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The following articles, or excerpts from articles, written

in the past on the question of the labor party were sub-

mitted for publication in the Bulletin by Comrade Draper.

While the editors do not consider that the republication

of articles which are available to interested comrades in ’ ;
other forms 1s the most fruitful or germane way of discuss-~ o

ing the question of a labor party today end. that it tends —
to reduce the discussion to a purely academic or histori- '

.cal plane, they have nevertheless decided to publish this

material upon the request of Comrade Draper,

'Editors ‘ _ ;
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"TART I, .
THE POSITION OF THE PARTY BEFORE 1938 (AGAINST A LABOR PARTY)

(The present position of tho Perty =- FOR a labor party --
-was first adopted in 1938. The prosont scotimm, Fart I, -
-presonts tho.position and argumonts of tho Trotskylet
movoment on this quostion BEFORE this change of policy.
The first document telow is from an article by Mex Shacht-
man in the New International of March 1935. In 1935 the
Communist Party como out for o lehor party after many years
of opposing it. tho main argument giv:n by tho OP was that
thero was o "now" mass movemont for.a Jabor party, In tho
first part of his artiole, Shachtman riddles this motivae
tion and then gives a dotailod account of tho Cormunist
movement!s cxpericnces with the labor party quostion in
1922-23, and tho lossons dravm from it, The article thon
continucs bolow with a political and theorctical analysis
of tho wholo question,) '

THE PROBLEM OF THE LABOR PARTY

1:1 Max Shochtnman
' \

(Now Intornationnl, March 1935)

What appeirs to us to follow plainly from tho experionces of tho past,
substantiated elso by what can be soon in the country today, is the following
conclusion: : ' ' A

. Therc is no room in tho proscnt conditions of tho class struggle for tho
- steble, unartificinl oxistonce of o "olass Labor" party (to say nothing of the

I fantastioc two-closs "class Farmor-Lobor perty) which 1s distinet from a third

| ocapitalist party a5 woll as from tho rovolutionary party of the prolotarint, Tho
only genuino labor party is tho party of rovolutimeary Marxism, Pest cxperiencos
in this country -~ not to mention the oxporicncos in other lands} -~ show that

the ovolution of tho Rritish Labour party, nomely, its degeneration from 4 great
progrogssive force which scparatcd the prolotariat politicelly from tho bourgeoisic
to a rcactionary obstaolo to .progress vhich tics tho prolotarict politically to

- tho bourgooisio is accomplishcd in tho United Stotos undcer conditions of eapital=-
i 15t dcelino in a far moro tclescoped period of timo, B

To attompt to folat upon tho Amorisen revolutionary movoment the otsolete
advice given by Engels to tho Morxist cnigrants in the United States of fifty '
E - yoars ago, and to conclude from it that it is our task to found a Labor Party now,
E 1s to do violenco to tho whole spirit of Herxism, is to ignore tho tromondous
changos that havo takon placo throughout the world (tho Unitod Stotos not ox-

b corted) 4in capitalism, in tho lator movement ard in the revolutionary movement.
. Lovestonc, for cxamplo, is perfectly willing to start at oxactly the point whero
Engels left off in his lotteors to Florcenoo Wischnowetzky in 1887, as if nothing

had hepponed sinco that timet ’ :

_ “Tho attompt, in thodry and practiso, to force tho American vorking elass,
'in 1935, to go through a falthful, mochanicel ropctition of ovory atago through
which tho British working eclass was °b1i%fd to pass at tho beginning of the -
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contury, is to roveal a dlatant ignorance of sciontific socinlism and tho lows of
development of the labor movemont, Tho British Labour party rose and was an ine
‘diaputably progrossivo factor in tho working class in the pericd of tho risc of
capitalism. Not only was it a "uniquo party," =« bloc of organizations, with no
progran of its own, with no spcoinl disciplino, with literty of agitation for
revolutionary groups within it, but, liko all tho refornist partios of tho Scoond
Intornationnl boforo the war and regardloss of how dofootivoly, it contributed to
tho historicnl ndwanccmont of tho prolotariat as a olass. .

Conditionallly, Lonin congidorod it possiblo ovon aftor tho war to adviso
tho British communists to scok affilintion with it bocausc of its "uniquo" char-
. actor, cvon though hc omphasized that proporly spoaking it wms a bourgeois party
of workers and not a proletarian party. The opportunists nro aining to meke it
a "roal party with local organizations and o progrem," arguod tho Commnist Intor-
national in Lenints timo, to "oroate a large opportunist party which is to rotard
thoe revolutionary dovolopmont of the mnssos, If this tondenoy wore to succecod,
- tho Lobour party would never afford tho socinlist organizations which form part of
© 4% tho right to an individual communist policy, nor to the propagation of the
rcvolutionary strugglo. It would bind their freedom of nction hand and foot, It
is thus ovidont that no kind of organization socking to oerry out a comrunist
poliocy could possibly bolong to tho Labour party. It would then become necessery,

. aftor a most cnergotic strugglo against this tondoney, to leavo tho Labour party

and to ondoavor to kcep in touch with the working mnesscs by moans of incroasing
tho ocommunist activity in tho trado unions, by dotaching theao frede unions from
tho Labour opportunist partios and porsuadirng them to go over dircetly to eom-
munism," (Tho I.L.P. ond tho Third Intornational, p. 53.) ‘ ' '

L As what would tho American "Labor" porty start: as tho British Labour

| porty of 1808, or of 1935? Closor, far closor to the latter date and condition

p thon to tho former! Vo moan of coursc o goruine "Labor party", that is, o ro-

i formist party, with a rofomist program, with a roformist lcadership, and with tho
| roformist unions (orgonizations, not individunls) at its baso —- assuming thoat onc
. 48 to bo ostablishod. Would such a party, in vicw of tho British oxperiences

f ond what wo know to bo the situntion in this country, bo of a kind that would moct
¥ tho roquircmonts for affiliation by o rovolutiomary lMarxian party sot out in 1920
by Lenin? In all likelihcod, no. In any ozso, the attitude of the revolutionary
. party towards o genuine, mass "Labor" party would have to bo detormined not by

t vhat it moy or may not be if and whon it is formod, not by what wo would liko to

. have it bo, but by whet it would bo onco it was formod. For, 1t is not the busi-
- noss of tho rovolutioncry Merxists, abovo all in tho prosont s'{:?fgs—gi_‘_ tho rclation-
k. ship botwoon capitalist disintogratiam ond socinl roformisn, to initiate or to

P holp organizo and found in nddition to their own party anc-tho;-party for tho
}'_:"socond olass citizons," for tho "backwnrd wcrkors,” o "Labor" rarty, i.c., o
third copitalist party, cven if composcd grcdomimntli of workers. -

2= Vhoroin would thot golden-hairod droam child common to tho aspirations
L -of Louis Woldman, Norman Thomas, Jay Lovestono and Ecrl Browdor diffor fundsront-
f olly from o "Third party", soay fram tho 1524 IaFollotto party, or tho Farmor-Labor
i party of Mirnmosotaf e- In respoot to progran? Loadorship? Oompositiont Mothods?
. Gool? -~ Tt would bo interosting to loarn what tho conoroto and dotailed diffor-

} cnoo i3 prosumod to bo in all fivo respcots)

VWhoovor hopes to ostablish or invent en cssontial difforcnco is sinply

- dlsrogarding tho’unarbiguocus lessons of tho past. Vhat was cloarly revoaled moro
. then ton yoars ago gives no roason for pessinism, It was not proved that tho

t working class and ovon tho farmors must inovitably fall under tho influonco of

E- petty bourgeois demogoguos of Third partyisnm in tho struggle for hogomony botweon
¢ tho latter ond the revolutionary Marxistsz. Not ot all! What was provod was that
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1+ tho battlc botweon the revolutionary party and tho third capitalist party for
;io surport of tho masscs who aro breaking oway from tho old bourgeois partics,
trc slogen of the "Labor" party -- or oven tho slogan of tho "mass, class Labor
prty" (vhatever that is) -- doos not possoss sufficiont class vitality or dis-
tirctien from the Third party to make it possiblec to woen the massos avzy from tho
l-tter by moans of it. That vitally important task can only be accomplishod undor
the bonner and on-the fighting program of tho rcvolutionary prolctarian party.
Not, it goos without saying, by merc reeruiting campaigns, but by tho concroto
lcudorship which such a party is ablo to offcr tho workors (in contrast to tho
pctty beurgools politicians cnd tho trade union burcaucracy) in tho coursc of
their daily strugglos for irmodiato domands.

Tho Labdr party is nct on abstraction; it must bo considored concrotoely,
Assuning thet it is5 formed in tho United Statos (and its orontion is by no means
& forcordnined cortainty, an inovitablo stago tho Amorican workors rmusk ocxperionco
before thoy can think of rovolutionary strugglel), it is more likoly than not that
it will tako shapo os a diroctly anti-rovoluticnary (EEEEb anti-progressive)
party. With a stormy forvard march of tho Amorican masses, in the courso of whioh
thoy mey skip "stages" with oven gronter caso and spcod than thoir Russian broth-
crs, tho potty bourgeois reformors plus the socialist and trado urion buroaucracy
night conceivably form a "Labor" party for the cxpross rurppso of thwarting tho
progress of tho working class. Those pscudo-rovolutionists who are so freonziedly
anxious to sco a Labor party in the U.S. so long os it looks something liko 4ts
British predocossor, undoubtedly have somo "excoptionnl" surpriscs in storc
for them, :

Wo spoak of course of a "Labor" party.in tho truo scnsc of tho word, If
it docs not grontly rescrblc tho funtosmegorla just browed out of tho witches!
cauldron of Stalinism, that it hardly our fault, for such o "Labor" party as tho
CePe now proposes Lo inflict upon tho proloterict, nover has been and never will
be secon by God or man or beast or the clfin folk who geo pretty noar everything,
"Thoro is only one revolutimery party," declarcs tho Daily Workor (Fcb, 16),

"and that is tho cormunist party,"  So tho Labor party will bo roformist?
No, it continucs. "This docs not menn that the Labor party that the communists
propose wauld be roformist," Then it wauld be revolutionnary? No, answers
Stachel, the "Lsbor porty is not o revoluticnary party" (loc,cit., p.19),
Not rovolutionary, not reformist! Won't this bo o croaturo compared with which
o live-historic ichthyoscurus weuld deserve as much sttention as a sparrow? Then
what will it bo? According to Stachel ngain, it will be nothing more or less
than "o genuine Labor party." A berrol of tor would bo oclearer than a Stalinist
explanation., And what is its function? It will, to roturn to the Neily Worker,
"lead tho masses in thoir struggle for immodiate domonds... Communists will point-
| out to the workers that thoir revolutionary program is the furthor developmont of
L tho nininmum policy of the Labor party. They will always advocate tho full revolu~
tionary program of the communist party.'  If this golimathias moans enything,
it is that thore is to bo a strict division of labor: tho Later party is to lead
- the workers ovory day in their struggle for all their immediate demends ~- that!s
its job; the CeP. is to loed tho workers on the day of tho insurrccticn —- that's
its job. Whonce it is cloar that neither scparately nor together aro they copable
- of lending the workers in any struggles According to Stachel (Feb, 16), who drips
light with cvery drop of ink, this Labor prrty, which is not revolutimary, it is
truc, but not reformist cither, which is to oxclude the trade union burcaucrats,
. Sincledir, Olsen, the S.P, burenucracy und cven tho Lovestoneites, which is, in o
} werd, something we'd give o pretty penny to sce in the flesh —- will "roally corry
i on tho strugilo for the workers for wage incronscs, for tho Werkcors Unomploynent
t rnd Cocial Insurence Bill, for the 30-hour wock vwithout reduction in pay, for the
| nceds of tho farmors, for tho rights of the Negro masses, for the right to organize,
-8triko, cte., against the growing monaco of war and ‘Fascism"§¥  Tho Lobor party
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that carries on a struggle (and a roal one, too) against war and Foscisml If it
con do all this (and probably other things as well), whet workor will ask for
more?  What will be his nced for tho corrunist partyt Vhat indeed?

===000rmm

Fron
DESLARATION OF PRINCIPLES

(Docerber 31, 1937)

For such reasons, tho revolutionary party cannot....prbporly toke the
initlative in advoeating the formation of Labor or Farmer~Labor partios,

Nevertheless, the labor party movenont, from the point of viow of the
workers themselves, does reveal a progressive developmont in goneral toward olass
consciousness, In spite of tho chammels into which it is lod by the bureaucrats,
it shows in the masses a growing realization of the true choracter of capitalist
politics as swmmed up in the Republican and Domoeratic parties and a striving for
independent political cotim, To stond aside complotely from such o dovelopment
. where 1t comprises the bulk of tho militant and advanced seotions of tho workers
~ would be hopolessly soctarian for tho revolutioniste, Vhoro tho labor party de~
"~ velops as o genuine mass movenont separate from the oopitalist partiocs, the rovo-
lutionists mush remein in the midst of tho workoers who aro passing through that
exporience precisely in order ho moke oortain thet tho workers will draw the los~
¢ sons from that experiensce which are roquired in order to go on from it to rovo-

. lubionary class politics. Uncompromising, programmatic independenco on the port

- of the revolutionary porty 1s an indisponsnblo procondition for any activity id

j which revolutionists may engage, cspooially through their trode unions in broond

i and significant labor party movomonts, Vhonevor the revolutionists find them-

[ selves in o Labor Party, thoy will stond at each stage for those conerete polieies
b ond aoctions which sum up o progrossivo nnd class perspectivo; for conplote breaks
f- with the ocapitalist partlos and no support of oandidatos on oapitalist tickots;

L for diroct mass actions and avoidanco of limitation to pa rliementary activities;
 for full intornal democracy; for support and defensc of concrote working class

e rights against their invasion from any source, including invasiona from candidatoes
| of tho Labor Party itsolf; oto. ‘ ' '
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THE CHALLENGE AND THE /NSWER

Discussion Artiolo for the Mxjority on the Labor Parby

by Max Shachtman nnd Janos Burnhan

(Now Intornational, August 1938)

Political formations in tho United States aro undergoing a rodical ro=
aligmmont, and in addition to the old formotions, new oncs are appearing on the
sconoe Tho changes in tho situaticn are of such o nature nz to dictate a change
in or amplification of tho tecties pursuecd by tho revolutionary Marxists in this .
country, - _

Two unprocedented coonamic orises, tho sccond following the first before
it roached the stago of boom; the inoreasingly doecp S00ial crieis in which the
bourgeoisio finds it impossible to solve tho problens of its social order in any
of tho traditionnl ways; ond tho creerfaction of the workcrs in the besie, mass-
production industrics under the banner of the GIO0, numbering more than threo
million gonuine-proletariana, have not only brought into existence an unmistakable
movonent for working olass politioank action, but have doveloped it =~ for all its
backwardness -- on o vast scalo, ono never before known in the U.S.A.

: The Labor Non-Partisan Leaguo, the direot interventian of the unians 4
the Detroit and Seattle clecctions and in the Ponnsylvania primaries «- these aré
only suporficially sinmilar to the anoicnt Gompers! policy of "reward your frionds
ond punish your encmies"; the formation of the Amcrican Labor Party in New York
is an oven sharper brock from tho traditionnl pesition of the labor movement,
The edvonco oconsists in the foot thet for the first timo the American unionists
ore being mobilized o3 o class to perticipate in politiss, The loaders of lebor,
however, strive to confinc this movemont to tho old cnpitalist partios, that is,
to provent this olass movemont from excocding tho bounds of bourpoois pelities,

~ ond taking the form of indepondent working olass political astion, Tho movoment

is not temporary or accidental. Under the impulsion of tho socinl erisis it will
grow and find clearcr expression, Who ean challenge this save thoso who expeot
en early stabilization of U.S. capitalism, an easy surmounting of the orisis?

Sidc by side with this movement, howover, exists and devolops the move=~
mont for a “third party". Its most conorote form to dato is tho organization of
the National Progrossives. This too is not tho product of on individual eaprice
or aberration, but is basoed objectively upon the discontent and the dilemma of
thomiddlo classes sufforing intensely frem tho orisis, which havo beon deliborato-
ly exploited by demagogues like LoaFollotte, Vhilo its very oless basis deprives
it of an conduring character, at lcast with its preaont form and program, it is an

- important, sign of thc tines, .

loro important is tho simultcneous movement to develop the "Amoriecan
form" of conlition in one prarty -- a reconstitutod Dcrmooratic party, froed of the
"conscrvativos," and composod of Roosovolt!'s "liberals," plus tho Republican
"progressivos" and supported by the LNPL, the ALP, and the two trade union movoe
monts, The division in the Demceratic comp in 1936, the violent inner-Demooratic
fights in Congress, the present primory oampaign, 0ll of which arc besed on social
conflicts vithin the party itself, indioatc the lincs of the schism which tho .
orisis will only deepen and toward which many right wing and loft wing Democrats
ore oonsciously working, Both camps realize that tho old alignments no longor
correspond to the ncods of the now situstion, '
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What, then, arc the notual possibilities of dovolopmont for working olass
politiocal notion on a nass sonlo in tho next poriod? There appear to us to be

throec,

. A national Laber party, similar in scopo and position to the British
Labour Party, would be far tho most probable dovolopment if one could arbitrarily
trensfor the present forcos beck to tho poriod of Amcrica's cxpansion and rise,
npproximating tho prosont reriod of capitalist dooline, so forcofully evident
in the United Statos as woll, such a dovelopment is distinctly loss likoly.

The sccial limitations impcsed upon o roformist party by desperato, decaying
cepitalisn, sot the politicnl limits of such a party. Thosc who beliove that o
Lebor party in the U.S. would play the same progressivo rcle, and for tho same
period of timoe, as the British Labour Party, are guilty of flagrant dogmatiocisnm
and’ of blindnoss to those very natiomal peculiarities which they accuse their
critiocs of ignecring, While loeal Labor porty movoments are alroady crystallizing
and cthers will undoubtcdly develop, therc aro fow outstanding londers of the
trade unions consciously and firnly working toward o Labor party. On the other
hand, othor movenents, nav more powerful and having more conscious and dbtermined
leaders, arc at work absorbing the ineipient Labor party trcnqs. .

& "third party" is net unlikely to dovolop. On a small (stato) scale
ot least, its establishmont is cven cortain. But its class instability, espeoci-
ally under the brutal blows of the orisis, gives it no great futuro and indicatos
~ that it will split in two oxtremo dircctions bofore it even griws to full stature,
A long-lived indepcndent niddle-olass party, cspeoially in our timcs, is a
chimera; politioally, the middlo ¢less must fly apart, one secotion following
the loadership of the workers, the cther -=- undor faseism =- the loadership of
big capital, o T ‘

) A reorganizod Denceratio party, crmbrocing in onc coalition all the
classic components of the Peoplol's Frunt, hes powerful feroces working for its ~
development. Thoy include nct only the Roosevelt wing, but virtually all the
prominent loadors of the unions, espocially of the CIO, ond tho powerful mach-
inery of the Stalinist party, which is now firmly mobilizod against the organizo-
tion of o Labor party or any othor form of independent working class political
ackion, The almost certein reorganization of the Denocratic party, while it does
not necesserily excludo the obhor pessibilitios mentioned, could, for a short but
Indeterminate period, swallow up tho othor moverientsd In the.worst casc, which
is not at all excluded, its realizetion night conclusively prevent the American
working class from devoloping a Labor party on any important scale., It would,
instead, opcn up two direct roods, onec loading straight to rovoluticnary polities,
the other to fascisn, : : :

‘Finally, it should be borne in mind thot .o new world war =-- no small
or remote fastor} -~ might well interrupt the whole proccess, especially the trend
toward a Lebor party, and at all ovents impol it to find now channels and forms
of oxprossion,

2,

The position on tho questicn of a Labor party held up to now by the
Socialist Vorkers Party ‘and tho movement out of which it dovoloped, mey be sum-
narized as follows: The "revolutionary party'zghnnoﬁ7 properly take the initin-
~ tive in cdveeating the formation of Labor or Farmer-Lobor pertics" which our

Declaration of Principlos charactorizos os roformist by virtuc of "their falso
Frogram and perspoctivo”; furthor, "far from constituting independent olass
rolities, the rrosont lebor poarty devolopment is, from the point of view of tho
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burcauerats and tha bourgooisio, tho mothod for prevonting the growth of inde-
pondont olass politics’; hawover, "tho lobor party movoment, from the point of
view of tho workers thenmsolves, does rovoal a progrossivo dovolopmont in gonor-
el towards closs oonsoiousnoss'; therofore, "whoro tho labor party dovolops as
6. genuine mass movemont scparnto from tho ocapitalist partios s tho revolution-
ists must romnin in tho midst of the workors...[an_c}? stand ot coch stago for
thoso concroto policies and actions which sum up o progrossivo and class por-
spoectivo," (Our cmphosise==JBe=M.S.). ) ‘

A study of tho dovolopment of our position indicetos that wo based our
solvos on two alternatives, If thore is no mass reformist party, or movement
for i1t, wo do not initiato or form ono as a substituto for the rovolutioary
perty, but build the latter dircetly as o mass party, Whore a mass Labor party

- doos oxist, wo, to whom soctarianism is alion, are floxible in our tactics and,
gonorally, give oritical support to such a party; and, ns is known, wo followed
this ocurso in Minnesota whoro thoro is on establishod Farmer-=Labor party, sup-
portod by tho mass of the unions, : :

But our analysis was inccmplote, and in some rospects » not suffiocioently
clear., It did not allow for tho presont stage of dovolopmont, in which on un-
dovoloped and only partly sonsoiocus mass movemont omists and is torn by worring

- tondencies of progress and rocetion, but is not yet orystallized. A contributory
ccuso proventing us from supplemonting our anclysis was tho need of coneontrating
our attontion and sttack upen the reformist Labor party concoptions of the right
 wingors and contrists in the old Socialist party, in comncetiom, particularly,

¢ with the problom of the ALP which originated not as o broskeaway fram the old

- partlos, but as a machino to breck the advanced and traditional socialist in-
flucnce upon tho Kow York workers and to corral tho labor vote for an old
capitalist party and tickot. : L

In brief, our old pusition cammot and doos nct offootively answer the
problems raised by the present stago of dovolopmont. It eammot evon in thoory,
for tho roason that the now situntion was not cloarly ellcwod for, More deeisivo
is the faot that pracpise has also demonstrated its inadoquacy, and oconsequently,
that faot that it dcos not pormit us to givo coneroto answors, nct only such as
are understandable and accopteble to the masses » but as will develop moro-spood~
11y their olanss oconsciousncss, thoir break with tho bourgooisio and its parties,
and also with their petty bourgeois leadors.,

In Ponnsylvania, aftor Kemnedy's dofoat in the primaries, if we do not
-urge tho workers to put up their ovm indeprendont tickot on a militont progron
(vhich, in viow of tho elostim nmachinery alone that is rcquired, moans the
dooisivo step towards o Labor porty formation), and break with tho Domocratic
party -- wo can only urge thom to support in the cloctions the S.7.P. (which,
alas, is yot too woak to put a tickot in tho ficld); in effoct, therofore, wo

* .leave the CIO bureaucracy end tho Stnlinists nssocintod with thom a froe hand

in keoping tho mnssos tied to tho Deomeeratioc party. In How Jdersey, our partici-
pation in the conferenecs of the LNPL is sterilized bocause wo do nct counterposo
in the nost conorete form indepcndent political action to tho Holderman-Stalinist
pelicy of paralyzing tho novement, discrienting it, rendering it rassivo and do~
livoring it to one gang or ancthor in tho capitalist parties. In tho ALP, similar
indoeision:deprives us in advanco of the possibility of playing any rolo whatso-
cver, : Co

. Our old position, irrespoctivo of whother it was right or wreng, or of
what spocific position wo adopt now, must bo brought up to dato, Wo advoeato a
- Iositivo policy, one that is basod upon the presont roality, as woll as tho
; cbjoortivo nocds of tho working olass, ‘ : “34 ~
4 - :




3.

: Our attitudo toward the presont movemont for wox;kera' political actiom
must givo concreto and unambiguous answer to thoso quostions:

, Aro we indifforont to 4% Vo aro not indifferent, ond ocammot be, toward
any nass movenent of the workers.

Is tho movoment, in so far as it ropresents and expresses a broak with
tho tradition of supporting the old eapitalist partioes, Progressivo or rcaction-
ary? On the part of tho workers, as wo have deoclared in the past, it ias obvious~
ly progressiva, _ ‘

V41l the trond towords independent working olass politionl action, -
towards increasod political ocnsciousnoss of theo working class, grow wooker or
stronger in tho coming period? One camnot scriously hold to the boliof that tho
sooial orisis in the United Statos is docponing, that sharper class conflicts
are aheod, that the bourgecoisioc must seck to burden tho masses increasingly vith
tho cost of tho orisis, that more econcamic action will provo incronsingly diffi-~
oult and insufficient and therefore give greater point to tho urgenecy of politi-
oal action ~- without concluding that the Amorican workers are cortain to move
et a fastor and oclearer pace towards independent political class action in tho
" poriod shood, whotevor organizaticnal formes it moy at eny givon moment take,

Will this movement, in any deoisive respect, take the form of a mass
rovolutionary Marxian party during the next period? At most, ono can say that
it 1s not thooretionlly excluded; but all practical and renlistic considerations
indiocate that this will not be tho oase. :

. The actunl alternativos, thoroforo, are tho development of a mass Labor
party, or the immersion and sterilization of tho movemont into o reorganized
Demoeratic or third party. Powerful politiocnl forses aro working in the latter
directiant the bourgeois ond social reformists, tho trade union burocaueracy,
the Stelinists, tho pressure of tho petty bourgooisie, etec, Thoy are all delib-
eratoly impeding tho dovelopmont of an indopendont Lobor party.

: In this ooncrote disputo, wo hove, and must have, an active proforcnoc.

As against the last~namod oloments and their strategy, we aro positivoly in
fovor of tho politiecal organization of the Amoricsn workers as o oloss , that is,
of a Lobor party, This alone makes it possible for us to intervono in the labor
movement in such o way as to heighton the olass consciousness of the workers in
the given ciroumstances, +o sharpen their antogonism to tho bourgoois partics ’
to widen the breach betwcon them and their class~collaborationist, bureaucratio
- misleadorship, , - '

- In Ponnsylvania, we countorposo to the sapitulatory polisy of tho CIO -
chiefs, tho proposal that labor should onter its own tickot, and sot up tho
political~organizational machinery to run this tickot; wo oonduct a vigorous
campaign for this policy which will be realistie and accoptable to thousands of

= workors, porhaps only a handful of whom will bo intorostod in.an S.W.P. tickot.

And the policy will bo corroct not only bocausc it is "roonlistic and coceptable,”
but bocause it will impol thousands of workers to break from the Domocratic
party, to break with bourgeois politics and also its sponsors in tho CIO and
AFL, ond to seck tho road to inderondent olass anction. Vhon tho bosscs of a
Labor Non-Partisan Loaguo nonforonce propose tho cndorsomont of Demoeratic Smith
or Republichn Jones, wo sannot seriously countcrpose Trotskylst Robinscn; it is
ontirely correct, howover, and fruitful for our movemont, to fight at tho oon-
ferenoo far n oandidate put forward by labor itself, for a Labor party organizod
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and eontrolled by the workors, In tho cnsuing fight, the militont » advanood,
comparatively donseious workers will rally to our sido and, in timo, swoll tho
ranks of tho rovolutionary party.

Do wo then beoamo a "Labor-party party," which, liko the Lovostoncitos

.nnd Thamasites, wlll carry on an obstraot, gonoral, universal and perpetunl

campaign for a Labor party? Nothing of tho kind. Wo noeod a position that en-
nblos us to givo tho sonoreto rovolutionary answor to tho spocific situntions
that ariso (Ponnsylvania, Now Jorsoy, Ifichigan, tho ALLP, Vlorkers Allianoo, oto,).
But more important than this 1s tho fundamental point of difforonco botwoen our
revolutionary. position and tho opportunist position of tho Lovostone and Thomas
grecupse  Thoy aro the andvoocates and defendors of o roformist Lobor party, a"good"
roformist party, Our Doolaration of Prineiples proporly dofines the prescnt
Lzbor party movemont as roformist on tho basis of its "folso program and por~
srectivo." Tho Scolalist Workors Party doos nct and comnct advooate or support

this program nnd perspoctive,

Lot us put it moro oonorotely. Wo are not tho advocates of & Labor
party "in genoral," in the cbstraot, or even of the Labor party as it stands now,
Vie say to tho workers: You want to broak from tho eapitalist partiecs, to form
o party of your own? Excellont! That is stop forward, it 1s progrossivo.
Such a stop wo will support; we will urge all workors to do likowise., A poli-
tionl pnrty 4s formod to toko eontrol of tho affairs of the nation, and wo are
for the workers taking such control, But -~ you cammot take control and imposo
ycur will end interosts by moans of a reformist program and tactics or undor a
roformist leadorship," That is domonstratod by the oxporicnocs in England; right
now in tho United States; in foot, throughout the world, Wo of tha 8.W,P. nro n
rovolutionary party. We thorofore propose to you, not a program of potty ro-
forns which the deeponing orisis provents from ronlly improving your ocnditions;
net o progrem of roforms for reoonoiling you with your hatoful olass onemy and
its bankrupt social ordor; but o program of rovoluticnary ransitional demands
which correspond at cmeo to your neods and dosiros and %o the objocetive situa-
tion. Wo propose, in ordor to advanse tho Labor perty movomont toward olass
struggle and not olass collaberation, that you adopt a program calling for
vwcrkors! control of produotion, for militant Labor Dofonso Guards to protoct
our domocratic rights and oombat fasoism, for the expropriation of the industrial .
ond finaneial dictators of tho country, oto., ote, _ :

This 1s our program. If tho workers do not adopt 4t as o wholo, or at
2ll, wo eontinuo to 8ivo support to tho Labor party, but oritical support. We
aro not soctarians or ultimotists. We give tho laber movemont no ultimatum:
Accopt our program, join our party or we will havo nothing to do with you, On
the othor hand, we ncocpt no ultimatums, even from tho lobor novomont, Vo have
cur viows, ond if labor does not acecpt thom in full, we continue with our com-

working olass; but support unmistakebly overy progrossivo step, oven small ones,
In this way, wo holp to revolutionizo tho mass movenent, and to meke a mass
mavoniont out ¢f tho rovolutionary party. Thoro 4s no other woy. ‘

: Our main aim 15 to build the revolutionary party, and all tnotiocs must
'{»\ixbsorvo this aim, Tho Labor party tactic 4is not, of courso, givon for all :
h me“.- It i3 impcr.utivo for the period ohoad, ‘If tho trond toward a Labor party
ts-ﬂ--r}llmod Up in tho coming poriod by o third party or "Demooratio Front,"

he Lbor party slogan ray lose its offectivonoss, and tho strugglo will tako
}he forn of ccnbat for diroct loadership of tho masscs botweon tho rovolutionary
farty and tho roformist-patriotic movomont., The ocoming war, aftor a short
period, would, for oxamplo, onormously sharpen all relations and probloms, It

%111 Yo rooallod that theo big roformist movomonts aftor tho last wor broko in
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two, with such largo soctions coming over to rovolutionary Marxism that the small
eommunist soots in many countrios becamo moss partios almost overnight, Such o
perspective is for from exeluded in tho Unitod States. But it is still not on
the imaicdiate horizon,

Thiloe the noxt period doos not indiocatc the likelihood of tho revolu-
tionary party dirootly beooming a mass party, thore is no roason at all for lock
of confidencce Tho adoption of tho Labor party slogan, as elucidated by us, does
not mean giving up the rovolutionary party; it moans the best woy, under the
conercte cirecumstances, of rocting the party in the living mass movemont and of
builéing it into o stronger forcec, Given o correct policy on our part, the very
samo forces pushing tho workers now toward a Labor party will, as thoy dccpen
and as exporienco is accumulated, push the workors oven moro firmly towards the
revelutionary party. The terrific social orisis » ond the impending war, open
ou’ diroetly revoluticnary perspeotives » With a concomitant tumultuous growth
of our party which will bring the United Statos to tho very forefront of this
0ld world, We need only know how to oxploit the vast possibilities in o renlist-
ie, practionl, effcctive, i.c., Marxist momnor. An arona in which our ideas
erc brought to tho masses and str party built ~- it is in this sonso, sbove all,
that our taoties toward the Labor party must be understood, :

1
i

FOR THE PRESENT PARTY POSITION

Discussion Artieclo for tho Minority, Apainst & Labor Party
by Hal Dropor
(Now Intcrnational, August 1938)

Tho proesont party position on tho Labor party question ns ombodied 4n
our Deolarations of Principlos =- now the positien of the National Committoo
Minority in the discussion going on ~~ was adopted only last Docomber. Vhat

. hns happened sinee to mako tho Politiocal Cormittoc docide -that wo must advooate
- tho formation of a labor party? '

¥hero 1s tho Lebor Party Moveront Going? The prosent trend in tho
. labor poarty movemont is further oway fram independent olass politics than when
' tho Doclaration was writton, The LNPL leadorship is intont upon following its
| Prosent polioy of tailing after the capitalist perties, Thoir perspective is
. the formation of a third party movement, through o oconlition with tho loft Demo-
crats, banking on a split in tho Domosratio party == o bourgeois Democratie Fromt
- with or without the Stelinista, The Cormunist Party has dropped even tho slogan
- of o labor rarty. . In rractiso, the LNPL has produced hardly a single instanco
- of independent labor onndidacy. In such a place as Now Jerscy, the LNPL hag
Preved itsclf incapable of capturing the enthusiasm and loynlty of tho somo
- Worllors who are conducting militant strikos on tho coonomic ficld == tho Mow Jorsoy
- LNPL leaders admit thoy arc "gonerals without an army." In Now York, thc ALP
Branch moetings are attended largely by tho "politicals" —- social democ rats,
S.P.'crs, Stalinists, ‘independont radicals, cte, -;'assombling under tho disguise
- °f the ALP in order to work on each othcr, ' '

x ) Cortainly nothing to stampedo us into roversing our position.es. provided
- that our bagie approoach itsolf has not changod. k¥4
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OQur Basic Approach.  This trend which wo saw and foresow is not no-
cidontal or the rosult morely of a particular conjuncture of personnlities ot the
Load of the movement. It is rootod in objectivo sosial faroos, in the role of
reformisn in the period of deolining oapitalism.

At tho timo when roformist advances wero still possible under a rising
capitalist order, the formotion of a lobor party might have been able to play o
part in reising the working olass to higher levols of class consoiousness. But
tcday and ineroasingly, "ovon tho most immedioto pressing problems of the work-
crs" connot bo solvod except through the sooinl rovolution, for the ravages of
the oopitalist orisis cancol whatever gains mey bo mado by the struggle organs
of the working classs A labor poarty has to moet these horsh alternatives: For
socialism, or for tho defonse of oapitalisme-=which? 1In periods of sharp social
erisis, middle grounds orumble away, foreing one to toke refuge on one side or the
other, ‘ .

Today, the progrom which might have beon the basis of on attompt at o
"middle~ground” labor party has been takon over by the Now Donl Demoorats. Is
it any wondor then thot the LNPL, which has no other program than this, finds
no political basis for independent working class action?

It is for theso roasons that we coamo to cur conclusion: In this period
of ecapitalism, a labor party can play no progrossive role. Without having made
a single attempt to show why this annlysis is falso, indoed while oven admitting
that it still holds truo today, tho Mnjority speoks of tho lobor party as playing
a progressive rolol "Theoretienlly," this "abstraot" analysis holds good =-
but what are you going to do in Ponnsylvania? ... this is tho answer of the
Majority. : :

Can o Labor Party Bo Progrossive? The "abstractly" reactionary role
played by a Labor party manifosts itsclf quite soncretely., Horo wo must conside
er two questions, ' : , - ‘ .

le If wo toke our own words soriously, tho outbreak of imperinlist
war is imminent. And unloss one believes that we are going to, or oan, get such
en animal as o "revolutiomary labor party," the outbreak of way will find the
labor party or labor poarty movement not only a strong bulwark of imperialism but -
cno of tho main mooans of doceiving the massos. Tho chonmelization of the workors
into the labor party means putting them directly under the influence of the
social~patriotic machine; building the labor porty moans building our politiecanl
rival, a tremendous obstacle to our work., ) :

X Our job now is to attack and discrodit in advanece cvery political tend=-
cency which n6ts as ono of tho chammels of imperianlist influcnce or 1llusions on %
tho working class, Our Job is to warn tho workers now against tho sourses of
their betraynl in time of wor. To advosato o labor porty, on the other hand,
means prooisely to put it before the workers as tho ecnter for thom to relly
tbout, and so make it a1l tho hardor to broak thom owoy from their socinl-patriocte
ioc organizational allegiance in time of war, '

Hero is a central question: - are wo going to tell the workors tho truth
a3 to)what tho labor porty will moan to thom == that 1t cannot soluo "ovon their
most pressing dmmediato problems," that it cannot fight war but on tho contrary
will load tho workers into the noxt imperialist slaughtor, that 1t plays ocapital-~
ist politics? And how can wo toll them this ond at tho samo timo tcll them to
build this labor party «- which will do nothing significant for thom? On tho
3 bt?s:'l.s -of the Mojority position, this controdioction must bo solved in practiso
" (whatover the protestations) only by fagboring the illusion that tho lobor party
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oan do somothing, and thoroby sowing the soeds of disillusionment not only with |
the labor party but clso with oursclvos, '

24 But, say tho injority, the swing of sootions of tho workors away from
the old parties toward a labor party is a progressive dovolopmont, and wo must
encourago it, =~ This is true; fram the viewpoint of the subjectivo dovolopment

- of the workers thoro is progross. But the samo thing is truo whon o workor
quits tho Ropublican party and Joins tho Bommunist Party bocausc ho bolioves it
to be o working class party, The samo thing is truo whon a workor who voted for
Roosovelt in 1932 under tho Demoeratio label, voted for him in 1936 undor the
ALP lobol, In eoach case, tho worker is monifesting a progrossive sentinent, but
in each casc this sontimont has boen corraled inbo o roaotionary chamnol. Thore
is tho point: tho workors want indopondent political action? +thot is finec;
but the orystallization of this trond into tho organizational form of o labor
party has only ronotimary consocquencos objeotively, - _

Furthor on this point, the Mojority bosos itsolf on tho bolief that tho
formation of an indepondent labor party would raiso the political class con-
solousnoss of the workors, Actunlly tho reletionship 4s the othor woy round,
Suppose the desire for independont politienli noticn assumed largo proportimns and
threatonod to get out of hand, loaving tho LNPL.honds bohind: the classic on-
swor of the bureaucrats is to run around in front of tho movomont and form the
"independent labor party" which is domanded, in order to comtinue playing capi- .
talist politios with an indopendent, party as tho instrumont instood of on LNPLeee
capitaliat politiocs in a subtler and moro docoptive form. This is tho old dovice
of going-nlong-with for o distance, if sufficiontly pushed, in order to stem tho
movement more effectively and siphon it baok into tho old channels,

"Far from constituting indepondent olass politios, tho present labor
party developmont is, from tho point of viow of tho burecaucrats and the bourges
oisio, the mothod for proventing the growth of independont olass politios," soys
tho Declaration of Prinocipdos. And this is also the answor to that variety of
the Mnjority position which is ropregonted by Comrados Shochtman and Cartor, who
emphasizo the fact that since tho labor burenuorats don't wont a "roal, inde-
pendent labor party," by advocating it ourselves wo seot the workers into colli-
‘sion with their loadership, "The resistance of the bureaueracy ['E'o this mass
p_ressurg_7 will bo broken," tho Mojority resolution assuros us; an independent
labor porty will be formed ~- but why necossarily over the heads of tho bureau-
crats? Vho will bo loft holding tho bag whon Lowis and Hillman are mnss-press~
ured into forming their version of an "indopondont labor party"?

How Independent Is an Indepondent Laboy Party? So far wo have ac=-
cepted the catogory of "indcpondont lobor party.,” But what is it indopendent of?

According to the Majority resolution, if tho LNPL coalesces with o
- 8plit-off wing of the Democratie party, tho resulting party would bo a bourgoois
third party, umworthy of our support. But if tho LNPL forms o party on the basis
of its own forces, thaet would bo the Indopondont labor party, the good kind,

' But what mokos ono a "third party" and tho othor o "labor party" --
both being equally indepondent of the old porties in tho sonso of running thoir
ovn condidates? Program? Whore doos tho LNPL diffor in program with the left
Domoerats? - Mnas basis? Tho moss basis of the conlition party would nocessarily
bo the LNPL trodo unions, - Mothods? Support of eapitalism?

- It 1s not enoixgh for the majority to paste on labols == how would they
toll the difforence? Aftor 6ll, thero is no searcity of loft Domoorntic cle-
. monts in tho ALP now == Eloanor Herrick 2otc. £hd wouldntt tho Majority bo in
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e picklo if the LNPL formod thoir "indopendent" party =- the S P. gives it
"ecmplote ond unambiguous support" =- and then e split-off scotion of the Domo-'
erntio party bocomos ripo for a conlition{ Viould this "indopendont labor party
nutomationlly beoomo a "third party" as tho rosult of such a coalition after

its _founding?

The point is ovidont: 4in this poriod, a porty may bo indopendent of
tho 0ld capitalist poarties in tho samo wny that LaFollettel!s aggrogation igee~
in the formel, orgenizatimel senso~-~but in tho politieal senso, indepcndence
fron copitalist politios means rovolutionary polities. Here ogain therc is mno
rniddlo ground,. v :

Tho Transitional Program, Thus far we havo oonsidercd the quostion
on the besis of consideratimns hold by our party for some time, Some of tho
supportors of the Majority, howevor, espocially emphasizo tho fact that tho adop-
tion of our Tronsitional Program and of tho onalysis of the sooial crisis of
cnpitalism contained in our goneral thosis automatically indicatos tho tactio
of alvocating a labor party. Thoy attempt to attach the P.C.'s labor party
position as a kind of "rider" to tho Trensitiomal Program,

Now the Minority basos itsclf upon the cecepbaonce of the Transitional
Program as tho corrooct strategical line for our party in this period. Tho quos-
ticn is: what offect does our now strategy---the genoral thosise--havo upon our
abor party position? Wo must stato that so far tho attempt of tho Majority to
show why, if you accopt the Transitional Progran, you nust also accopt their
roversal on the labor party, has romained in the stage of mere assertion,

Tho first point of the gonoral thosis is thot American eapitalism has
cnterod the period of an intense social orisis, nct moroly ono of the periodie
deprossions whieh have oome and gono, but this time a permanent, chronic erisis
of the system itself, with fluctuations but no prospect of lifting to anothor
boom era. This, we nre convinced, is. corrooct, '

But if it was oorrect for us to say (os wo did) that in o period of cap-
itnlist decline, a lobor party cannot bo progrossive---and if the Majority has '
'st:lll not n word to say against this annlysis excopt'to cnll it correst but
'rtstract" ~-=thon what arc wo to bolievo? This, gccording to the lhjority: that
in a'poeriod of cepitalist declino it is abstractly truo to state that a labor
rarty cannot be progressive, BUT---just whon this capitalist deoline bocomes
sharpest, ontors the stage of permanont socinl erisis, maokos it nocessary to
lead townrd tho question of power, THEN the labor party docs booome progressivel
This i3 literally their position, mako scnse of it who ean.

One could take almost overy paragraph of the goneral thesis and lay 1t
beside tho proposal to advocate a labay party with nothing but astonishment;
but tho sharpest and most basio contradiction is with the perspoctivo embodicd
in tho general thosis that wo must begin now laying the ground for tho dovelop-
ment of sovicts, tho slogon for the formation of shop and factory comitteos, ,
etc, This js the organizational form which we present ns tlhe means of cerrying
out the Transitional Progrom---workers? organs of strugglo on tho extra=parlia=-
mentary ficld, Agaih wo aske--how in the world does the lajority squarc the
_froposal to propare the sovicts and to advocate the labor party at tho some time?
‘Y€ wo geing to build tho labor party and soviets side by side?

Pro A }_in_o _pj.'_ Jotion for the Party, - It is prooisoly tho ‘Tro.nlsitional
grun vhich roprosents tho nltornativo to the lsbor party appronch---fram tho
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poirt of view of the quostion: how are wo to build tho rovoluticnary party?

Tho line of the #njority $8: thoro is now o mass movomont for a lobor
party, and wo have to bo in; the easiost way to got in 1s to ocursolves ocomo out
a3 advoootos of a lobor party; and once in, wo can put forward tho Transitional
Program in ordor thot it may be carriod out by tho labor party,

It is our opinion that tho existonce of & mass movement for something
wo dontt want (whether ‘it be war or-e. leobor party) doosn't chango our minds about
ret wanting 1t. If it is true €MAY @ Yobor party can play only a reactionary
role in sooloty today, thon procisocly becauso of the 1llusions in the minds of
the warkors, it is our duty to spook out the truth about it. Otherwiso tho dis~
{1lusionmont with the labor party will rcact upon us too,.

Yhat thon? Doos spooking the truth about the labor party doom us to
isolation from the "moss movoment"™f Nonsonse $

Even if we advocate a labor porty we ocoan have influonce only in Propore
tion to the oxtent and effectiveness of our work inm tho trade unions, end our
fractions in tho lebor party movomont =- 1.0, » only in so far as we seriously
undertake and oarry through mass work. This is tho key. As long as wo have our

. roots 1n the union movement we cannot bo isolatod, no mattor what position wo
toko on the labor party.

Our main line of approach to tho militant workers must be the presonta-
ticen of our Transitional Progrom in oewry situation which opens up the opportunity,
In Now Jersey, concentration on agitation for workers defense against the Hague
monnco, not the panacon of o labor party. The oxtra~parliamentary astion of the
workors, on the economio field, in workers defonso corps » otce, nlong the lines

~ of our transitional demands., Political agitation pointing to the nocessity of
. rovolutionary organization to solve the basic problems of the workers: the only
lesson wo oan drow from our anolysis of tho situation of ocapitanlism.

On this basis, the labor party movemont itsolf offors ts an excellent
forum, an arona, for our agitation., It is ebsolutoly nocessary that we undor-

tako serious fraction work inside tho labor party movements, putting our transi-
tional demands before thom, otos : '

: Spoaking of the. lobor party movement, tho Doclarntion of Principles

- says: "To stand asido completely from such a dovelopment whero it camprisos the

bulk of the militant and advancod sections of tho workors would bo hopolessly

scctarion for the rovolutionists.., the rovolutionists must remain in tho midst
of tho workers who arc passing through that exporioncce..” This is tho roal
conclusion to bo drawn from tho oxistonce of o "mass movemont" for a labor party:
net thet we too therofore advosato 1%, but we must go through the oxporiences
, S1de by sido with tho workers in ordor to point out tho lossons~--but not meorely

b to peint out tho lossons after the workers have found them out fhr themselvos,
but IN.ADVAHCE, NOT. b

In cur fraction work inside tho labor party movemonts, our econerecto pol-
 lcles bocomo o matter of tactieally ada ptin

& our prpposals to the stago of dov-
elopnent of tho workers and the concreto circumstancos: eritical support to labor

rganization ondorses capi-
ndont labor candidates;
atos ore put forth, we con=

But whatovor tho form of our tactics,
¢ main lino is tho utilization of theso oxperionces, boforec and aftor, to dis-
-14-
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- Farty eandidatos wndor eortain conditions; whero tho o
- talist rarty eandidates, wo raisc tho slogun of indepe

. irnor-party donocracy, etce; whero indopendent candid

’ -g}t:n’cmto on raising progrummatio quostions,




{1lxgion the workera with labor perty polities and break then awey. Thile the
Mijordity also of course favors work insido tho labor party movoment, their main
1{ne rust nccessarily be to emmvincc the werkera of the necessity of building
and broadoning the lobor party. There the lines part, in precisely the vital

spote

It well may be that this disputo may turn out to be rorc importont
gpnptanatically than in itself, as a rcflootion of pessimistic, conservetive and
opportunlst currents within the perty. The key is & plan of action to build the
party, including a line for our work inside the labor party movement. This tho
Minority will elaborate further in the caurse of the discussion.

PART 11,

tTHE 1944 PARTY CONVENTION

(Soon efter the 1938 discussion, the lebor~party movement,
particularly tho INPL, began to deeline markedly, e¢ven be~
fore tho cutbreck of the war. This trend econtinued during
tho following yoars. Tho dispute ovor the labor party ques=
tion, however, reseded into tlge background, because of the
Split with the &P, the Rucciazn gquesticn, ctes

(Whon the 1544 Party Convention was appronching, the lobor-
party position had beon on the books for six years ~- but
no new dooument hed ever been written by the Majority to
rovise cr supplemont the original 1938 Resoluticn, to give
& new analysis or draw a balance-shect, to review that posi-
tion in the light of six yoors of oxperionce end ovents.
Our press continued to repeat the slogan, for a lebor party,
but the politiesl reasoning behind that slogan was still to
be faird only in the 1938 Rosoluticm. '

QThe Tirst doocument bolow was thercfore written for the dig-
oussion preceding thc 1944 Convontion. It was written to do

. three things: (1) tc recall to the minds of the party meme
borship ~ and leadership - the political analysis on which
the lcbor-party slogan of tho Party was sti1ll prosunably
founded; (2) to challonge the N.C. lnjority to make clear
whother they st111 held to this 1938 Resolution and its ‘
motivetion; (3) to polnt oub ‘that the political cnalysis
of tho Minority had never becn answered by Shachtman or
any other spokeaman for the labor-party position. This
first doounent below is thorefore in part a review of tho
1988 discussion.) '
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THE STATUS OF THE LABOR-PLRTY QUESTION’EE THE PARTY

by Hal Draper
(Internal Bulletin, Decembor 1943)

The first thing whiech needs to be made oslear at the present moment i3
the stnbus of the Labor Party questicom in our movement. This Zﬁbtic197'will
te ccnoernod solely with this, and with relatod quostions of methodology, in
ordor to reopen the discussion in the Party ranks,

Too many comrades are undor the impression that the Labor Party question
is one thot hos been "settled" in the Party; of ocourse it ezn be re~opencd and
re-sottled, but then it wald simply bo a matter of re-affirming or rejecting
a previously "settled" position, . Such is the -opinion,

It is not true that this is tho stabus of the quostion. Tho issuo boe
fore the eoming Convontion is not simply to ro-affirm, re-adopt or rejeet on
existing party documont or position,

The Convention has to adopt a Party position,

~-="What! Don't we now have o Party position on the LaborkParty?! "

\
i

- Yes ond nos

_ Wh.have & Party policy: For the Croation of an Independont Labor Purty.
That i1s all we have, strictly all, ' ’

That doos not yet edd up to a party position on the question, Or to
put it in othor words: the oight words cbove constitute o political sonclusion
but not an analysis, a theoretisal motivation, an exposition of our potitical
arproach to the Leboy Party issuc,

. For example: Ve do have o party position on the nature of the Russian
state, It is contained in a resolution which gives n theorctical cnalysis and
rolitical motivation for the conclusion that Russia is a burcoucratic-colleotive

ist exploitative state. The cmvention can eithor reaffirm or rejoct it =~- but
thore is no doubt that it exists, '

: The same 1 not true with respect to the Labor Party question. Oniy
the conclusion exists. Tho documented position does not exist,

] It is the duty of the N.C. to rresent this Convention with such a posi-
. tion, and of the Convention to adopt it or reject it in favor of anothor,

-=="But the Party has a dooumentod position on the Labor Party; 4t has
a thoorotical analysis and @ political motivationtt "

Vhero?

: =-="¥hy...in tho 1938 Rosolution of tho united SWP, which our party
cerricd over with it after tho split," ‘

: Yos, this is the only doouront to which tho party's prosont party polioy
 otn be referrod, If this is rointod to as oxpressing even the fundamontals of -
our presont theorotioul anslysia and prlitioud motivution (oven with tho lapiti~
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mate proviso that naturally i1t has %o be "brought up to dato"), then tho opening
remerks of this artlicle are at least 50% wrong. ‘

: I have_nevertheless ventured those romarks bocause I do not bolieve
that this ﬁ93§7 Resolution will today te defended either by the majority of the
K.C, o8 o whole or by Comrade Shachtman in partioculer. That is to say~-~it has
tcen scrappeds And if this is not so, I should like that faoot to bo made very
cloar. ‘ .

The Judgfnent of Events on the Party Resolution

Vhy do I consider it fairly safe to say that this originnl (and still
formally effective) 1938 party resolution will not be defended? - : '

Primarily, for a simplc roason: because it ig indefensible, It will'
to more than sufficient to prove the almost-oomplete incorrectness of -

(A) 4ts analysis of the political situation;

(B) its methodelogy and the theoretical bases of its argunents;
(c) its prodictions, ' .

Points (A) and (C) have already beon admitted by Comrade Shachtman,
Luring the faction fight in the SWP which led to the srlit, Shechtman made a
rcrort to a Minority Coucus meeting at Stuyvesant Casino, New York, on March 17
in which he discussed the objootive validity of factionel points of view. He
choso as his illustrative example theo provious Lebor Party discussion, and I

quoto his hindsight on this point verbatim: (Emphasis 4n all ‘quotations is mine -
unless otherwise noted,)

"I regret to say that Draper was indubitebly right in saying that
no roal movement existed for o Labor Party [fn 1938--~H_Q7. Some
‘factional viewpoints are immedietely confirmed; others Take time. _
In the casc of the Labor Party, it took one or two years to prove
our gnalysis incorroct. .

"The question of a Labor Party can still be dcbated -~ that is to
8ay, was it correct to advecate it at tho timo. As for nyself, I
om quite willing to say that Draper was indubitably corrcet in ana-
lysing the movement for s Labor Party."

This demonstration of candor is not Just an incidental admission. As I
Shall show, the naturc of the 1938 party resolution was such that its analysis
of the political situntion ("proven incorrcet") was crucial, deofsive and vital
to its thooretical method and to its oonclusion, Take out of it this "proven
incorrcot” analysis of the then situation, and litorally not o sentenco nor n

pbreso remains whieh even purports to give a roasén why revolutionary socinlists
$hould work for the oreation of a Labor Party,

This does not settlo the Labor Party question -~ far from it, os Shachte

man cvorrootly notes. All that it sottles is the 1938 resolution itsolf, But

this heppens to bo T party document upon which the prosent Labor Purty conclu-
slon of tho Party 15 Founded ! ’ '

Kee. A ro-exumination of this basie dooumont 15 thoref'ore neoossury, ond it
35 the further advwrtago of baing 11lundnuting.

’
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The Basio Party Resolution on the Labor Party Question

This resolution is unknown to many party members and forgottén by most
others. I must therefore resuscitate it frem the Undead,

The heart of this resolution is contained in ono passage, to which I
wish to devote my main attontion. But in order to precscnt the contents of the
resolution fairly, and in order to bring to the party's attention the whole ‘of
tho resolution which is supposed to be guiding its politieal action, I shall
summarize the oontext in which this passage appears, together with notes on the
methodology displayed by its formulatians,

(1)-This docurent was in 1938 presented by the N.C. as o kind of "rider"
to the Transitional Progrem then clso proposed; and its oponing passoge correctly
points ocut--

"the inadequacy of the purely coonomio struggle to solve even
the most prossing immecdiato probleme of the workers,"

Why? 'Because the economic declinc and sooianl erisis concels out any strike
goins and oven threatens the union movement's existenco. Therefore the tondency
of the masses to turn to political action,

Neither herc nor at any other point is tho next obvious queostion asked
or answered. Economis action camnoct golvoe "even tho most pressing immediate
problems of the workers;" only politieal action con. AGREED. But whab kind of
politiecal action can do this? CAN A LABOR PARTY? A z

If the American Lobor Party will likewise not bo oble to do #his, why

usher in the resolution with this "rodical" phraseology? And if the authors
; bolieve that it will or oan solve the workers'! problems, it would nid the dis-
~cussion if they would only vouchsafe us their opinion.

But there is no onswor. There is no cttempt at on answer, you under=~
stand, not even an unsuccessful onc. Having correctly raised the basie question,
the resolution apparontly considers its concreto application to the Labor Party
68 unnecessary. This is knom as window-dressing,

- (2)- In 1937-38, the new Labor's Non-Partisan Leaguo (LNPL) was flour-
ishing., Tho resolution describes it as o "systomatic and increasingly determined
cffort to organize and mobilize tho political strength of the workers as o single
b unit." This was true. It is also as truc that the same description applies to
- the present Political Action Camittoe of tho AFL and CIO. Both ropresent sys-

. tematio offorts to organize and mobilizo the political strength of the workers
28 adjuncts to the capitalist prliticel machinery,

3 But that is not what tho centhusiastic Lobor Party propononts saw. To
ther, the LNPL was "a profound departure from the old Gonpers school of labor

politics" =~ no less -~ "although on the surface Zi}ofoundrpeoploi7‘the two

MYy 3ppear to be identical,"  What preeisely was the profound difference? It

seems it was this: Gompersism cndorsed this or that fakor and lob it go at that;

the LNPL endorsed this or that faker and then set about systematiocally organizing

the workers to vote for said faker as o "friend of lebor." Do you soe tho

Profeund class angle?

t Yos, in 1937-38 many workers were once again awakening to their poli-
, d‘cal strength, That is why the LNPL was formed, and the New York ALP, and to-
A &Y the labor Political Aotion Committoes, Labor unnwekenod. can be adequately
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taken oare of on eleestion day vithout any special apparatus, The word machine
will do, Awokening labor has to be bridled and saddled,

(3) There is a profound impulse -- says the Resolution == of the masses
of workers towards completoly independont politiecl nction, It ndds: "This
inrulse is progressive."

An obsolutely incontrovertible statement, As indtiaputable as Trdbsky's'
cbservation that workers! petriotism based on o haotred of Nazism eoncoals a
teolthy end progressive impulse behind it,

- Note it concenls it, it distorts 1%, while at tho same time riding on
tho back of it., Does tho channelization of this impulse in the famous Labor

Party fructify and stimulato this progrossive impulse, or docs it too soncoal
t.nd distort it while riding on its back?

No enswer, It is enough to wex enthusiastio about the progressive

"impulso." The reader's subconscious is depended upon to bridge the gap from
the "progressivo impulse" to the "progrossive Labor Party,"

(4) The indiocated roservations arc made., We must hend off theo dangoers
of a bourgeois Third Party being substituted for o "genuino" Lebor Party., Wo
advance the program of transiticnal demands "in order to fructify the mass move-
ment in favar of a Labor Party and load it in o rovolutionary direction," The
rorty preserves its ovm full orgenizptional and politieal irdercndonce. Ve
struggle against and expose tho trado union turcaucracy, the Stalinists, eto,,
who want to prevent the oreation of a Labor Party or to hond it off toword @ ~
Third Party. Our perty "doos not ond will not, however, take upon itsclf an
responsibility for this Lebor Party," We occupy & oritical position in it,

So goes the resolution, and furthor remarks on these codiocils are re-
scrved since thoy do not affeot the basic motivations advanced,

Semo Predictiong «w by "Realists"

(5) Tho last sentoncos of the Rosolution are noteworthys:

"In 4ts vory esscnoe tho Lebor Parbty can proserve progrossive
signifiocance only during a comparatively short transitionnl period,
Tho further sharpenine Of the rcvolutionary situation will inovitably -
trork the shell of tho labor perty and permit the SP to rally
around tho bamner of tho Fourth Internationnl the revolutionary von-
guard of the American prolctariat," : :

This was written five years ago. A world war has brokon cut, the U,S.
has entered it, and we arc now in tho midst of it, This cvonbuality was not
mentioned in the resolution, or rather only hinted at in the passago quoted
8bove, Does thig paregraph now have force =- or does a Labor Porty first havo
to be crested beforo the Libor Party idca eun possibly lose progressive signifi-
cance?l Fuller discussion of thais aspeut too I roserve from the prosent. The
Pro-Lebor-Party majority have resorved it sinoc the outbreak of the wur, .

(6) Thoro aro four unqualified prodictions put forward by the resolu-

tion, 913 integral vith the gonersl outlook of tho document. As Shuchtman noted;.
311 four were 100% wrong,- . ‘
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Predioction No, 1:

“The further development of the orisis is certoin to strengthen
this tendenoy Zi?oward labor politieal notion/,

As a matter of record, the high point of the Lobor Party movement was
past not long after this prediction was voted to be "eortain" by a mojority of
hands, and the Labor Party movement sinoe has not even approached it,

Prediction No, 2:

"This new movoment, represcnted by the LNPL, must be characterized
a8 o stage in the development of the labor movement from complete
- Yo the political partics of big capital, to an indeopendent party of

the workers."

But the (official) labor movement is today at o peak of complete sub~
sorvience to the political parties of big copital, ~~-"But that is because of
the warl" «~-Yes, yes, it is besausc of the wors An annoying intorruption,
this war, to the proper "stages of development"! Even leaving all montion of it
out of the Labor Party thesis and ignoring it didn't stop it from interforing,

Prediction No., 3:

"The powerfully developing teade unions under the conditions of a
developing crisis of eapitolism will project themselves all the more
irreaistibly upon the road of political strugglo and upan the road of
orystaliization into a Labor Party,"

But the trade union bureauoracy will oppose 1t? Tho resolution has the
final and boldest scersaying to offer. Prediotion No, 4:

"Novortheless wo con with suffinient nssuranse predioct that the
resistance of +ho _l_)_lzfoaucmcx wiii bg brolon, T_he movenment in favor

o . -, et

' of o labor party wiil continue To grow.” -

The opposition of the burcaueracy to a roal independent labor party will
bo "broken" by the aroused rank-ond~file, who will drive chead to this politionl
break with oopitalism ovor tho heads of their reformist loaders. This was the
Prediction, Forbearing to yub salt into tho wounds of the seers, I merely ask:
Viould not this anticipoted ovent both require and constitute a "further sharpen-
ing of the revolutionary situation"=--and to on cpoch-moking extent? A phenomenon
such as is here confidently predicted doos not happen every Mondey in the rela-
tions between the rank and file and its reformist leadership |

But "the further sharpening of the revolutionary situation," i.e,, the
intensification of olass struggle, ie,, the decponing-of the workors! militency,
.04, the preroquisite for "breaking the resistance of the bureaucracy to a

‘h Labor Party",.. why, that is pPrecoisoely what "will inevitably break the shell of
. the Labor Party," is it not? ‘ '

; No, this is not a contradiction, The resolution has unwittingly blunde

f ered into the truth of the matter. Insofar as tho workers drive toward roally

| independent slass politienl aetion, insofar as they feally move into making a
real politionl bresk with capitalism (naturully, over the heads of their roforme

st bureaucraey, of oourse), insofur as this happons, the trois for u LuLor -,
Party 1s brokant




The oonditions ncoessary for real independent olass political action are
prooisely what make the “indepondont Labor Party" n fontasy,

The. Motivation _t_>£ tho Party!s Labor Party Document

But these romarks in the resolution are mainly incidental, The resolu-
tion's main job--~it had to be==-was to give some kind of answor to the question
why the party was changing ovor from opposition to and exposure of Labor Poarty
politios, to o pro-Lobor Party position. It had o make o stcb at 2 political
justification and motivation, The following sorved. I quote tho passage in full:

"At tho time of our natimal convention, wo took insufficiont
account of the new developmonts in the labor novement, oespecially in
Their political aspcets, and fell into the corror of repoatiing
obstract formulas on tho question of tho Labor Party which, in the
light of groat new dovelopmonts, had booame obsolote. It is nocos-
sary now to reconsider the quostion nnd to mako a radical chenge in
our tactios in roegard to the developing Labor Party movement, Gror
& period of yoars wo havo discussed ond debeted this quostion E*'.f‘.
the opportunists only in the abstrast, That could not bo othorwisec,
because neither o Labor Party nor a formidablo movement for its cre-
ation was anywhore to be secn. Ex_theso'discussions we saw only two
aspects of the question === a Lobor Party which did not oxist in
roality, but which the opportunists sought to suck out of their
fingers, or a possiblo fully doveloped Labor Party somec time in the
future. Wo now have to gear our practical cotivity toward a third
and hitherto inskfficiontly approciated anspect of the questione=-~
namely, o poworful mass movomont in the dircotion of o Labor Party
Which has not yet taken a olearly defined shapc. Ve have alwoys said
that, oconfrontod with a fully developed Labor Party, based on the
trado unions, we would take o positivo attitude toward it and most
likely partiecipato in it. Ve aro row confronted with the necessity
of concretizing this general point of view and of taking o direct

- part in the prcsent doveloping movement for a labor party and of
working witk all our strongth to push it on tho road of independence,"

 Bciled dovm, then, it amounts to this: We must change our negative position
toward the Lobor Party question, which was doterminod by the abscnco of o practi-
ool moss movoment which made it o practiocal problom. Now therc is e mass movee
ment end it is e question of cur party's participation among these masscs and
influeneing their courso, : :

Tho Abstract Formulas

.~ Our previous anti~Lober Party analysis, which had boon rathor fully
elaborated in theorotical, educctional and agitational docunints, roccives its

duc meed of notice in the above documontsein two words. Theso arc: "abstract .
formulas," ' ‘

Thus---litomlly thug«--worec closc to ten years of thoorctical and poli-
tical analyses disposed of. Outsido of what I have quoted, theorc was never
anether word written in rovalustion of the point of viow which was in tho process
of being pivon up. Indced Cannon wont so far in 1938 as to linit his "rofutation”
‘of the concepts he was then abandening to calling thon-- . :

. "abstract formulas which romuin unassailable from tho point of
viow of principle Lut outworn by evunts," .,
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theoreticnl motivation of the Majority (qs expressod in its rcgolution) consisted
in toto of this ineorrect analysis. Tho thoorotical motivetion of tho Minority
has never oven boen assailed (lot alono its being "unassailablo 4in principlo").

- Comrade Shachtman and theso who agrec with him still have this challenge
before thoms I suggest thoy tako Shachtmon'!s 1935 articlo as thoir mark, It is
cight yecars old; 1lot them exanine its predioctions as wecll as its theoryese
Tho party rosolution's prodictions---ovory one of them from the first pege to the
lagt=-~=wero proven incorrecot; the prognosis. of 1935 ean sit boside the realities
of 1943 without a blush, Tho "abstract formulas" rust havo had s anothing,

On Overlooking Mass Movomonts

I have shovm that the pro=Lobor Party Majority bascd its case, not upon
n oriticlsm and rovision of its previous politieal concepts on the Labor Party
quostion, but on the olaim that thosc provious concepts had flowoed primarily
from the lack of any mass movemont for a Labor Party; that it had somchow failod
to toke this ovontunlity into prior consideration., Tt would secem thot before
1938 it just had nover ocourred to us as ovon a hypothetieanl possibility, let
alone a reality. ' o '

As the party resolution put 4t: In those ZSroviou57 discussions, we
saw only two aspects of the question"=~--nomely, nothing at £1l stirring on tho

Labor Party front,.or elso a finished Labor Porby; and it was therofore that we
overlooked an attitude toward any intermediate stato. .

v \ ' ' ' '
Or os Bhachtmon-Burnham put it in thoir 1938 ‘Now Intornational articlo:

"Our 5reviou§_7 analysis was incomplcte, and 4n same respects,
not sufficiently ecloar, It did not allow for tho presont stoge of
dovelopment, in which an undeveloped and only partly cbnscious mass
movoment oxists a2nd is torn by werring tondencios of progress and
roaction but is not yot orystallizod... In brief, our old position
cannot and does not 'offoc‘bively answer tho problems raised by the
prosent stoge of development, It cannct cven in theory, for the
roason thot the now situation wns not cloarly allowed for."

The reader oan convince himsclf that this is tho sum total 9 'the alpha
and omoga of thoir answer to tho. Shachtmon-of=1935 by securing the article it-
self, ’ . o B : - ’

: ‘This polemical doodle ~- the allegatian of this peculiar ovorsight -- is

not oven a legitimate mistako. Thore was herdly o time before 1938 when tho

~ novement dobated the Lebor Party quostion with another pelitieal tondeney but

- that it had to faco, take up conorotely and analyzo this "third" aspoet which

- (Shechtman loter told us) it "nevor saw". Vo had to tako it up during the stay
of the Trotskylsts in the Socialist Party, whon Labor Party agitation wos dovole
gping, cspecially in tho advaneing CIO, end tho socialist contrists cast this up

O us,. , ' I

As o metter of fact, tho 1935 artiecle by Shachtman was written DIRECTLY
on this "unorescen" third aspoet -- in Diroot explioit answor to the problem which
the Shachtman-of-1938 blendly olairmed had nover erossed his mind § '

In 1935 the Communist Party changed its 1ino, from apainst to for the
~ ereation of a Lobor Party., Browder mado a speoch cxplaining tho change in line,
‘4Wa5_ the CP, by chance, rovorsing its vicws on this question? Oh no, explainod
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arcwdore. Vhy thon the change in "taotio"™? Shachtman quotes Browder:

"We must change our negative position tdmrds the Lobor Pdr&y
quostion, which was dotormined by the obsenee of a prastical mass
movomont which made it e practieal problem,” '

Shachtman oamments:

"But it was determined by exactly opposite considerations in
1930; the mass movement was indced there,.."

Browvdor, ocontinued:

"Now there is a mass movement, and it is a quos‘tion of our party!s
porticipation among these masses and influeneing their ocurse."
, )

And Browder sgoini

" "There does nok yot exist a clearly defined Labor Pafty movement ¢
There 1s only the beginning mass break-owey, within which a struggle
is going on betweon two main olass forces." :

It was on this specch that Shachtmon wrote his article, It is obvious
thet the theorctical motivetion of the party resolution 1se--not similore-<but
 1dontical a8 two pens with Browderts politienl explanation, I do not ocite this
as nocessarily damning evidenoe against the formor. -But oconversely, the mere
fect thet it was Browder putting it forth did not damn it 4in our eyes elther,

then, Bhachtman hud Yo annlyze it and tear it %o shreds politically.

: One oan go further. Shachtman quoted above referred to the "mass move=
ment" for o Labor Party whioh existed in 1930, Tho same 1935 article goes into
‘the most detalled discussionm, however, of the provious experience of the Ameri-
can revolutionary movement with the Labor Party question, in 1922~23, Shachtman .
writes of this period: ; '
""In 1922, the just organized legal comrmunist party (the Workers
Party) put forward for the first time tho slogan for a Labor Party ond
lounched o eampaign to realize it, Tho reasons for the new policy
were fourfold: (1) there wos not only a strong Labor Party sentiment
. among the workers, but a natimnal Farmor-Labor Party, stsongly sup~
ported by many trode union bodies, aoctunlly existed; (27 the railrond
Brotherhoods, tcgether with other naticnal ugions and farm orgonizae
-tions, had loucnhed the Confercnce for Progressivo Politisal Action
in Chicngo in February 1922;....
"Easier to understand in retrospect than to havo porceived it at
the time, the so-called Labor Party movement developed simultaneously
and in significant combination with the so~called Third Party movement,
The former may be summed up as the first post-war reformist politiocal
expression of the discontent of the workers with the copitalist regime
of its two partios, dissatisfaction with tho hoary official polioy of
"reword your friends ond punish your onemies," a groping toward inde-
pendent working- class expressicn on the political ficlde ¢ee Anxious
to break with the scotarian past of their underground existence,
apprehensive lest they romnin isolated fram tho rolitieal development
of the masses, the communists flung themsoelves into the oampaign for
a Lobor Party, with o rising overestimation of its hold upon the masse
es8, its distinctive olass charaoter, its possibilitics and its virtues."
| -24 "
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This was a living mass movement for a Labor Party, fully equipped with
progressive "impulses," stronger than anything whieh has hit the Amcrican working

class since.

And it was mainly on the basis of the lessons of this experience with a
mass movemont thot the Trotskylst movement developod its anti-Labor Party analy-
zis1 1t played the same role for the movement in this rcspeet-that the Chinese
kovolution or the Anglo-Russian Committee did in more important regards. Yet
comos 1938, and another upsurge of Labor Party sentiment, and Comrade Shachtmon
teclls us that "woe saw only two aspocts of the quostion,” and that we never allowed:
for this "unforeseen" development, not even in thecryll

The "Mass lovement" Thoory and tho Méthodolbgy‘of Opportunism

: All this-would be quito useless to recount if it were neroly water

under the bridge. But here is the disturbing fact: The stato of the party's
political thought on the Labor Party question is EXACTLY the same today as in
1938, :

Trotsky said that o good housckeeper docs not permit cobwobs to acoumu~
late in her house, nor dare tho party permit eobwebs to remain in its theory,
One may get too used to cobwebs as a regular port of the furnishings,

The worst theoretical edusation our party has ever received was the
onmpaign of the Labor Party ndvocates 'to convince it that tho existcnoe of
widespread sentiment for a Labor Party wos adequete and sufficient reason for
OUR support to this aim of Labor Party organization, and that it oven made o
negligeablo bagatelle of the serious analysis we hed proviously made, and which
many o atinued to make, of tho meaning of Labor Party orgonization.

Within the ranks of the rarty, this typc of methodology is translated
in cruder terms: : ' '

"I spoke for a Labor Party in Locnl Umpteen and boy, did it -
go over bigl"

"Look at the unim resolutions for a Lobor Party, There's the
issue fer usl" : ' '

"Here's o positive proposal we onn make on a union floor,"
- (The word “"positive" in this vooabulary defines o proposal to solwe
problems of labor which lorge numbers of them are ot present ready
to aoccopt,)

The Lebor Party propoiition ean in some oases be a good talking point
in o wnion, Since this is o foct, and sinee our party mermbers are not sectarians,
- this mokes it legitimotely attractive to all of us, And it is true that this
cttractive advantege has boen more cffective in convineing comrades of the
"corrcotness" of the Labor Party policy than nll the attempts at theorctical
reticnalization by the supporters of it, This mcthod of deriving political line
from tactical opportunitics is alien to Marxisme--it is of course the methodol gy
of orportunisme---but it has became ineroasingly possible for & number of comrades
en this questicn bocouse it is given foctitious weight by the kind of argumonta~

tion eaployed by the party resolution and tho political leadors of tho porty.

. Tho cxistence of a workers! mass movement for ANYTHING, a mass sentimont
- for ANYTHING, is on- impressive fact, In absolutely NO onse ean it fail to affect
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our politiocal aotivitics, There-is onc thing it CAKNOT do: prevent us from nske
ing "Mass sontiment for WHAT?" and bopinning our analysis with this question,

Thore is or was working class mass sontiment for the wor against Hitlor
Gormany., On the basis of theoretioal analysis and political motivations, we
edopt our own attitude tavard the war. In the pooyliar vocatulary of a Labor
Party enthusicst, it is not a "positivo" omo, It 1s also unpopular, let us say.
It is likewise often difficult and nct infroquently impossible to give an adequate
prosontation of our view on a union floor. In many casocs wo have had to "sit
out" discussions bearing upon it. Wo trim and adapt the form and omphases of our
rolitical agitation, C

Thot this sad state of offairs dces not fonze us determinos the Morxist -
charnoter of our party, Our attitude wes expressed by Trotsky:

- "We have repeated many times that tho scicntific charaster of our
aotivity consists in tho fact that wo adapt our program not to poli~
tical conjunctures or the thought or mood of the masses a8 this mood
is today, but we odapt our rrogrom to the objective situation as it
s represented by the economic class structure of sociotyess

This program.,.cannot be understocd by the workors as a whole, It
would be very good if the vanguard weuld understand it in the noxt
period and that they would thon turn and say to the workers, !'You
must save yourself from fuscism.'... Tho reformists have o good
smell for what the audionco wants... But thot is not sorious revolu~
tlonary aotivity. Wo must have tho cournge to be unpopular, to say
*You are fools,! 'You are stupid,! !'Thoy betray youe..!," :

But after ten years of saying "Wo do not went to see the creation ‘of a
Labor Party" and of arguing why, wo wore told: "There is now mass sentiment for o
Labor Party, and that is why WE havo to want it also,"

MASS Movements and the Natiomal Question - A Cnse in Point

Our attitude on the war is ono typoe of larxist reaction to the oxistonce
| of a mass sentimont, It is Caso I, whore we deem the fonl of this mass movement
i Yo bo objectively ronctionary, and therefore merely trim our sdails to the effocts
 of this sentimont.

i We do not have to go for for on exemple of Case II, whero we deem the
Fonl of the mess movement- to be objeotivoly progrossive, ond aro thorofore
- spurred into activity by it in order to push it the faster toward its progressive

1 end .

The N.C. resolution on the National Quostion in occupied Europe emrha-
' sizos tho fact thet notional liboration is the basis of whatever there is today
i in Europe of a workers! mass movement. That moans that we thercfore support

b this movemont? NoOT 50 FAST!

, Botween the fact of mass sontiment and tho conclusion of support is an

‘ et}‘circ resolution which gocs from one to the other by giving a theoretical foundae

3 tl_on end o politieal motivation for throe not~inconsequentinl promises for that

' ¢enelusion, They are: ' : T

- (1) Thore s o real question of nationnl liberation involved in the
Europoan situstion tadey, not just an imperialist-conceived domagogio
slogan. Tho resolution considors it nceossary to prove this with

. Somo dotanil, ' g3
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(2) We are for the nim of national liberation, which if and when
achieved would have o progressive effoct on the class struggle far
sociclism. The N,C. rcoognizes the need for proving this with

. argument, thooretical considorations and politieal ananlyses,

(3) The strugglo for this aim is ono which leads to breakihg the workors
away from capitalism and townrd the socianlist rovolution,

Having first ostablished the abovo, thoe NC!'s cmphasis upon the existence
of tho mass movemont in Europe and tho neccssity for the vanguordts participation
is o model of Bolshevik strategy. And as against Comrades Johnson, O!Connor, &oc.
1t is trobly important to omphasize the significanco of tho Europeon mass movement
inasmuch a8 in words they subsoribe to Points 1, 2 and 31 ’

BUT on the Labor Partye..

Before 1938, ‘we had already analyzod the meaning of tho mass "impulses®™
for a Lebor Party that hed eropped up? --~No matter; there is now another mass
impulse, : ‘ ,

‘Before 1938, we hod already said thot a Labor Party would be renotionarys
=-~No matter; it never occurred to us that mass sentimont for = Lobor Party
might precede its finished formation.

; Bofore 1938, we had said a Labor Porty would be an obstacle to breaking
the workers awoy from capitalist politics? =--No matter; their "impulse" is pro-
gressivo, 80 the Labor Party itsclf must bo too.

Beforo 1938, we had said that a Labor Party thot would: really be inde~
pendent of ocopitalist pclities wos an anachronistic fantosy? ~-~No matter; it's
e good talking point,

Boforc 1938, we had said that it is our businoss to ocmbat the Labor
Party $1lusions of tho workers? e=-=No matter; wo must not bo "nogative.”

A Challenge

. The 1938 party resolution represents the presont status of the Labor
Party question in the party's theory=--ns it oxists in authoritative documented -
forms Borapped though in effect it was not long aftor it was passed, its
methodology and conclusions lived on. It is dead; but it walks abroad in tho
poges of Labor Action, and periodically oclonks in a given soction of the current
Politiocnl Resolution, It is tho zombic rosolution of the party. VWhat it nocods
is oithor a soul or a stake through its heart. ’ . -

Ve have a right to domand that the pro-Labor Party loadorship of tho
party presont o dooumonted theorotical and political analysis and motivation for
thoir position, in opposition to the previous annlysis of tho Trotskyist movement
(as represented by Shachtmen's 1935 articlo) and to tho present annlysis of the
opposition in the party. I shall not murmur at tho absolutely incvitable fling-
ing of "soctarian," "isolationist," and "negativo™ in tho direction of all points
of tho campass, provided that this oxcreiso follows » and docs not substitute for,
such a motivetion, I should like to rcduee somewhat tho prescnt figure of from
Ten to fiftoon different (ond in half tho cases, mutually oxclusive) theorios
evolved by oamrodes in justification of tho Lobor Porty lina, for lock of a
party analysis. ,
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If Comrade Shachtman or any other authoritative spokesman fer the
pro-Labor Party policy finds it possible to take up this challenge, th:ls will
}mve achieved enough of its purpose

- B>
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Substitute Resolutlon on the Labor Party Question

" LABOR-PARTYISM AND THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

1, The labor movement in the United States is characterized
by a great gap between the comparatively high degree of economioc
organizatlion and militancy and its extreme politlcal backwardness.
Objective soclal forces are pushing the workers towards increasing
political consclousness. The most important of these is the in-
creased intervention of the capitalist state into the economic
structure and mrticularly into the relations between labor and ca-
pital, Increasingly Labor's problems, even lmmediate problems,
have to be solved with reference to the political policles of the
government. This is a trend which has already been set forth in
rarty documents at length. o :

- The PAC

2, The conclusion which the trade union bureaucracy has
drawn from this fact is that it requires their vigorous interven-
tioh into politics =~ into capitalist politlcs - in order to lnflu-
ence the policies of the goverpment. Tnhe organizational express-
fon of this conclusion 18 the PAC, with 1ts policy of "rewarding
friends and punishing enemies" in the two capitalist partles. The
PAC today differs from the old AFL~-Gompers line of "rewarding
~ friends and punishing enemies" insofar as it is tar more concerned
. with this activity and organizes a special arm of the labor move-
. ment to do so.

The Trend to Third-Partylism

3. This policy i3 proving its bankruptcy; and at the same
. time the development of the class struggle forces sharper reallgn-
" ments within the old parties, even among the capitalist politicians,
~ on the traditional ground of whether labor can best be kept in
line by means of clubs or honeyed words. The.old two-party sys-
tem has not broken up, but the forces of disintegration within 1t
are running apace., Especially as the politicalization of labor
advances, the meaningless division between Democrats and Republl-
cuns may possibly give way before a realignment between a capital-
ist~conservative section (represented by the Republican~Southern
Democrat bloe) and a capitalist-liberal section (represented by .
the remnants of the New Dealers, Ickes, Wallace, etcd). |

4, The formation of such a "liberal" Ickes-Wallace movement -
cither as a split or as the result of a reshuffling of Democrats
and Republicans - this is what we have referred to as the trend
toward a Third Party of Capitalism. The mass basefor such a Third
Tarty can no longer be sought in the agrarian populatlon of the
middle west, as was true of Third Parties in the past; nor certaln-
ly in any number of generals-without-an-army like Ickes and Wallace
thomselves. The mass base of such a Third Party, 1f it is really
Lo exist in any influential form, can only be the mass trade unlons,

the trade unions which now support the PAC. ' :
: ' use
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The Fyture of the PAC and the "Third Party"

5, Tnhe coalition of the PAC with Ickes-Wallace, "liberal
Demoorats and assorted fake "pogressive" politicians is, then, the
' fnevitable complexion of any signiflcant Third Party which is for-

med in the U.S. today. Whether the inltlatlve ls taken from the
side of the PAC or from the side of the New Dealers, the result 1s
equally a new capltallst party demagoglcally bestriding the labor
movement with capltalist politicilans as its leaders, whether these
capltalist politicians are former Rposevelt office-holders or

tish Bevin and Attlee,

: 6. For the trade union burcaucracy, the formatlion of such a
Third Party would be only a new form of théir intervention in capl-
' talist politiloes, It would mean that the labor movement would gain
‘organizational independence from the Democrats and Rgpublicans, by
- forming a new capltallst party with the labor movement tled to its

 tall. ’

7. This Is not independent labor politics, obviously., Inde-
pendent political action by labor, to be .progressive, means not
merely an organiz ational break with the Democrats and Republiocans
but independence from capltalist politics,

The Lesson of the A.L.P.

8, This analysis is fully confirmed azt all points by the only
existing expressions of labor-partyism in the, country, the American
Labor Party of New York state and the Michigan Commonwealth Federa-
- tlon, Tpe ALP took its inception in the fear of the labor bureau-

cracy that progressive labor in New York was turning away from
Roosevelt and the Ngw Deal in disillusionment. It was formed in
order to ride this progressive impulse of discontent wlth bourgeolis
“politics,.and rein it toward support of Roosevelt., The MCF took
~4ts inception in the complete breakdown of the regular Democratic
Party organiz ation in Michigan, and its practical-political effect
was to substitute for it o labor-colored Rooseveltlan electoral
machine. Like any other today, these labor parties represented the
continuation of oclass-collaborationist politics by othor means,

9, Thé ALP, since its 1nception; acted completely as the.
"loyal" (that 1s, Rooseveltian) wing in New York of the Roosevelt

Democratic Party. Its structurs and organization has been, if any~-
,thing, more bureaucratized than the trade union bodics on which it

the running of a Tammany politician, Dean Alfange, for the high
rost of Governor - as a "bold" move for independent actlion, inde-
Iendent action by the Roosevelt wing of the Democratic Party. All
this was completely true before thce capture of the ALP by the
united front of Hillman and the Stclinists, If a Third Party of
‘bourgeois liberalism.had becen formed in New York "instocad of" the
ALP, how possibly could it have differed from the actually exlstent
ALF? If a Third Party is formed nationally, how possibly will it
differ from a national extdnsion. of the ALP? ng7

- "1abor men" like Hsllman and other American equivalents of the Bri- -

13 basod. Its fathest step in the-dircction of "indepondence" was
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The "Laborite Third Party" Today

10. Whether the trade union bureaucracy breaks with its pre-
sent policy of "reward and punish" in favor of such an independent
third-party movement depends primarily upon one factor: .the grow-

‘IE@‘F@HIOa%iZation of the workers from below, a wave of radicali~
zntion which would face them with the task of channelizing 1t back
into " safe" capitalist waters. As the 1944 Conventlon Resolution
of the party put it truly, the likellest possibility is that: )

"the sharpening of class antagonisms in the country will
generate enough pressure upon at least a section of the
labor bureaucracy to impel it to take the leadership of
an independent labor political party lest the movement

of the masses 'get out of handt."

This i1s exactly the point, straight out of the mouths of the
advocates of labor-partyism: the objective political meaning of
the formation of a so-called labor party can only be the heading-
off and reactlonary channelizing of the politicalization of the
workers. Wnhat thls describes 1s not the condition for the organiza~
tion of a "genuine independent labor party," but the condition for
the formation of a Third Capitalist Farty, no matter what name may
- be attached to it :

\
i

_ 1l, As a matter of fact, in our era of capitalism, the his-

. torical distinction between a Third Cypitalist Party on the one
hand and a “genulne" labor party on the other has become obsolete.
- Today any significant Third Party must be based on the trade union
 masses. 30 also today, a reformist trade union party (a labor

- party) must remain politically tied to capitalist politics., These
two historical categories tend to merge today in the trend toward

- a "laboxite Third Party." '

The British Labor Party

, 12, This is what is shown us today by the British Labor Party,

- which functlions today as the "Third Party" of British capitalism.

| (More exactly, it is the First Party of British Capitalisml) This

 1s not at all to deny that 1t is also as much of a Labor Party as

1s possi ble under the conditlions of capitallsm today, This is a

| paradox only in terms of outlived concepts. What the British La-

bor Party demonstrates in life i3 the merging of the concepts of

' Third Capitalist Party and reformist labor party, and the impossi-

bility of distinguishing between them in practical politics, The

distinctive origin and mass composition of the British Labor Par-

ty, as well as the i1llusions of the workers regarding it, have an

. Important effect on our tactics with regard to 1t as an existing
obstacle to the soclalis® rcvolution, but not upon our political

- estimation of it. ) o _ '

"Independent Labor Porty" - A Dream of Yesterday

13. In the U.S., precisely'because the trade union bureaucracy
" has not even broken organizationally with the Democrats and Repub-
' licang, 1t is sti1ll possible to dream of a labor party which will

usg



32

find a middle grouné - that 1s, which will be neither politically

a Third Party of capitalism nor yet a revolutionary soclalist par-
ty. Obviously it 1s possible even to speak of an 'Independent la-
bor party based on the reformist trade unions" only on the basis. o
such a dream. There used to be such a mlddle ground; it no longer

existse

14, The possibllity of such a middle ground.existed before
the present era of capitalist decline, when capitalism was still
expanding. It was a possibility then because a reformist struggle
for immediate galns economical and political, which the bourgeoislie
vas able to grant Lif sufficiently pressed, offeréa*a realistle po-
IItical perspective, At the sume time, and for the very same rea -
son, the reformlst parties of social~democracy also were able to
play a progressive role in the historical development of the work-

ing class,

15, Today, both in the case of reformist labor parties and
reformist soclel~democratlic parties, this political perspective is
no longer actual. Today even the successful struggle for immediate
demands requires militant, class-struggle, inplicltly rewolutlon=-
ary action. The bourgeoisle must tend to withdruw rather than
grant further concessions. What gains are made episodically eare
cancelled out by the development of the capitalist crisis, The
time 1s past when a worklng classpolitical party acting within the
programmatic limitations of boursgcois reformism had sn indepéndent
role to play in organizing the class In independent action for im-~
medinte concessions. Today the only working class program which Is
actually -~ politically - independent of the chpitalist class 1is
the revolutionary program.

16. Therc is no reason for makling any putative American labor
party a pecullar exception to the rule: .Today every political for-
mntion 1s confronted with the harsh alternctives - defcnse of ca-
pitalism or the fight for socinlism. Only individuals without
responsiblility, theorlists and paper resolutions czn continue to
talk in tems of a dreamed-up middle ground, The possibility of
Tinding footing in a middle ground 1s no longer there for any
serious politlcal movement. The pressure of social forces docs not
permit this escape from reality to any politic"I organization which
has to act on real problems.

17, The old type of reformist‘progrnm, whlch in a different
- period provided this middle ground, has now been taken over by the
moat .enlightened section of the bourgeoisie itself - .the "left"

New Do*lcrs, the-Roosevelt Democrats, the "liberal" wing of capital-
ist politics., It is in this sensc that we uscd to make the gQbser-
vation thnt the Roosevelt administrations may be called the "social-
democrotic phase" of American political devolopment. It is that
socinal-democratic phase, not in its "classic" form naturally; but
in the crabbed, reactionary, telescoped and already senile form
Incvitable undor the new conditlons of chronic capitxllst decline
and chronic war and revolution. The lusty reformism of thc old
days, with 1ts progressive consequences and pollitlcally independent
~ pProgrammatic base, is no more possible for it than it is posslble
. for the labor burecucracy. 1Hs9.
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Attutude on Labor-Fartyism

18, The desire to find a by-pass to the creation of a mass
revolutionary party is a common concession to the mood of the times,
It even leads to the notion that a national American labor party
can be that mass revolutlonary party itself! This theory of how
a revolutionary party can be forged is by far less plausible than
the average theory on this basic question which Bolshevism has had
to reject and oombat., We teach that a revolutionary soclalist par-
ty must be founded on a revolutionary program ana built around that

rograme. -A wealth of historical experience has conzirmed this 1n
every Instance. - There 1s no reason advanced to make an exception

for America in this regard.

19, To teach the most advanced wa kers to look toward a la-
bor party as the political rallying center of American labor (let
alone as the future revolutionary Party instrument of American la=-
borl) is to teach a falsehood and a delusion. It will be preclsely
“the best, most advanced workers who will be disillusioned with a
labor party first. Our job is to hasten this process, if it turns
out that they must go tiarough.it. It is not our job now to point
to the labor party as the way out of the post-war breskdown which -
1s coming, -or as the shield agginst fascism, but to insist with all
our strength that only revolutionary soccialist politics and a re-

- volutionary party can solve these problems. We must tell the truth
| about the labor party, that 1t wlll not be able to solve “even the
- most Iimmedlately pressing problems of labor."

3 20+ We do not advocate the formation of a laborite third. par-
- ty. Ve do not advance the defeatist concept that if a labor party

- 1s not formed, the alternative for the workers is defeet and doom,

. We do not believe that a labor party is an inevitable stage which

-~ the Amerlcan working class must go through on the road to socialism,
. St1ll less do we present the even more dangerous concept that the
labor party is, can be or should be looked to as the party of the

- soclalist revolution, , : :

, 2l, The question that is now presented in the U.S. 13 that

of advocating the creation of a labor party, where none now exists.
If In the future (as Ls the case in the present in England) a la-
bor party or laborite third party should come into exlstence and
tecome a political reality, our attitude towards it becomes 2. ques-
tion of tactics, We have always sald and say agaéin that we will
stand at the side of the working class without separating ourseives
from them, in every phase of their politic=zl development.

22, Ve stand rewdy to enter and work within any labor party
“that is set up, in a tactiecsl approach which would be determined
‘nelther by opportunist or sectarian "principles" but by the con-
c¢rete conditions and opportunities. We will advance and fight for
‘the Immedinte and transitional demands which we propose for the
‘Working class, Ve will seek to utilize whatever arena the labor
‘Party provides for these purposes and for socislist education. To
any labor party movement we say: "Your londers hive ostensibly or-
" ganlzed for independent political action and in order to solve yow
bressing problems, It is our ovinion that they and the labor party
' . - : : N 6o
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ean do neither. ¥ou don't agree with us? Then see for yourselves;
right for oless-struggle candidates and & cluss-struggle .
Présram. We intend to fight zlong wlthyou for these objectives. We
w311 show you in actlon .that socilalist politlcs is the only way
rut." =~ This is the general senss of a revolutlonist'!s agitation

ard propaganda with respect to a labor perty.

- 23, But our job is to attempt to shorten by our own efforts
 any hypothetical labor-party phase of working-class political de-
velorment; to convince at least the vanguard now thet thecy must
come directly to the revolutionary party, and toc utilize their ex-
 perliences, especlally thelr experlences with the labor party, ncw

- for this purpose. Our job is to foster disillusiomment with the

- yeformist, pro-war, collaborationist machlne, instead of strengthen-
ing 1llluslons by our own advocacy. We do not wish the oharacter

£ the labor party to be exposed solely by experience. We wish the
gdvanced workers to turn %o the others, and say: "This party told
us the truth about the labor psrty; it showed us the way soonest;
1t is a good party." : , .

Politlecal Consciousness and the Task of the Party

24, The desire of workers to break with the Democratic and
Republican parties of capitelism 1s an inevitable and progressive
sign of thelr radicalization and ndvance in political consclousness.
Aa always, the danger is that this acdvence in thinking may be or-
gunizationally crystallized and corraled in reactionary ways. When'
a radicalized worker joins the Communist Party, this is what has
happened., When a radicalized worker voted for Roosevelt under the
ALP symbol instead of the Democratic, this is what happened, This
15 nlso the relatlionship between political radicalization and a la-
borite third perty. C - :

25. Such radicalization and politicalization of the rank and
file of labor 1s the fertilized ground “upon which we grow, If it
crystallizes into the reactionary form of a reformist labor=-third
party, we will go through this experience with them too. But it is
not our job to recommend that they make this mistake in order to
:teach them to know better. The working class will make many such
mistakes without our ald, on its road to a .socialist revolution,
We, the revolutlionary party, have only a certain amount of forces,
‘and energy, and time at our disposal. It is our job to use them
to point to the recl political solution, not to any other, That 1is
to teach the necessity of revolutionary soclalist organizationy in
actlon, Iin agitation, in propaganda ard in theory. :

The Line of the Pransitional Program

: 26, ‘The main line toward the building of the revolutionary
,werkers Party is lald down in the 1938 theses of our movement on

"The .Death Agony of Capltalism" ond the necessity of a revolution-
ary Transitional Program. This line does not consist merely of a
Serics of concrete demands, The concept here is that of channeliz-
ing the Inevitably increcsing social and political consciousness

of the workers in the direction of a struggle which goes outslde the

- framework of capltclism. 1TLis means not only a struggle forub.'
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"reasonable" transitlonal demends whose realizatlon however is
incompatible with capitalism, but also a struggle for those organ-
izatlional forms which lead outside the capitalist framework of
parllamentarism and reformist trade-unionism. ’

.27, How will our program take hold in the workers' mass move=-
ment?% The Transitional Program prepares the way for putting the.
question of power on the agenda, The main line which the party
must follow in implementing the Transi¥ional Program is to teach
the workers the necessity of depending on their own extra-parlla-
mentery strength and orgrnizatlon - certalnly not to teach them to
Jepend upoh or acid %C any prusent iliusions in, the obility of a
labor party to carry out this Transitional Program. What organiza=-
tional forms must we strive for to carry out the Transitional Pro-
ﬁram? Under Section A of the national thesis (Economic Demands) :

The organizatlons best fitted to cope with the problems of wor-
kers control at the point of production are the shop-committees . v
Every effort must be exerted to organize the shop-cormittees, whisoh
‘may become organs of dual power in the factory and the nucleus
- of soviets, as the crisis takes on a-revolutionary character in

the future." Under Section B (The Siruggle hgalnst Fasclism):
' the organization of the workers! defense guard, the workers!
militla. In Section C (Struggle Against Viar) the need for extra-
parliamentary organization, here most immediately counterposed to
the perspectlve of a labor party, is most obvious. Section D
(the slogan of a Workers Govermment) means for us, s the form
for which we strive, a workers! govermment bused upon the counclls
of workers and farmers. Although the workers may have to pass
through the experience of a labor perty government, we must real-
i1ze the dunger of ourselves giving this content to the slogan, in
our own agitation. Carefully the party must lesd the workers
through the experiences of the shop-committees, the workers! de-
fense guard, etc., to the creation of councils of workers and
farmers, and toward the national consolidation of these extra-
parliamentary organs of struggle as the crisis matures., That is
the course which we must set in motion among the masses to counter-
act the peoples-frontism and democratic front of the Stalinists
and 1llberals, If this is the main line we put before the masses,
our main line in political agitation 1s also to keep before their
. eyes the necessity for revolutionary organizzotion. Ve cannot
proint both toward soviets cnd a reformist 1: bor party as the means
of carrying out our revolutionary transitional progrom,

28, The above expresses our concept of the goal toward which
We are strivlng to channelize the radicalization and politicaliza=-
tion of the workers, It iIs the direction to which our revolution-
cry propaganda points., The extent to which it c¢an become the cener
of our dally agltation will, of course, depend on the tempo with
which the U.S, goes through any temporary post-war economic boom
and the consequent rapidity and depth of the inevitably oncoming
period of sharp social crisis. Wpile the U.S, has not yet entered

- ¥ Ty .ontire parag aph 1s reppoduced in toto from the Minority
" Resolutlon on the labor party question which I presented in 1938, -

3 " Wwhen the pParty first ndopted Jite present pro-iabor party paeition,

==1.D, | ()7 % X
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1ts post-war future of deepgoling soclal crisis, the comparatively
vricf interlude, which we arc now in and which will steadily mount
up to it, must be utilized to prepure~= to prepare our own cadres
~nd the ranks of advanced workers, It is in this scnse that our
theses on "The Death Agony of Capitalism" and the necessity of a
revolutlonary Transitional Program provide the alternative to the

concept of the reformlst labor purty as the inevitable next stoge
cf working olass development, - '

Hal Draper
Anne Russell
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