctioncry when fighting for
workers power. Says he: . . :

"The vanguard in the occupied countries refuses to
meke any of the treditionel politicel demands upon

the oporessing government. It mercilessly cestigstes
end ridicules those OOllthéI—OernléﬁtlonS (the Work-

ers Prrty, no doubt - AG) which propose tunt the prole-
teriat reise e the ¢ slogcns of the right to orgenize and
the right to free speech." (Emphasis mine - 4G)

Not bed, eh? It is ¢1l right for the Germen workers to meke democratic
demends upon Hitler, but not the masses of the occupied countries! Kisking
repetition, I should like to quotc the exact contrcdiction to this csserticn
by Johnscn, On page 6 he writes:

"For every co.crete demend - fooed, clothing, eonditions
of labor, right of free press, right to crgenize, ete.,
which it (the venguerd) m-kes on behs1lf of the Germsn
working class it specifie:rlly includes the workers of -
the nrtionnlly oppressed countrics, demnnding for them
speeizl netionrl privileges, such @s right to mrke their
own press, esscmbly, etc.; rnd encourcging them to meke
the s~me demands. (Emphiasis minc - AG) 53 5 _a..
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Let us try to cpproach it frem cnother cngle.

Johnson acknonledges - glthough God elone knows why, considering the
‘enolysis he hes made - that the mrsses in the occupied countries should
reise the demceretic slogen of netionsl libocretion. But no other democreét-
- ie demrnd.ls admissible; in fect, it would not only place us-ct the teil of
‘the-movement -if we were to reise, +t the proper time, - ‘such demrnd s &8s the
right of free speech. znd free press and assembly, -etc., but it would be re-
actionery. A4nd why this severe judgment cgeifist us sinners? Beccuse -
Johnson hes expleined in the discussion, with: withering irony =--,"0f whom
ere the m sges. in the occupied countries to demcnd the right of free spcech
v-and free press? of Hitler? Of the Nezis?® - . ¢,

TR
- And inesmuch as Hitler tnd the Nazis are not steunch pgrtisans of the
idea of frce press, free speech end .other democratic: rights, it is obviously

-1d10tlc, tnd reectlon’ry, to tdvocvte the ralsing of such Qem“nas upon thcm.

It would teke us too fcr cfield here to go. into & dctﬂiled exposition
of the politlcal infintilism revealed by such an- rrgument", Ve w1ll hnve to
‘be. content r1th asking Johnscn: :

R BNFR I
R AN
¢

-

"If it is ridiculous rnd reaction“ °nd creatlve-of -11lusions for.
the mrsses to demcnd these democreatic rights’ *of Hitler' in'the ocoupied
~.gountries, why is.it scne.xnd progressive end destructive-of-illusions for
the messes: to: demrnd the "me rlghts 'of\Hitidm! in thc ocpupvlng country,
~:nemely, in Germeny?" ., . . SRR PN . . .

In Germeny,: you see, .the venguard, recording to Juhnson, demends the
*right of free press, rlght to orgonize, ete.® not onlv for the Girmen
working clsss but "it specificelly includcs the workers- ‘of -the-nrtionelly
oppressed countries’. who .cre working in Germeny. Aad prcy, upon whom does
the Germ-n venguird meke thcse demsnds? Upon the ‘seme Hitler ¢nd the stme
Nazis who rule:the occupied. countries hhere, hovever, the moking of the
seme demtnds is” strlctly prohlbited by...Jchnson. Wuy is°it not ludicrous,
end productive of 1ronic,1 ¢omment, to m;ke these demands’on the seme Nezis
in Gurmeny? Crn it de because in Germany ‘Hitler will listen more ettentively
to the demends because. they tre mrdo, by high-bloodcd Aryan Germens, instecd
of by the low-blooded Letins in Feence'or-by the' low-blooded Sluvs in Polend?
Or cen it be.thet democratic slogens tre cll right for Germany, where there
is no mess mevement,. be it .democratic or soc1a11st wherees they are recction-

“ary in the occupied countries vhere the wor&crs end perecnts hove alrecdy

been set into motion ts & mass under the 1nsp1rction, in-lerge part, of demo-
oratic idens c¢nd slogens? In other words, is Johnson stfnding on his hee d,

on this quesblon, ‘too, like Hegel? ‘

cr-
L

. Lenln on the Dcmocretlc Surubgle '

Here agrln, I must 1nvoke the "authority ‘of Lcnln., Nuturcllv eny
quotations frcm the outstehdlné Morxist on the nttionel cnd democretic
struggles, dc s not by itsclf prowa ¢ crss, but it illustrertes whet is the
tradition of the Marxist movement on.such,questions: Expurlcnce shows
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that is the only intelligent point of vicw on this problem. Lenin's polecmics
on the notionel question ore quitc epplicable to, the dispute in our party,
for what we fcee in Johnson's vicws is & poor ¢ nd lcss intelligible Tepro- .

duction of the vigws of Pysicrkov, who w58,. however, in most other rcspectu,_
¢ trained end outstanding Morxist. . e

In his thesis, "The Sociclist Revolution ¢nd the Right of Ngtions tc
Self-Determln*tlon," ﬁritten in Mchh 1916, Lenin strted s

“The mociclist revolution is not ‘one single ect, not
one single brttle on o ‘single front,'but a vhole epoch
of intensified ¢ 1ss ccnflicts; o long series of bat-
tles cn 1l fron.s, i.e., battles sround &ll the prob-
lems of econcmics end pelitics, which ecn culminrte only
in the expropriction of the bourgeoisie. It would be a
fundementrl mistcke to suppose thet the struggle for
democrecy 2en divert the proletcriat from the sceirlist
revolutlcn, or cbscure, or cvershadow it, ete. (Eaphesis
mine - AG)

-

Isn't this viritten egainst Jchnson° Doesntt enyone with eyes to see
end rerd, and ears to hear, know thot Johnson's opposition to the use of
democratic slogans is precisely beccuse in his muddlehesded view, they would

ndivert," "cbscvre," cnd "cvershedow” the struggle for workerq power? Mind-
ful of Johnsoniecn cb;ections Lenin goes on;:

"On the ccntrary, just as socxellsm obnnct be v1ctcr1cu° un—
less it introduces complete demccresey, sc the prcletorict will
be uneble to prepere for vietcry over the bourgecisie unless
it weges a many-sided, .consistent ond revoluticnery struggle
for demcerscy." (Poge 48, Lenin, Ccllected Works = Vel. 19)

Isn't this gacd encug h? W%ell, ‘there's lcts more.

Iutegrated intoe Jchn;cﬂ'é idevs';bcut démccracy:iv ccturlly the belief
thet it is inccmpstible £nd "infeosible™ with the present epcch of impericl-
ism #nd the ncv present " 1eturlan revcluticn' But Lenin stys:

."Genarr11y~speaking, pcliticpl~demccracy is ¢nly cne f the
pcssible forme (elthough, thecreticelly, the ncrmel form of
tpure' ccpitﬁlism) of the supecrstructure thrt rises cvel

¢ pitalism. Fccts hove prcvcd thet both copitelism rnd im-
perialisa develo p under oll politic 1 fcrms, cid sibcrdinate
ell cf thcm.tC their rule.' It is therefLre ¢ fund:mentel
thecretical mistiake tt gpeck ¢f cne ¢f the ferme (nd of cne
¢f the demsnds cs being infersible." (anhr is in criginel -
AG4 ""The Discussicn cn S‘lf-Dcuernln ‘ticn Summed Up" bY

Lenin, sutumnn, 1916). v T 535 I
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This quctetion mercly lecds into seversl cthers tc ccmpletely summarize
~he whele questicn, ond ccnelusively reveals the.utterly hcpeless peint «f
vieyw beld by Johnscn, and the menner in,whichfhe educc.tes his fcllewers. In
"A Cariccture c¢f Mrxism," en annihilcting reply to Pyctekcv (reed: Jcohnscn)
Lenin wrete: : N -

"Ouly thcse whe are tctally incepeble cf thinking, cor these
vhe are entirely unfemilier with Marxism, will ccnclude thet,
therefxre, 0 republic is c¢f nc use, thgt freedcm of divcrce
is cf nc use, thrt demceracy is 'cef nc use, that self-determine-

“ticn is of nc usel - Mhrxists knovi thet demccracy dces nct
abclish class cppreseion, ‘but cnly mckes the class struggle

_ clearer, brcader, mcre cpen ‘and sh:rper* end this is what we
. want. The mere ccmplete ‘fréedcm cf d1vcrce is,; the clearer
will 1t be 10 the weman thet the scurce ‘of her "dcmestic
slrvery" is nct the laek ct’ rights but cnpltﬁllsm. The
more. democratic the system.or gcyernment is, the clearer
1t will be tc th- ﬁcrkurs that the rcct of the evil is not
the leck cf rights, but capitellsm...." (Emph931s in the

original - AG) ,

et the. typa of thinking by. Lgnln, his hll-51ded brcad conceptlons

vihich trke inte con51derut1an the ccn&rcdic;cry ncture cf the sceinl crder
tné his over-present ccnscicusness cf “the é}ruggle ¢f the classes., Here
. 4 !

is vhat follews: .

"'Democrﬂcy' is nothlng but tho prccl iming cpnd exer-
cising of 'xights' th't are very little rnd very ccnven-
ticnelly excrcised under c:p1t‘11cm,‘ (Emphcsis minhe -
4G) But unless these rights are prcélaimed , unless
a struggle fcr immedi&tevrights is waged, unless the
misses are educated in the spirit of such & struggle,
s.cialism is IMPOSSIBLE." (All cther emphesis by Lenin -
AC) .

Procloeim? EXerclse. coe unless the masses are educatod in the spirit
f suech n struggle, sccizlism is IMPOSSIBLE! And Jehinsen? To precloim,
Lo cxureise ond te struggle for such rlghts 1s.....rcact1cnaryx Again,
Lonin au 1ares. -

i' "Sceiclism withcut demcerzey is impessible in a double
1 sensc: 1. ‘The proleteriet ceannct achieve the socialist
revcluticn unlec- it is prepared fcr this task by the
strugele fcr demoeruey; 2. Vietcricus sceislism ecnnct
retein its vietcry ond leod humsnity tc the state when

the stote withers sway unless it esteblishes ccmplete
-demoersey.” (Enphasis mine - AG) A 535‘J
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Lenin was nct arguing abcut any speeinl situaticn or thinking ¢f the
eppliceticn cf these ideas tc any isclated prbbiem. He vias presenting thc
Marxist view, in general, and onelysing its applicsbility under any cnd ell
circumstonces c¢f the class struggle. ’

Jchnscn dcosn't meke things any better when he sesys thet he is egainst
the use cf demcerstic slegans in the occupied ccuntries but fevers the

struggle for eccncmic demands. Anycne whe hes the slightest understanding
of the cless struggle knows thet the struggle f:r eccncmic demrnds is in-

separsble frcm the struggle for demccracy, ®s well ¢s the struggle for sc-
cielism, And, if this is true in Grect Britein cnd the United Stetes, it

is a thcusend times more true in the cccupied eccuntries cf Eurcpe.

>

We dc not dcubt for a minute that Johnson's pseudo-radicalism on the
problem of the relationship between the struggle for democrscy and the strug-
gle for socisalism, will impress some comrades, to whose most primitive kind
of thinking Johnson appeals. It is not the first time in the Merxian move-
ment thet people who have no genuinely revolutionary perspective, based upon
a sober estimate of the objective situstion from the Merxien standpoint,
present a substitute for it in the form of declamatory, verbal. revolution-
ism, I. is not the first time that a progrem of struggle calculsted to set
the messes in motion towarqg the struggle for proletarian power, is ridi-
culed as opportunistic (vo say nothing of nreactionery"), and countered by
the "uncompromising" and "unattractive" phrasemongering about R-R-k-Revolu-
tion, with many "K's" end all of them cepitelized. With this kind of self-
egitation, let us repeat,'lohnson mey sway the hearts of & few people. Why
not? He has already swept Allen off his feet and into.the higher resches
by his "superior enalysis." He may do so with others -- fer & time, and
not only fer ¢ time. The solid teschings of our grect mesters, tnd a desire
as well os an ebility to see & situction c¢s it reelly is and as it is really
developing, plus e pregrem that will help it develop in the socielist direc~-
tion, is e2ll we hrve end all we need. With its aid, the comrades blown off

their feet by emotionzl agitation cen find their besrings egain,

December 10, 1943.
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ON QUOTINC TROTSXY

e

It has become the faahion emongst the exponents of the Nationel
Committee Majority Resolution to quote Trotsky "in support" of their non-
revolutionaxy.appraisal.of;tbe FEuropean situetion. . The quotations all re-
late to Trotsky's anelysis of ‘Fascism in! 1932-3. I'm referring in particu-
lar to: (1)°Com. jhachtman who, in” his most ‘archive-ish manner, republishes
tho Trotsky articles in the' July 1943 issué of The New Internationsl, end
(2) Com. Gates, the new discoverer of politios of other planets, in his most
polemicel style in the October 1943 issue of the N.I. A decade 'divides the
. quoters from the: quotat oNns. But time and circumstenca seem. to be the least
essentiel elements for u nisiorical aJpraisal to these National COmmittee
spokesmen for the Ma3or1ty N. C. Eesolution.; This decade has been analyzed
most effectively in thé~w1nority N. C.. Resolution on the national question.

*

Trotsky is not he'e to cry out against the misuse of quotations from
his writings.i It is easy enough, however, to determine what his attitude
would be. 1 hill cite but:& single instence to!prove my point. That
single instance "is the "Old Jhn's" authorship of The Death Agony of Capital--
ism and the Tesks of the Fourth Internstional, Ve must remember that long
before fascism ceme to power in Germeny, Trotsky warned of . its coming.

The Stalinists lpughed there wes nothing to worrv sbout; fascism victorious
was & Trotsky mirsge. ~When fascisin did trlumph “the Stelinist epologists
had & reedy enswer: after Hitler, we come; +Trotsky hcmmered awcy either
the fascist dietutorship or the prolet rien dictetorshlp is true only in a
historic sense. Mennwhile, the triumph of fasclsm has thrown the proleta-
rizt back by destroying its orgopizatioﬁs, hes sown democratic .illusions,
and we shcll ngr in hzve to put forw'rd denocrgtic slogcns in fasc1st

ty e

countries.

however, mhen fa301sn triumphed in Spain, Troteky wes eosked: does this
then mecn that the proletariat cvnnot rin except when & wer is rcging. The
'm0ld Mon® enswered: Not ¢t ell. The obgectlve conditions are rotten ripe
for sceciclism; the key to the: internstional: situ~tion lies in the hends of
the subjective faetor: tae vrnguxrd of the prolottri t. But the vengucrd
is wrecked by ¢ crisis in its lerdership. " To overcome thet erisis, cnd
help the proleterikt bridge ‘the difference botween the mcturity of the ob-

jective eircumstances cnd their ovwn politicfl iam-turity, he had elebornted
-a Transitionnz]l Progrom, Thet was 19038. Yeseisa wns still triumphant, dbut

Trotsky elrecdy noted:
"Those 1“vers of the popul tion which st one time

were intoxicsuted with fescism, i.e. chiefly the
middle .classes, have had enough time in vhich to

sober up."* o
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The program of transitional demends in Fascist countries then continues:

"One thing can.be stated with conviction even at this point: once it
breaks through, the revolutionery wave in fescist countries will
immediately be a grandiose sweep and under no eircumstances will stop
short at the experiement of resuscitating some sort of - meimar corpse,"

Hed Trotsky written thus because he had forgotten hls 1933 thesis
which the proponents of the N. C. Majority Resolution are now "defending"?
- Not at all. DNeither was Trotsky in need of lessons from Gates on the role
of the vangunrd party. ihis was his 1938 interpretatlon of his 1933
thesis. It did not ignore, but was based upon, tbe fact thet ‘it was most
‘aifficult for the vanguerd to function in fascist countries, where the pro=-
,kletarlat was deprived of all democracy, that is, of al; experience in chos-

ing a revolutionary program-
"It is very likely, that a genuine proletarien success in one of the
'democretic! countries will be necessary to give impetus to the re-
voluticnary movement on fascist territory." - ] -
o - Tt IS

But Trotsky then added: - = . . . -. v -

&

"A similar effect is p0351ble by -‘means of a flnenclal or .-
: mllltarv c&tastrophe. ‘ :

That s1mller effect- wpich Trotsky could fcresee when fascisn was the
unchallepged ‘victor in Germany apd the challenged victor in Spein, the ‘
Majority N.C. cannot see eyen after: ’

(a) the Fascist Army is sufferlng defeats, the greatcst of which
« " was at Stelingred e ~ ‘

(b) the Germen Genercl Steff had seen the handwriting on the well
and hed sent peece feelers to hussie ,

(c) Churchill promises thet the Europe&n wer w1ll see its "elimox
-in 1944 _

(d) the fell of Mussolini hed. rele°sed the pent-up energies of the
heroic Iteli'n messes who, in mrny 1nstences, moved stra;ght-
way to the 401mat10n of -sovists ° )

(e) the Germen wérkers went on strike:-"If the Itblians ccn’ do it,
s0 ccn we.™ I :

(f) French messes refused to, be herded 1nto lcbor b&tallione for
Germany L

(g) &nd the Europecn messes throughout dlsplay both restlessness

. and milltancy

And whet is the megority of our N.C. busy 001ng? They are busy quot-
ing Trotsky 8 analysis of feascism when frscism wes the unchellenged victors
Not only ‘do they, in 1943, relterqte theé' 1933 rnﬂlysls, but they eleborecte,
in & most originsl menner, upon Trotsky's descrlptlon of the destruction
th.t fascism hes wrought upon the proletarian organizctions, They state
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that the Eurepean proleteriat is "impotent" at the very time when it is so
militently awskening! In 1938, when the proletariet had not yet shown
these tremendous recuperative powers, Trotsky alrecedy saw:

¢

v, ,.factory committees, it may be suppc ed, will eppeer before
the old routinists rush from their chancelleries to organize
trade unicns; soviets will cover Germany before & new Consti-
tuent Assembly will gather in Weimar..,"

Whereas the N. C. Majority, in 1943, wish us to accept a program based on
that "impotence". Had they really wished to expound Trotsky, they shculd

not have forgetten so easilj what Trotsky said a program in fascist count-
ries should be based upon: :

"a revolutionary program should base itself on the dialectics
of the class struggle, obligatory alse to fascist countries...”

The leader of Uctcber must indeed be turning in his greve at the
strange phencmenon thst his enelysis of triumphant fascism is used by
revolutionists to screen the revolutionary upsurge of the Europeen prole-
tariat as fascism heads toward its doom. -

Nov. 10, 1943 ~-F, FCREST

*#511 quotations are from The Founding Conference of the Fourth
Internutional, pages 428-5
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