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FOR UNCONUITIONAL OPPOSITION TO STALINISM!
AGAINST THE SLOGAN OF AN "SP-CP-CGT GOVERNKENT"

The statement on France of the majority of the national

committee of the party marks a serious step backward in the politlic-
"8l development of the party. At its founding, 8ix years ago, the

" party rejected the slogan of the uncondlitlonal defense of Stalinist
Russia. At 1ts second national conventlion it tooik esnother step
forverd when it broke with Trotsky'!s conception ef Russia as a
degenerated workera! state, and adopted the view that Russla Is a
bureaucratioc cellectivist society. In this position, however, the
party majority leadership still retained heavy carry-overs from
Trotsky's: theory;.-nanely, in regard to the alleged progressive
character of Stalinist nationalized property as compared te cap-
jtallst private property and thus in the polltical conclusion that
under circumsiances vhere the lssue at stake was the defense of
"natlionalized property" against "capitalist private property" -
in a war with an external or Internal enery - revolutionary so-
cialists should urge the workers to cooperate with the Stallnlst
regime - give material support to the Russian army vhile maintain-
ing political opposltion.

. This attitude of defense of Stalinlst Russla "under given
conditions",however, did net interfere with the party's clear
cut opposition to both contending cemps in the Imperlialist war
which just ended., Nelther in the popular propuganda articles and
speechés of the party'!'s spokesmen unor in the riore theoretical
writings on the war and Russia - from the time of the adoption of
tho resocluiion on Russis until today = hes the party put forward
its official view of conditional support of Stalinist Ruasla,
‘Practically spcaking, the party has revised 1lts vliew on this mat-
ter without formal decision. : '

Further, at its last convention, the party decided unequi-
vocally agalnst the old slogan of our movement "The CP to Power"
far the capitalist countrieas and warned agalnst the dire conse=-

‘quences of a Ssalinist victory. (Sce the resolutlion on the
National Question in Europe.) : ) .

, But now, with the second world war at an ond, with Stallnlst-
Russia the most powerful force on the Eurcpean continent, with the
Communiast parties the strongest political forces In mest of the
non-Russian Eyropean countries, tho National Committée majorlity
provoscs the slogan, "For an SP-CF-CGT Government" in France;
that-1s %o say, once again advocates & fomm of conditional support
to Sealinism. OyF French Comradcs arc urged Lo support (or ini-
TIate) = rovemont for the CF to take power jointly with the &
and the CGT .on a program of revolutionary transition demands (de-
mands vihich lead from capltalism to a socialist regime).

The NC majority relterates its opposition to un exclusively
Stalinist regimc. Agcording to its statement, the Cormunist
party is "not a democratic but a totalltarian party opcrating as
an instrument of the Kremlin and the G.P.U. Hence, we ovpose any
slogsn whilch means lifting thls counter-revolubionary totalitarian
instrument into the position of statc power 4in any countrysee"

. / -«
The statement also declared thst since. the Soclallst angd
: ' ' 1208 .




Communist parties of France Upepresent a majority not only of the
roletarlat but of the people as a whole," the restoration of

'the class independence of ths rroleturiat" demands "first of alll
s break with the bourgeolisie, a breas with de Gaulle, and the for-

mation of a "Government of the Sotlalist Party-Cormunist Party-

CGT."

Such a coalition, we are assured, would not lead to a Stalin-
ist reﬁime because an examinatlon of the concrste French situation
today 'indlicates that the Stalinist party cannot and will not and
does not seek to take power In France in any way comparable to
1ts selzure of power in Poland and Yugoslavia," This 1s so since
a Stalinist attempt at political power would precipltate civil
war and bring closer the third world war which the Kremlln seeks
to avold, "at lesst in the next period." '

' However, the statement continues, if contrary to this view,
"the Syalinists should now e on the verge of taking state pover .
in France" and the Soclallsts, the French bourgecoisle and Anglo-
ericen imperiallsm prove impotent to prevent a Stallnlst "con=-
solidation® of power - if thils were the perspective - "then. an
altogether different conclusion Would De dictated to the. Fourth
International." Then it would no longer merely be a question of
the validlity of the slogan upder discussion (SP =CP~CGT Government)
but our conception of the character of our cpoch and our tasks
would have to be rcviscd. And in the same paragraph, as though
repeating the sario thought, the NC majority declares that suc% a
Tovision would bc impcrative 1f we were "esonfronted by the rcallty
of the consolidation of Stallirlst power on the European Atlantlic,
Which could mean nobthing clse but the complete dominatlon of .
Furopce and Asis, at lecast most of Asia, by Stalinlsm." (My om=~

;;f ‘”**phasis.~J~C.)
| I have tricd to summarizc the cssentials of the NC majority
position as carefully as possible. Now let us sce what it mcans,

A 1. ‘Let us grant at the outset, that the CP of France does
"not propose to try to take power tnday. If then we arc opposcd
to the CP coming to power, let us say, tomorrow, the question .is
posed: Would en SP-CP government facllltate or rctard the move-
ment of the Stalinists towards totalitarian power? Or, more '
generally, would it strengthen or weaken Stalinism?

The NC majority statement glves no expliclt answor. It 1is
so preoccuplced with the "concrete," tactical problom - the "today"-
thot it does not even discuss what would be the practical con-
sequences if lts slogan became a reality - except to warn that
tho.Stalinists in the government would bo "a great danger" to
democratic rights, worikers' organizditions, otce. What then does
the NC ma jority expecct would happon if such a government were
formed? How would the CP and the SP leaders be exposed? This we

are not toldt

Presumably the slogun 1s 3o timely because the "Stolinlists
keep the prolctarlat tied to the bourgeoisle" duc to the present
interests of the Kremlin, the prcscunt unfavorablo relotion of

| | 1209
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forces, and "an inablility to oust de Caulle from control by means
of & coalition with the reluctunt soclsl democracy Alone;" that
18 to say, bzcause the Stalinista wlll not sccept the slog=nl

" (My emphasis. J.C.)

. At the very moment that this "objective " analysls waa belng
adopted by the We plenun the French Stalinlists were already begin-
ning "to oust de Gaulle from control" of the French statel The (P
brought about the downfall of the de Goulle government and cfi.2d

. £Or e.e. 80 SP-CP . government! The "peluctant soclal demecracy'

Tnsisted wn the inclusion of the Popular Republican Party, the

de Gaullists (without deGaulle), in the new conlition. The Stalln-
~1sts finally agreed und formed the present three party coalition
government in which the 8P and CP dominate. :

, Perhaps the CP proposal was a mere maneuver? Perhaps they
really'prefer,the_incluaion of the de Goullists in the govermment ?
What does the NC majority think? How does it now appraise the

ability of the CP to breck de Gaulle!s control? :

If we turn to the files of LLBOR ACTION and THE NEW INTERNA~
TIONAL we will fina sae articles en the Fronch situation but :
there is not a single mention of the nos-lrrelevant foct that the
SFallnists have urged o Coallitlon wiEE'EBS'SEBiQI1§t§‘§5 The exciu-
8lon of the dc Grullises! Still wirse:  in tho loacing editorisl
—FTHE NBW INTERIATIONAL for Februury, 1948, "The Crisis In France,"
we read: : : ' C :

"y11]1 sueh a government (SP-CF-CGT - JC) actunlly come. into
“being? No one can say. Obviouzly the Socinlist and Comrmunist Farlty
1maders are resisting it with cll thslr mipht. Thoy Will be forced

—

Fo do so only by a tidal wave of worsging class pressure which 1s
still the music of the future.' (My emphasis. J.C.)

‘It is highly dlsappointing that letters did not come to the
office of THE NEW INTERNATIONAL asking the edltors how the above
could be written - even 1f truel - without mentlioning and analyz- .
fng the actual proposal of the Stalinists for SP-CP government.

Be that as 1t may, the question still remains: Wihot is the mean-
ing of the Stalinista! slogen of a coalltion with the SP alone?

All the facts of the present situation indicate that theA -
Stalirlsts do ond should - even fram thelr own tactical viewpolnt -
prefer a government jointly with the Sociallsts and Lo the exclu-

sion of the M.R.P. The war is over, the old dominant sections

of the capitallst class have been dostroycd or seriously weakened,
the country 1s in a soclal and political crisls, the CP and SP have
the support of the majority of the French people, and Stalinist
Russia requires the backing of a big Vest Europeen power in the

- United Nationa councils against Ango-hmerloan imperialism - these-
facts indicate why the Stulinists do znd should prefer (even on
‘tactical grounds) the exclusion of the de Gaoullists; precisely .
because the latter interfere with the Internnl and external tactic-
a1l policy of the Stallnlists. Under the clonk of n legal, parlia-
mentary ma jority, the Stalinists, through an SCP- 5T government,
‘would have more power within the country than they now enjoy;
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and would. be able to give ¥Francec a pronounced "pro-zussian" orien-
tation - even if, as we assuvie here, they are not able as yet to
_organize a full Stalinist reglime. In the preseut world siruation
Anglo=American imperialism could not irtervene militarilty; though
they'mlght seek to starve Irance undsr such a governmcnt. '

An SP-CP=-CGT government in France toaay;then, would undoubted-
.1y strengthen Sralinism. Tg think OtkerJlS° is to viaw. the Con-
~munist Party in tie light of the record of the reforuist soclal
- democratic parties whilch had vested Interests in capitalism and
~therefore exposed their Impotence to. the revolutlonary worxers once
they came to power. . :
2. We seo here that a tactlcal and cmpirlcal anclysls of
- the aims and charscter of the CP 13 hurdiy sufficlent. ¥e must
first understand the strategic fundamental cims of the Stallniss
before we can comprehond thelr 4zctical, immediate policles.
Without this general theorctical understanding we will ‘flounder
from>day to day without adecuate guiding ldeas. -

. The NG ma jority declares that the Stalirists are "not a
democratic but a tOtulitQPian party operating as sn instrument of
the Kromlin and the G.P.U." Dcas this mean that the CP is merely
~a defense agency of St2linlat Russia? Apparently so, since this
- 1s today the ofIicial pos! tiorn of the party end the NC ma jority
ggnfines itself to rencatiné the old fonmula on the role of the
]

: Last summer I rzised this question in the Politlicnl Cormittee
~and deslared that our traditional view should be revised; that

the strateglic aim of Stalinism In 21l the cupitalist courtrios,,
and whatever thelr 1mmediats tactics, is to take power and cstab-
lish bureaucratic collectivism. No cne pr=senu agread with me .
However, several months later, the editor nf the N.l. who had
been absent from that PC meeting (on a speaking tour), wrote
(August, 1945): v

“However, 1t 1s increasingly clear that the Stalinists are
~not merely the agents of the bureaucratic ruling class of Russia.
That conception is proving to be too narrow. The Stelinist bureau-
cracy Iin the cepltulist countries hcs amkiticns of its own. It
dreams (sicl) of one day taking power, ond estublishing ltself =as
ruler of substentially. thc samc buresucratic despotism that 1ts
"Russien colleagues cnjoy." : .

Desplte the nver-cautisus formulation the essential thought
herc 1s clear and correct. Th: CPs seeck statec power; they aim-
to establish bureaucratic collectivist regimes in all countries.

If this is 30 - and it 1s = what is the vractical meaning
of the slogan for an SP-CP=-CGT governmment in France today? It
means alding the Stalinlsts in their course towsrds state power.
- The NC majority, though not recay to adopt a pesitlien on the stra-
- teglic alm of Stelinivm - as shown by its ulspo.’tinn cf Crmrade
Garrecttls st“tfment on the question (see N.I., Aprily 1946) -
docs adopt 2 slogsn which presupposes our old visw that the Stalin-
1ats do not alm at powere. : : 21l



-5

s And by implication, the NC majority slso relterates the
old view that the CP 1Is a working class, though totalitarian party.
- We are told in thelir declaration that, "Together, the

Soclalist Party and the Stalinist Party represent a ma jority not
only of the proletariat but of the peopls as & whole." {(My em~
phasis, J.C.) If this sentence were culled from a news article

in LABOR ACTION one would take 1t to mean merel that the S.P. and
C.P. have the support of the majority of the French workérs and

- people = a statement of fact. But when the sentence appears in

a stetement of party policy and in connection with the slogan of
an ‘"SP-CP-CGT Government" 1t is then no longer only the recording
of a fact but at the same time an interpretation of that fact,

to wit, that both parties sre working class partles - that is, re-
present the Intercsts of the workers in some sense. If, however,
the N.C. majority holds that the CP is a non-vorking class party -
-as 1 am told that it does in the ‘International resolution - then
~the question 1s: .

‘Does the NC majority hold that the forustiom of a coalition
overmment of a counter-revolutionary, anti-working class party
the CP) with a raTom ISt workers? part: (Eho BT would be, what
it calls, "thé first step" towards the "clasg independence of the-
French proletariat"? Assuming that the NG majority is logical in
1ts position, it is clear that 1ts proemise is the working class
character of Stalinism? Or, if this 1s not the premise then, at
least, there must be tho sssumption that in the iven French situ-
atlon, the Stalinists - as restrainca by the 5P, the Frcneh hour-
goolsie and Anglo-american imperislism from coming to full power -
3 %EI be a progressivc force against a caumon cnemy whose interests

temporarily colncidec with thosc of Tho working class. Once agoln:

1t 1s not such a progrecssive Torce how can We urge that it take

governmental powor jolintly with thec SP? o

e It is obvious that the grave and complex gitustion in France
- and throughout Europc poscs faor morc difficult problems than rcvo-
lutlonary socialists have cever fecod. The problem of how to de-
feat Stallnism 1s the most acute end hardest one of all. There
are no ready-madc, simple formulac for any of thesc problems,

- ‘least of all, that of Stalinism. 9hat 1s nll the nore reason why

the party must adopt a fundamental position on the aims of Stalin- "
1sm and 1ts reclation to the working class and sociallst movement,

. Is then the CP of France a working class party? The answor
1s:° Nol A working closs party is ons that rerrescnts the inter-
ests of the whole working class or o scetlion of it. The reformist
soclclist parties, ns a rulc, represcnt the immediate interests of
the labor aristocracy, a scction of the working class, The Stalin-

-18ts represent the intcrests of the Russian bureaucracy and those
soclal groupings in the capitalist countriecs, declassed intellec=
tuals, Sialinist "professifonal revolutionists," sections of the
so-called new middle class who are nttractoed by the successes of
Stalinist Russins in planning sconomy, ete., who scek to estnblish
a social and political. regime similar to that which exlsts In
Russia. The m:ss basis of Stalinism in the capitzlist countries,
however, is the working class. That 1s, Stalinism secks to utilize
the working class as an instrument to defeond theo existing Russian

' ' 3 o A%
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regimec and to destroy capitallsm’by takling power in the other
countries and establishing anti-working class, antl-socialist
states, that 1s, bureaucratic cqllectivism. ' v

. - The mass support of the French Communist Party comes fram the
working class. Similarly the mass support of the German National

" Soclalist Labor Party, the Nazls, came from the middle class, To

achicve 1ts aims in France the CP requires the aid of the workers,
~Just as 'the Fasclsts 1n Germany required the aid of the middle

~class to put them into power. Ia nelther cnse is there a harmony
~between the class interests which the respective parties serve

and the elass which forms thcir bases. Oncc in power the Fascists
erush the mlddle class demanas aguinst big business and hasten the
progess of wiplng out the micdle closs .through increassd, large- .
scale state~directed cupitelism. Once in power the Stalinists

crush independent working clnss orgenlizations and try to organize
~a now form of class exploitation. ! '

- In thelr struggle for power the Fascists attracted the middle
class masses by chomploning their demunds; and in the process
§ained many adhercents who sought to build whatthey consldercd a

genuine" middle class, anti-blg businecss party, the so-called
Icft wing of the Fasclist party. However, the Nazis woerec not a
- miadle class party. \ _ C

_ Similarly, the Stalinists have and will cttract millions of
workers bccouse with the aid of Russia cnd desplte thelr tactical
turns and twists, they do present uzr aggressive anti-capitallst
strategy and seem to champlon worxking class demands. So too they.
attract geonulne working class militants who believe that tho CP
is flghting for socislism. This docs not cihnnge the fact that the
CP 1s not a working class party; that is to scy, not 2 party =
which rcpresents the intcrests of oither tho entire working class
or a scction of 1t,

It dees not follow that oncc we state that the CP is not a
working class party we have solved the problem of how to defesnt
Stalinism - that is, how to win the workers from the CP for revolu-
- tlonary soclalism. An ecasy solution-does not exist. Howevor, it
docs Indicote a fundemental strateglic approach which goes beyond
what our movement has hcd until now, ’ o

- Onc must agrec with the NC majority that we connot base our
politics toduy on the probabllity of a complcte victory of Stalin-
ism in the next porlod. Hgwever, the fucts today indicate increas-
ing moves in that dircction. The reacl possibility of further
Stalinist victorlies - that 1s, greater blows at the revolutionary
working class - tomorrocw and the next day in Burope must be a
- serious considasration in our politics. The NC majority posca the
- question of the probablility of Stolinist consolidation of state
- power in Europc and declares that there Is insufficient evidence
for such a prospect. It then confuscs the prospect of such a ,
development with the "reality" of Stalinist consolidation, ¢s both
menn the same thing}l Becouse we may have to revaluate our pro-
grom if and when we are confronted by the "recality" of a complete~
ly Stalinizcd Europc does not contradict the view that such a
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Eufope 1s a real possibility. The importsnt and declsive conalder-
ation agninst the proposed slogin ls that it would bring Europec
closer to the U"reality" of totalitarisn, Stalinist rule; 1t would
help transform a possibility into a high probablility. .

For these rensons the.party convention should reject this
new proposal for a form of conditionul support to Stalinism, must
rejoct the slogen of an SP-CP-CGT governnent Zcr Fpearce or any
country in the world. With a sorrect fundsmenssl atiliudo towards
Stalinism as a starting point, the incoming NC cen formulate 2p-
propriate policies and slogans &s advice to owr Europcan comrades.

Joseph Carter

-

l2|4A
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BY A "sMALL EDITION OF A #AS5 PARTY"
‘By Ernest Erber :
' /

_© The formula of"a small edition of a mass party" has been op-
- posed by the NC msjority on the grounds that it gives rise to con-
fusion =nd csn disorient the membersnip. Unfortunately, this is
tyue of almocst any designation cf a stage of the party's develop—-
ment if there is no attempt to exactly indicate what the term
means. This is true of Johnson's use cor the term :"propagsnda
group". Comrade Johnson is continually compakining that he is be-
ing misunderstood, that he d oes not mean to go back to the CLR type
of a movement, that he does not mean a eocialist propaganda group
- 1ike the SLP or the froletarian Party, etc. Hor has Comrade
Shachtman's term of "agitstional group" fared any better. Shacht—
man is continually tsking paine t0 describe that he does not mean
that our only task is agitation, that we have and will continue to .
have a need for propagenda, thst his position is not a concession
to my "emell mass party" concept, etc. Unlecss 2 term means ex-
actly the ssme thing to sll people it is always nccessary that one
io beyond the term in a painstsking effort to detcrmine just what
6 meant by it. One cannot vote for or against the mere words
"gmall edition of & mass party". One muct vote for or against tho
concept and emphasis which those words stend for. Words, however,
do have s relationstip to meaning und we choose those words which
best decoribe what we mean. . - ' . S

’ A1l three positicns represented in the discusesion om this
guestion proceed from the underztanding that & party goes threugh
different stages in its development. Johnson gays that we have
outgrown our existence as a "propagsnda circle" and th=t we are
now a "propaganda group". He identifies these as atages one and
two in our development. Shachtman gays th=t we hzve outgrown our
. existence as & "propagenda group" and arc now becoming an "agita-
tional group". The latter hs eees as the sccond etsge in our de-
velopment. I elso sey we have ouigrown our past 25 a "propaganda
- group". I designate the second stage of our development as being
that of a "small edition of a mass party." All three positions,
therefore, state th=t we ere now in a stage of developmnent that
differs from the past. ikcre, they all agree th-t we are now in
the second stege. of cur develojment. But what does this mean for
the party in terms of whst We sre supposed to do in this seconc
_stage? In short, whst are our main tasks? - It is the answer to
this oguestion that gSves meaning to the dispute over fpropeganta
group" vs. "agitational group" ve. "emall edition of a mass party'.

Our tesks ere indicsted by the following four b=sic factors:

(1) The Trensitionsl Erogr=m: The ndoption of the transi-
tional progr=m ilowed trom our political snalyeis of the Americmn
scehe. However, itc adoption likewice signalized the fact that we
nad turned from concentrating upcn the radicals of various kindg
end were directing our attention to the brcad strats cf militanvs
in the l2bor movement. : 1215
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(2) OQur Mass, Agitational Paper - Labor Action: The transi-
tional program wculd have rexdined meaningless as a bridge to the
labor militznts without a mass =gitati:nal paper with which to

" reach them. The character of cur paper is determined by our tren-—

sitionel rregr-m and our need tc find 3 coint of contact with the
lsbor militants at their present level of conscicusness.

(3) The Shop_snd the Union as gur Main Field of Work: We do
not exist merely to agitate. We exist in order to build a revo-
lutionary psrty. Our transiticnal program and cur mass paper in-
dicste where we must concentrate teo-build thet varty - among the
industrial workers. This mesns that we must participate in the
class struggle. This means that wo must be in industry and in the
labor movement. : : :

' (4) Recruitment of Industriasl Workers: Our agitational paper
and cur activity in the cless struggle attracts tc us the best of
the labor militants. They join cur party. The success of cur agk
taticn eand activity in the laber movement is largely measured by
the mumber <f industrial workers recruited t¢ cur ranks. If our
agitati:n and genersl activity in the labor mcvement is successful
we will beccme a party gomposed cvervhelmingly of jindugtrisl wor-

With these fcur besic facters which rcrm the framework of our
tasks (and have for the last several years) the entire NC majority
is in agreement. Oniy Jcinscn §iffers basically with this approach
to cur taske in this pericd. That is why Johnscn stands upon a
separate resoluti-n as against the NC majcrity. It is because I
am in agreement with the basic apprcach cf the NC majority to our

 tasks that I can present my differences in the fcrm «f smendments

tc the majority resclutiqn.

My differcnce with the majcrity stems frcm the fezct that, in
my opiniocn, the majcrity has n.t drawn the full conclusicns from
the sbcve posing ¢f :ur taske. They are nct aware ¢f what fcllows
frcm the apprcach they have undertaken. Because cof this, the par—-
ty bas n' t shown the necesssry cinsistency and ccncentraticn in
aiming at abhieving the kind cf crganiz=ti:n which is indicated by
these tasks. The full ccneclusi.n i these fcur taske is tc under-
st and that any measure cf success in achieving them immediately
confrents us with o fifth (inevitable) task — that ~f giving lea~
dership to groups of Werkers in the labor m:vement and the class
etruggle generally. . '

Let us approach it from the angle c¢f the worker whc is attrac—
ted tc cur peper and cur activities in a unicn. What attracts him
is cur line cn current questi.ns with which he and his fellow wor—
kers are ccncerned. Wh=t are these current questi-ne tcdey? They
are the iscues which came tc the fere in the recent strike waves .
relaticn cf wages to prices =nd profits, prlitiesl prlicy <of the
laber movenent, etc. We have a progrsm for the labor mevement on
thesc questirns. It is cur interpretatkon ¢f the full meaning of
the GM strike program. If cur merbers in a uniwn are successful
and if cur pa2per makes =n impreseion upct the mcre advaneed unicn- "
ists, we will be in s positi.n tc win the progressive wing of the

1216
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local to our program for the labor movement. Whst follows?%* The
best of the progressives are dravn to them and into the party.
- Inside the party we continue their education in revolutionary so-
cialism. But is it one of cur aims (or one of the results of such
education) to diminish the new party member's interest in his
"union, the prozressive group and our fight for the GM strike pro-
" gram? No. On the contrary, we teach him its full implications,
we train him how to more skilliully work in the labor movement,
how to raise the understanding of other workers and bring them in-
to the party, etc. We do not, therefore, merely agitate. We do
not therefore, mcrely prescnt a platiorm to the labor movement. Be-
cause as soon as such agitation is successful, as soon as our plet-
form wins sdherents, we are faced with the need to give leadership
&g_grougg_gi workers. What does the progressive group do with our
platform! It fighte for ite adoption by the local and it runs its
own slate of candidates on the platform for local union offices.
What if it succeeds in winning the electicns? The progressives
- take responsibility for the local administrstion. Who takes re-
sponsibility for the progressives who have adopted our platform .
and who are led by our members? Obviously, the party fraction and
the party branch, i.e., the party. Thoce who pose as their task
agitation for a platform to be rdopted by the labor movement can-
not avoid this inevitable next task that comes ‘'with each success
of their agitati:-n and activity. ' - o

We already have worked out an excellent platform based upon
our transiticnal crogram. - We have proven our ability to adapt it
to the changing currents in the labor (during the war, the no-
strike pledge - today, the G strike program) movement. We have
developed an excellent mass, 2gitational paper which we sre about
to expand to 8 pages. We shall immediztely afiter the convention,
if the NC proposals are adopted, shift the overwhelming bulk of
our members into basic industries and indugtrial unions. Is it
excluded that 2 year's activity based on our excellent program and
with cur excellent paper and with our greatly sugmented skill in
_trade union work and rcoruiting will give us 200 new recruits from

the shops? Not on.y is it not excluded, but this 'should be set as
‘our most minimum =nd modest goal. wQuid not the bulk of these
200 be labor militants with a serious influence in their unions.
Would we nct exercise a considerable influence in.a whole series
of union situstions? Would not our party have to assume an enor-
mous (i.e. rel-tive to mow) responsibility for the role it plays
in the labor movement, perhaps in the directicn of & number of
locals? How would such a prrty have to act? What would its role
be? That of an "agitaticnal group"? No. It would be immersed in
- politics (i.e., the day-to-day reacticn to events in the lsbor
‘movement 2nd in the nation). A "prop=ganda group" need nct con-
cern itself with politics in this sense, except to make side-line .
comments upen wh-t is t2king place as a springboard for propagan-
da. HKowever, our pa=rty, in the =bove situstion, would be forced
tc act like a politicel party, i.e. one with rorces and influence
even if mcdest cnes. Our agitati n would be lin. 4, not merely
with what we tell the working class in gener~l t¢ u , but wyith
" what we direct zur foreces to doc. This 1 refer tc as being the
stage cf a "smzll editicn «f a mass party". Why does this formu-
1a best describe this stagc? Because in cur cwn restricted sphere
¥ 0ur members must take a leading role in the progressive group.
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{restricted by our small numbers) we must play a role that approx-
imates more closely that of a mass party than that of a propaganda

. group.

How would such a role affect our party? If we had even 200
new proletarians in our ranks, if we had a serious influence in a
series of progressive groups and union locals, we would have to

" gear both our thinking and our functioning to the need of "what

do we propose" ~ not in general - but specifically. By specifi-
cally I mean that it is not enough under such circumstances to
give a line for the labor movement at large in our paper. It then
becomes our respcnsibility to propose specifically what to do in
each of the situaticns where we have forces. It would not be
enough for us to raise the general slogan of "Turn the PAC into a
Labor Party". We would have to deal with a dozen situations where
the PAC would exist in the flesh for our fractions and not merely
as the subject for a denunciatory article in our press. It would

‘not be enough for us to propose the "general strike council®” for

the labor movement as a whole. We would have to direct a dozen
fractione as to how to proceed in fighting for this concept in
their locel situations. It would not be possible for us to offer
the GM strike program in general to iractions operating in situa~—
tione on different levels of development and faced with all sorts
of variations. We would have to break down the program to fit it .
into a specific, given framéwork. This is not agitation, at least,"
not generalsgitation. This is the leadership which a serious par-
ty with serious forces must provide.

Is this the function of a good trade union director who will.
answer letters? This concept reveals what is wrong with much of

our thinking on the problem of our role. With 85% of the party

immersed in the labor movement, the direction of our forces_is the
top political job of our lesding committees and branches. It is

not & specialized function of a trade union director. The latter
can only coordinate and assist in the execution of our directives.
The concept that "trade union work" is a special field assigned to

~ the direction of a trade wnion director is one native to our petty

bourgeois composition. It was born in our pre-war past when the
overwhelming majority of the party worked in non-industrial occu-
pations and considered the problems of a sprinkling of trade union-
iste a special field. With some €85% of our members in industrial
occupations, a congiderable change would take place. With G800 necw,
membcrs from the shops, a revoluticn would take place in our ha-
bits of work and methoés of operation. :

Would not our leadership understand this situation and react
to it correctly regardless of whether it was referred to &e the
stage of a "small edition of a mass party" or the stage of an
Tagitational group"? It is not a question of Whether they would
react to the actual situation in a correct manner. The real prob-
lem is: will vwe achieve any progress in this stage if we do nct
fully and consciously comprehend what it implies for us? BRefore
we will have <00 new recruits from the shops and a dozen serious
local gituations in the labor movement, we will have 10 new re-
cruits from the shops and one or two serious local situaticns. If
we muff the 10 new recruits by not knowing what to do with them
or what is ezpected of them and if we muff the onec or IWo -jas..
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1ocal union situaticns by not understanding cur responsibility for

them, we can be sure that we will not vroceed beyond them. That

je why it is necesssry that vz have 2 clear understanding at the

outset a8 to just what follows from the tasks we have set ourselves

with our transiticral program, mass paper, ané trade union concen-
trations. I am concerned about our muffing them, because in my

opinion the real lessons of the Philadelphia experience have not

been understocd by cur party. As-local crganizer in Philadelphia -
1 felt a tremendous responsibility precisely because the Political |
Committee did nct understand whzt the Philadelphia development

meant for the party. it is true, the PC regarded the Philadelphia
deveiopgment as unique, as a fre=k that resulte¢ from some excep- ;
ticnarlly favcrable breaks, etc. As a result, they felt thatl they |
could not le:d the whole paryy es 1f it was compcsed of local Phil-
edelphia developments, 1.e nalf the membership cempcsed cf new
industriszl workers with a ieading rcle in the unicn movement. Bul
cur leadersnip cf the perty muct proceed from an understanding of i
what we want to be, nct cnly what we are. If a "Philadelphia" de-
velopment is nct nourished »nd cared for with exceptinal measures

g0 that it survives until the perty as a whele achieves the eame

stage, then the excepticnal devclopment will die like a fish on - .

dry land. '

Except for the epecisl visite cf Comrade Ccclidge cr Ccmrade
Shachtman cr a visit to New Y-rk by the lccal cumrades, the nur—
mal rcutine «f the party geve Lo directicn fcr cur local situation.
By this I mean that our PC pas od motins ¢n the PAC, on the "ecm—
puleory labcr bill', reccnversi.n lay-cffs, etc. whichwere gond
as a line fcr cur writcrs in Laber Acti.n. But what was expected
cf us in a local where we cculd pass almcst anything we oropcesed
within the 1imits <f a gencral pregressive laocr grogram?  We ool
dc m-Te than pase rescluticns. We cruld leac actins. We could
either set up a PAC in thel cc=l -rkill it. Which should we dcy
We could gc beyond ccndemning the "compulecTy 1absr bill" cr the
reccnversi.n lay-offs. We could cd 1 upn the CIO industrial cowm-~
cil (wherc cur prcgressive bloc was a streng factcr) tc c3ll a | |
cne-Cay general protest strike ¢r a mass dem-nstraticn. Or we B
. might undertake thess through the local alcne: I am n’t saying
" that cur party leacershiy wculd cppcce these measurcs oI remain

indif ferent to.them when initiated 1ocally. Hcwever, tcday cur

thinking is still gearecd %o propagsanda and agitati-n. "fhat do we

say in cur presst" is our scle ccncern. With a few hundred of

our members playing leading r-les in lccal situations it will be
necessary t¢ gesr cur thinking t< whzt should they propcse § eci-
ficslly. This is the beginning f leacership in the class strug-

gle. This is the inevitable result -f successful agitatirm, RO

tivity in the labcr a~vement snd recruitment cn the basis <f 1it.

That is why I say-therc is nc special "agitati nal stage" that

f¢11ows the "propagznda stage". Once we have left the "propagan-

da stage" behind us and_ have mace "agitsti n® cur main emphasis -
it immeci-tely beccmes linked up with influence in the labsf nmive-

ment, recruitment <f 1l=bOT militents ané the assumpticn cof lea- R
dershic by rur fracti«ms in lccal labor situsticns. I1f ve ara to %\
carry thrrugh what these tasks pcse for us, ve must thcroughly
and consci-usly underctand what is required of us. Ve must ur-
derstand that the stage we are in ig cne in which we muct begin 10
act like a party, even though we cbvicusly are n-t a party in the
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cense of being able to call upon the masses to follow cur lead in
our own name. (This latter stuge requires a party of the tens of
thoueands with hundreds of thouszrds of supporters.) For ue the
break from a propaganda group stage +o that we are in how was en-
compassed in a few short ve-rs m~Tked by the development of our

transitional program, Our mass raper and the transition of our

,membere into industry. Our furtuer ¢ cvelo _ment may see us going

through mergers and fusions wit!l. other groups in the building of
the mass revolutionary party of the future. . However, unless ob-
jective conditions impose a retroat upon us, we will continue to

- progressively develop forward toward a mass party. However, a par-

ty of only several nundred members opcrsting on the basis of a
transitional progrem, & mass paper, an ocverwhelming bulk of 1ts
memberehip in the labor movement and giving leadership %o workers
in dogzens of local situatione - such a party rlays a role closer
to that o~ the mass party of the future than to the propaganda
group: of the past. That is why the term "small editicn of a mass
party" is an appropriate one if ite contents are thoroughly under—
stood. (It could also be rcferred to as a "small mass-work party"
if it is underetood that its arena of activity is mainly conf ined
to the labor movement.) .

An additicnal understanding of our t asks in this stage is to
be gained from counter-posing 'the type of composition which our
work will give us to that cZf the past when we spoke about a "cadre
party". Comrace Findley, in an article written for our Active
Workers Confcrence, stated that ne was against Shachtman's concept
of the csare becauce the entire party gshould be a cadre, that we

 ghould be a "cadre-party". To oppose Shachtman's cadre concepl
from this point of view is to betray a lack of understanding of

the tasks that confront us in the present stage. 4 "cadre party"
ig associated to the "propaganda'stage of development. During the
latter stage recruitment takes prlace on the basis of program and
theory, rather than agitation and activity in the class struggle.
Those recruited in the "propaganda group" are expected to place
themselves at the disposal of the movement, to make the movement

" their highest interest in life. Thig is quite possible with the

type of member recruited to 2 propagsnda group, i.e., mostly

“youth, students, white coliar worker: who join cut of intellectual

conviction, radicals from other political currents, etc. However,
when agitation becomgs the main emchagis, when activity in the
labor movcment predominates, then the recruits come from the shops
on the basis oi such agitation and activity. Our educated membeTs
rust train the new worker-recruit in Marxist ideas and disciplined
party sctivity. But if one ocut of ten worker-militants from the
shops "becomes like us", 1.c., is integrated in the sense of de-
voting himself entirely 1o the moveuent, places it above all his
personal consider=tions and cbligations, such as family, income,
etc. we snall be most fortunste. But the nine out of ten will re-
main in nocrmal pericds, nworker-Bolshevike" of the kind who form
nine-tentho of the membership oi every mass, revolutionary partye.
They arc the flesh and muscle with which we gsurround the lead,.
nard bones of our "party c=dre". They aTre the types that Lenin
added on to his original "Iskra" cadre in 1905-06 and 1911-14.
What do we expect cf such a "worker-Bolehevik" in ocur ranks? We
expect attendance at his branoch meeting, promotion of our press
snd litersture in the shop, adherence %o cur party line in his
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union work, and generally spreading the party's ideas among hie
fellow workers. Those who seek to integrate the worker recruit be-
yond this by shot-gun methods wili only succeed in "integrating™”

.him out of the party. With our influence he will advance in due

time in his understanding and his readiness to make additional sac-—
rifices for the movement. In time of crisis, when the class as a
whole is in motion, such a worker-member will prove capable of tre-
mendous ieats of self-sacrifice and outstanding examples of leader—
ship in struggle. Because we no longer aim to remain a "cadre-
party", but a p=rty composed overwhelmingly of such "worker-Bolshe-
viks" as ere found in a mass revolutionary party, the term " a
small edfion of a mass party' is moet aprropriate.

(A further elaboration of the views here expressed will be
found in the bulletin of July 1245 issued before the Detroit Actiwe
Workers Oonfercnce whicn contained two articles undcr the signature

One last point wemaine which I add not only by way of polemi-
cal exchange wWith Comrade Shacthmsn, but because my answer will
help to better illustrate my concept. Comrade Shachtman asked. at
one of the New York discussicn meetings, why I had not proposed
motione in the PC during the period of my membership which proved
unacceptable to the majority. It was Shachtman's aim to prove that
in actuality all telk of different concepts, when reduced to prac-
tical proposals, reduced themselves to nothing. There is one im-
portant factor that must be vorne in mind in connection with Shacht-
man's point. Thet is th=t my coming to New York and serving on
the PC coincided with the lay-offs thst followed V-J day and up-
rooted our party from its concentrations in industry. The perilod
between last September and the beginning of the pre-convention dias-
cussion wag one of retreat and crisis in our work. We rolled back-
ward. The danger waich faced us, and still does, was a retreat to
a petty bourgeois composition reduced to propaganda. This gosed
as our first task that of recovering lost ground. Whzt is the use
of disputing how our FC shculd act tomorrow when 85% of our members
are -in industry end we are recruiting labor militants and develop—
ing a serious influence in the lsbor movement, when today the most
imposing ta<k that confront: us is precisely that of getting 85% of
our members into industry? On this latter takk we are all agreed.
My differences begin with wh~t follows when we do get 85% of our
members into industry. Perhaps, when we have begun to achieve tiis
goal we sherll also see eye to eye on the practic~l proposals. Nec-
thing would pleace me more. The specific proposals attached to
the majority resolution are a most promising indicaticn in this
girection. The spirit which pervades them augurs well for our

uture. :

2t



Rt

 QUESTIONS ON THE CADRE = -18
| By Jesse . ’

‘Dear Lax:

As a result of discussions I have had with many comrades re—
garding the Naticnal Committee Reegclution on the Party, espec-
ially those sections dealing with the czdre; and as a result of
asking cuestions of you at the PC, the enswers to which were too

brief to be either clesr or satisfactory; and as a result of re-

re=ding the Resolution ss per Dave's rather blunt suggestion I
have decided to address certein questions to you wita tbe view in

‘mind of clarifying varicus problems raised in my mind by the Re-

golution.

These problems and questions that I am raieing, are, I would

‘say, simllar to thosec cxisting in the minds of many party members.

The lack of complete ‘clarity on theee matters seems to be disturb- -
ing the party membership deeply, and ought to be cleared up. Un-
less eomething 18 dome in that direction both the pre-convention
discussion ac well as the discussion at the convention itself will
suffer in th:t it will dcal with many extraneous issues 2t the ex-
pebse of discussing some of the very important and knotty matters
included in the rerolutions It zoes without caying thst such an
eventuality should be avoided st all costs. :

It is my cbservation that many fe=rs hsve arisen in the minds

-ef many comrades as to the cadre pecoming "Tane seed of bureaucracy®

etc., etc. To allay these fearr, and Trestore to the comrades an.
attitude cf confidence in the NO, also cecms Wworth considerable
effort. ' ' '

It is with this in minc thet I addrese the following ques—
tions to you, and ack thzt the questions, FOLLCWED BY YOUR ANSWERS

~'be inserted in the intornal bulletin as "discuseion material®.

l’- What is the Cadre:

. It is rofeired to in the resolution as the "Party'!s spinal
column", "itg leadercship~in the truect secns#; it is said that

the cadre provides the party with "shape", "Zirmnece", "its driv-
ing force". The rescluticn stetes furthar that the cadre "consists
of the ardent Party Pztriots who defend the p-riy snd its progrem
against its opponents and make it their rirst concern to inculcate
in the nev porty!rocruites a like fesling of loyalty and devotion
to the party and an understanding cf all its ideas snd programme—
tic ccncepts." Further it is st=ted thast "the cadrec is crystal-
lized arourd the sctivist core, but is not simply another neame for
an activict core". Then later the recdlution stat-~s that the pro-
gram of ‘the c=dre, the programmatic base of the c=dre consists of
Karxism in gencral and the specific contributicnc, amplifications
Of Marxism th=t the party has made i its own name. All of these
quotes deseribe veoricue attributes, gurlities snd 'duties! of a
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member of the cadre. . Howev.r, it ig not made clear in the resolu-~
tion that being considered rart of the cadre, or a cadre-member,

- that one joins nothing for there is nothing to join..

Thus I come to the specific questicn: 1Is the cadre a concept,
an idea, which is put forward by the NC in an -endeavor to educate
the party membership in the nature of the party; how to build the
party at this stage, or, is it comething one joins, holds member-

~ship in and receives emoluments from?

"(YOUR ANSTER)

2 - What is the difference betwecn the Cadre, as'conceived in the

NC resoluticn and the leading activiste of a disbanded majority

~caucus or faction of a party, in the pest—convention period?

(YOUR ANSWER)

3 ~ The NC resoluticn says, "While thoge in complete agreement with
the party will find it easiest to play a role as part of the party
cadre, the party demands of those in disagreement with the party

on one or several quecstions to undertake responsibilities and play

Does it follow from this quotafian that if those who agree

completely with the perty Find it eaey to play a role in the party
that those who are not in complete agreem-ont will find it hard?

If not, that is if they (those not in agrecment) will not
find it hard to play a role, then why is the ma‘tter of the ease
with which those having agreement with the party may play a role,
placed in apposition to the idea "the perty demands....(those hav-—

- ing differ.nces) play a role and undertake responsibilities..."?

(YOUR ANSWER)

4 - The documént says, "Beiﬁg part of the cadre does not bring any

‘one immunity from failure to discharge party responsibilities, or

special rewards for discharging them. It doee nct mean being el-
ther a 'stooge of the leaderehip! or a 'protege of the leadership!.

- Further on the resocluticn states that the cadre iec not "an arig—
tocratic elite..." Later or the resoluticn gays, "The cadre cannot

permit itself to be gmug sbout its own cor the perty's developmgnt.
It engages in the work of educsting the party as a whole; but it
also must educate itself. To take the position that all is for
the best in the bect of all poeeible perties, that the party's po-
6ition is not only flawless and all suificient but applicable, as

- 1% stands, for now znd everrore, mesns automa2ticslly to transform

a living party cadre into a priesthocc. The party membership'-

and especially the party cadre, c2nnot ¢t as the passive recipient
of party poticy claborated at thé top...(the cadre especially)...
must constantly and coneciously particip=te in t:e necessary modi-
fic=tion of party policy, in the elaborsticn of party policy... .M

A1l of the above selecticns emphasize and make clear that
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those considered part of a cadre are not mere Yes-men; furthermore
the above emphasiges the criticzl and independently creative func-
tion the cadre performs in connectiin with formulation of party
policy.

It is clear thet not every member who is devoted to the ideas
of the movement, who is active, capable, responsible, etc. AND who
has political difrerences fall into the cadre. Ye¢t a specific
criteria is not available, not indicated in the resolution. 8Some
who have differcnces would fall within the characterization, cadre
material. Who? : : {

Certain kinds of differences would mean that all holding them,
irrespective ¢of their activity end ability, fall outside of the
cadre concept. Would you give a few exampies of this and explain
why1? : c :

To be even more specific would you consider someone 1ike Ruth
Leonard who advocat.s many o the ideas in the Johnson resolution
cadre matcrial or non-cadre wsterial? If the answer is yes, then
why? If the anewer is no, then, why? Would you consider Johneon

.cadre material? If yes, then why; if no thcn, why? -

Would you consider the Goldman-Morrow iinority of the SWP in
case they were members of the party, without a change in their at-
titude on the Russian questicn, csdre material or non-cadre mater-
ial? In either case, would you explain your answer.

’ - (YOUR ANSWER)

5 - It ie my impressicn that the section in the resolution dealing
with the cadre, was in part, a sort of "call to ams" to the cadre

to act like a cadre and preserve the party, which some months ago

was rapidly approaching a decp crisis. The character and descrip-
ticn of this crisis is to be Tound in the resolution beginning wikh
the paragraph, "The cadre works systematically to develop lecal
initiative and a locsl responsible, collective leadership. By and
large...etc, etc." The entire peragraph is too long to quote but
it etates, to put it briefly, that meny members (leading members
included) were bemoaning their f:te, the fate znd the future of the
party; they werc sitting sround wailing, crying end wringing their

hands.

If this impressicn of mine is true, and this document was_in
large psrt an effort to rally the party militents for a struggle
against this despairing negativism, then I would like to say that,
although the psrty appears to be moving away from this condition,
that this document does nct solve,-and did not solve the problem
in the real sense for it has not and does n4 go to the roots of
the matter. All that has been done is that in a burst of real,
and fruitful, activity (§$15,000 campaign, LA Sub drive) the worst
manifestations of the crisis, as indiczted in the resolution are
glossed over; the wailing and the. crying tend to be drowned out in
the hustle and bustle of thece two activities. The success of the
campaigns, and the successful diminishing ol the woeful wdls by
the returning veterans, have created a vastly improved internal si-

tuation. | 1224
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Eowever, wc stiil have the problem oI coavincing, re-enthue-
ing, diminiching the irnfluence ead ir .orsance of, or weeding out
of, those desparfing Jereaiabe : . our midst whose croaking and hys-

C%eria disruyt the party and Ibe carty wemberss

o«

Is my impression correct, naxely, that the section on the
cadre was meent a8 "call to arms" to, &0 to speak, solve the in-

7 ternal problem?

- If flot, then would you coumzert on why this special emphasis
- has been placed on this matter, et this time.

(YOUR- ANSWER)

. Frafernally,
JESSE
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ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON THE CADRE
By Max Shachtman

Dear Jesse:

Your letter is cogent and welcome. It is cogent and appro-
priate not only becsuse it decals with what I consider the most
vital question in the party right now, but because in one form or
another it expresses the doubts and apprehensions about our docu-
ment on the cadr. which are sharcd by some of the best and most re~
sponsible comrades in the party. Theses include members of the Na-
tional Committee and leading cumradcs in the branches; and also
some cf the leading canradee of the Minority of the SWP who have
inter:stecd themselves in ocur discussion, as is their very good
right. It is welcome hecause it asks questions bluntly and gives

- me an opportunity to elaborate a number of points which are con-

tained in our resolution and to answer some of the arguments that

~have becn made against the resoluticn.

In that connection I must say that it is a long time since I
have secn such a discussion as We have had up to now on the ques-
tion of the cadre. We hsve put rorward here a concept which is a
conclusion that derives inescapably, in my opinion, from a whole
series of cloesely related and closely reasoned arguments, and which
is so carefully specified and qualified as to leawe very little
room for misunderstanding. In the discussion s0 far the opponents
of the cadre concept have, by and large, simply not bothered to
deal with all of the arguments. They speak ageinst it as though
it were an isolsted and accidental phrase contained in a document
which had no relaticn to it. The whole concept and the whole mo—

~tivation are simply ignored and an absolutely sterile dispute over

the word "cadre"is about all we have had up to datec. The opportum-—
ity your lett.r affords me to recapitulate our viewe makes it doub-
ly welcome, not because it means one or more additi.nal comrades
casting their vote for the resolution (this is pot the kind of

- question that will be decided by vote) but precisely because, by

additional clarification, it willhelp in achieving the task itself.

The task iteself is the building of the cadre.

I cannot do this best by answering ybur questiocne one b& one.
However, the answers to your quecticns will be contained, and very

- specificelly =nd unambiguously, in the restatement of our views

which follows.

The concept of the cadre which we now put forward is not the
szme as the concept of the cadre which has vrevsiled in the move-
ment heretofore, or, more accurstely, not exactly the same. Let
us understnd th-t from the very beginning.

What w-s the concept of the cadre in the revolutionary move—
ment in the past? It was reg=rded as the stecl framework of the

. movemcnt. Itwae composed oi the comrades Who best understqod or
.- sought to underst-nd the program of the party, who stood fimmly o
. . it and who were =t the same time the most devoted and active party
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members. There could be anc¢ there were many political and organ-
izational differences within the cadre. But Tegardless of the po—-
sition that a comrade took on tlece differences, he could consider
himself and was considered part of the cadre. That is substan-
tially how it was in the Russian Bolshevik party, in the American

Communist Party, and in.the original Trotskyist movement of the
United Statee'(éLA), tc give three typical examples.

How was it possible for comrasdes who had political differen-
ces in these parties to be considered, nevertheless, part of a
common cadre? Why shouldn't the same thing hold for our party?
How was it pessible for the cadre in those parties to be "all-inclu-
sive"”, whereas it is not possible in our party? Why could mili-

‘tants of .contending factions in those parties nevertheless be in

the same party cadre, whereas, according to Shachtman, it now ap-
pears th=t if you are in a faction against the lesdership and its
policies you cemnot be regarded as part of the cadre? These are
typlcal questicns that coumrades now ask. At first Hlush it looks

pretty bad for our concept cor the cadre, but only &t first blush.
The trouble with the questions is that they represent reasoning by

rough analogy, that they are general and not concrete. Hence, they
can only befuddle the comrades. Let me try to dispel some of the
befuddlement by putting the problem concretely. - ‘

The Bolshevik Party, for exsmple, was an exclusive harty. For
a long time it did not even csll itself an independent party but

‘regarded itself only as a facti-n which, with another faction,

the Mensheviks, made up the united Social-Democratic lLabor Party.
Ag an exclusive party its standards tor membershlp were very
strictly defined politically. By and large it took in only Bol-
shevike or Leninists, if you wish. The differences of opinion that

.arose continuously in the Bolshevik facti:n or party did not go

beyong the distinctive program and theories of Bolshevism, that is,
the program and thecories which distinguished Bolshevism as a po-
litical current in the Marxist movment from Menshevism or even
Trotekyism. Where they did go beyond these theories and program,
it was as a'rule only in isolzted questions - for instance: Pya-
takov on the naticnal gquestion, Rykov on the boycott of the Dura,
Bukharin on the state, thie or that comrade on one or another po-
litical que ti n. PFor all these isolsted differcnces — and some

- of them, mind you, were very serious differences — these "devia-

tionists" nevertneless werc regerded and regarded themselves as
s0lid Bolsheviks. They were an integral part of the Bolsheylk cad-—-
re. They did-not constitute a clear-cut and continuous political

 tendency inside of Bolshevism. The Party, in a word, was excluvive.

Therefore, the cadre was inclusive. (I am desling here with the .
Bolshevik party up to the time it took power. It changed in char-
acter to a congidersble extent =fter it took power and the problem
of the cadre presentediitself then in a differcnt form. I do not
have space to go into that now and I don't think I need to any-
how, at lecet not at this time.) ) :

 Bubstantially the same thing w2s true of the American Commun-—
ist Party — I mean when it was really a communist party. You al-
wvayd had two or threce contending facticns in it, tc be sure, but
all of them stood on the same fundaments)l progrem and all of them
adhered to those theories and programmatic concepts which distin-
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guished the Communist Party not only from the Social Democracy ~
but even from the ultra-leftist "super-Gommunist" grouplets. All
of the fzcti ne were therefore considered part cf the party cadre,
regardiess of their differences on such questicns as the ilabor
party, trade uni.n work, party regime, etc. That party was ex-
clusive, and its cadre was inclusive.

8imilarly with cur 0ld Communist League of America. We had

violent factional fights in it. But what did we dispute about?
Party regime; the tactic in this or that trade union situation;
entry or non-entry in the Socialist Party, etc. Apart from these
tactical or organizational disputes, gverybody stood upon the very
rigidly defined principles snd theories that distinguished the
Trotskyist movement from all other groups. The CLA was exclusive,
and the cadre in it was "all-inclusive.®

Bo the first thing you have to ask yourself is this: Is our
party, or is the situation in.our party, the same as in the three
cases listed above? If it were the same, I Would hold no less
firmly than anyone else to the old concept of the party cadre un-
changed in the slightest respect. But you have to be blind as a
bat not to see that w: have a different party, that we have a
different party situation, and that we arc functioning in a dif-
~ferent situation. Once I know this, and if I knew nothing else
about the problem, I would have to say right off the reel: the
concept of the cadre must at the very lerst be reconsidered, if
not changed. : '

What kind of party are we? What is the situation in our par-
- ty? In wh:t situation do we find ourselves? Onoce these questions
- are answered concretely, then the opposition to our concept of
the cadre collapses completely. Johnson's opposition is then
disclosed for whzt it is, namely, a purely factional opposition
which is devoid of principle. And the opposition of Erber and
many othcr responsible and serious comrades is shown to be a fail-
ure to think things out concretely, at the best, and a sad state
of muddle-headedness, at the worst.

, We are like the parties I cited sbove not only in that we
‘are revolutionary Marxists - that goes without saying - but in -
“that we have a firm and clear program and principles and theories-
- which distinguish us as a political current in the working class
movement. Johnson's attempt to preccsent our party position on the
main questicns as "oscillating" between one "clear line" and an-
other are, of course, ridiculous and childish, that is, they are
meant literally to appeal to little children. Eis point of view
18 a perfect supplement to that made notorious by E.R. Frank in
the phrase "We hsave a finished progrsm" - the sectarian's delight.
In that sense, we do not, thank God, have "a finished program", -
although our theories =nd program and pclitical concepts are not
less than five times more "finished" than tiose of the Bolsheviks
" before 1917, the Communist Party of this country at any time in
its history, or the COLA at any time in its history.

We are unlike these previous movements in that our composi-
tion is much broader than was theirs at any time. Our program
and theories are not less clearly and strictly defined than were
theirs. Our party, however, taskes in, makes room for, and allows
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the free functioning of people who have such differences with our
party's theories and policies as were never toler=ted or.possible
in the movement before. Have you ever thought of this point? Do
you have any doubts about 1t? If so, tell me of one revolutionary
Marxist party which allowed for such a wide range-of differences
in its ranks as we allow in our party. If you go through the
histories witn a glase you will not rind one, because there never
was onc. Buch a wide range of differences in an international.
party? 7Yes, in the First International, but pot in any of the par-
tiés or the Firet International. 8Such a wide runge of differences
in a reformiet party? - Yes, and even a wider range at one time or
another. But nover before in a revoluticnary Marxist partyl

!
]

, "1 am not sure of this but I think it was Erber who coined the
phrase that our party is an all-inclusive revoluticnary party (the

- underlined word cufficiently distinguishes us rrom Norman Thomas'
once all-inclusive reforminst party). Properly understcod I am

- ready and proud to refer to ourselves by this formula. But Ecber's

3  formula, which is a geod one, Iite his conclusions on the cadre,

S which are bad ones, like a sock in the eye. I will teake the risk

| 2 of being misunderstoocd and say; it is precisely the inclusive re— |

3 volutionary party thzt cannot have an inclusive cadre, just as it
- was precisely the gxclusive Bolshevik party that could and did

B = have an jinclusive cadre. B ' -

, Why? Let me continue to try to be comcrete. What exactly

is this "wide range" of politiczl and theorctical differences that
are referred to in our party? s it juet that one comradessays,
"I am for a labor party", and another comr»de, at the ctihcr ex-
treme of the party, says, "I em ageinst a labor party"? Tast one
comrade says th=st Ruesia is a bureaucretic collectivist state and
that another comrade, at the other éxtreme of the party, says that
it is 'a fsscist capitalist state? That one comrade says, "Letis
concentrate on the unions", =2nd another comr-~de, at the other ex-
treme of the party, says, "Lett!s concentr~te somewhere else"? That
one comr-de =dvocates the Bocialist United 8tates of Europe as

one kind of slogan or as one conception and another comrade, &t the
other extreme of the party advocates ancther? 4And so on down the
line of =11 the other differcnces which exist in our party anc are
repeatedly discussed? L S

BN

L If thrt were all that was involved, then anyone who said that
this comrade "belongs"™ to the party cadre and the other one dves
not, would be a hopeless idiot beyond the remedy of science or hu-
man understanding. I urge you to believe that I am not 'in that
category. - If you do believe me, I hope that will be euffieient smms-
wer to the question in your mind or in ‘the minds of others aboud
whether Temple, Garrett, and Shacthman, snd Goldmen, anc Morrow,
and 8mitk, and Johes, and Robinson, all of whcm have their diffes-
ences on this or that point or on several points, eompoce the par-.
ty csdre or nct. But it is not theee differences that are invclv:id
in this questicn. Above =211 it is not this or thet individual that
is involved. hkow can anybody debase the discussion of such an im-
portant conception as the party cadre to such guesticns ss: "Does
comrade so and so, of the Detroit branch, who 1is a very fine and
devoted comrade, but who differs with the-official party position
on three questicns, has doubts on two guestions, and is unclea;gfn
o o : ’ : ' V22
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one question, belong: in the cadre or not - answer me that." I
know this method is very popular and ie even reputed to be effec—
tive in high school debates. 1f that is so, that is where it should
be confined. c o

—

The problem is nct this very excellent comrade so and so &nd
that very devoted comrade this and thus. The problem is the build-
ing and consolidation of our party. And it cannot be solved un-
less we take into account the phenomenon which has developed and
the stage of decisive importance it has reachcd in the recent per-
iod. Which brings me to the second important point, the situation
inside our party. , ' . :

In our partv there are now two more or less clearly defined .
basic tendencies. Are they both revoluticnary? I think so. They
both stand on the general foundstions of %arxism, or, if you wish,
Trotskyism. Are they compatibie with membershi: in a single re-
volutionary party? I think.so. They may not be compatible with °
membership in a revolutiocnary perty as the Cannonites conceive of
it, but they can -be reconciled with membership in a revolutionary
party as we conceive of it, taat is, as the "all-inclusive revolu-
tionary party". By the samc token ¥ also believe that membership
in one revolutionary party is possible both for those who hold the
Cannonite political views &nd for those who hold curs. The only
2 trouble is that Cannon does not agree with this; hence, unity has
2 not taken rlace. Are the views or the two tendencies in our party
Politically reconcilablet I no longer think so. Did I think they
were irreconcilable six years ago, four years ago or two yeare

ago? No. 1In those days there werc differcnces between us that
"could be considered mcre or less normal and not radically different,
in significsnce or wéigkt, from any number of other differences
in the party. But this is 1946, 2nd not 1940 when we founded the
party. A lot of things have happened in these Bix years. On the
one side, the party has worked out its conceptions in a whole ser—
ies of importent and fundamental questions and worked them out with
the greatest clarity and distinctiveness (I must always underline
that word "distinctiveness" so &8s tc hammer it home to all comrades) .
On the other side, Johnson has *orked out his conceptions. Now,
in 1546, we come into irreconcilable clash wWith him on all these
importsnt and fundamental questions. "Blame" anyone or anything
youw ant, but the fact, nevertheless remains. We now represent
one tendency, and he represents another. Theése tendencies are not
confined or unique to our party. The ssme division into two basic -
.tendencies is taking place throughout the Fourth International. :
‘Within each of these tendencies therc are still many differences
of opinion, differences in emvhasis, nuances, e¢tc., but they all
occur within the rramework of the given tendency. Between the two
tendencies, hovwever, ther:¢ is a politically unbridgesble gulf. 1In
my view, our pzrty most clearly and consistently r epresents one
tendency; the Cennonites most clesrly and consistently represent
another, at lesst by end large. On virtually all cf the disputed
gquestions between th. two tendencies, Johnson, step by step, has
developed a full-fledged crogram which has no other political sig-
nificance than a capitulation to Cannonism.

0 o T IS T v e R
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How Johnson developed this program is another matter. Through~-
out his curious caresr in the revoluticnary movement he has re-
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vealed an organic urge to surround himself with a personal clique.

. He had one long, long before our sins were discovered; long, long

before bureaucratic collectivism was heard of; long, long before
even "retrogressicnism” was heard of; and if he remains what he is,
he will have one long, long after our sins have been forgotten.
But it has been notea that the political movement has its -~ lo-
gic, and it even affects Bohemian circles, mutual admiration so-
cieties, literary dilettantes snd cliques, provided they are in-
side the politicdl movement. And the clique which has no politi-
cal program elther -inds one in the end or in the end & program
"findd" it. By and large the program which finds it or which it
finds - fits it. That is how the Johnson cligue disappeared to
give way to the Johnson facticn and the Johnson facti-n developed
itself into the Johnson tendency -~ the tendency of literary radi-
calism, or Hoodless sectarianism, of opcortunism in practice, of
monolithism. The origins of the Johnson tendency are only of se~
condary or tenth rate interest and importance. What is important
Politically is precisely the political program of the tendenoy.
And our t endency is in irreconcilsble opposition to Johnson pre-

cisely to the extent that the latter represents a capitulation to
Cannonism.

Once this is clearly understood, the concrete questions of
the relaticnship of the party cadrec and the Johnson tendency is -
not difficult to grasp. But in order to set it forth in detail, I
must wait, due to space limitaticns, for the next Bulletin.

Fraternally,
MAX SHACHTMAN



.PRE—REVOLUTION AND FANTASY
By Abe Victor

* - It may seem rother strenge thzt after rour decades of revo-
lutionary upsurge and decline in such countries as Germany, France,
Spain, Austria and Englsnd, Comrace Johnsou:'s resolutione should
oreate so much confusion ac to the naturc of a pre-revolutionary
situation. The difficulty is created, hcwever, because Johnson's

- resolution states that there is a pre-revolutionary situation with-

out elaborating his concept.

It is possible for students of the revolution to repeat Tros-
eky's phrascs by the page without learning his method, just as it
was possible for Polonius to arrive at thé brilliant conclusion
that "Brevity is the soul of wit" without at the same time learn-
ing to be brief. I resict vhe temptation at this point to make

-the obvious refercnce to Comrode Johnson's brevity.

In November 1931 Trotsky analyzed the political and econom::
crisis in England as follows: -

* 1

"The situstion in England can likewise be termed with a cer-
tain degree of justificaticn, as pre-revolutionary provided it ig
strictly sgrecu, that a period covering several years of partial
ebbs and tides can elapsc between the pre-revolutionsry and the
immedi tcly rovcluticnary situsticn. The cconomic situstion in
England has re=ched cxtreme acuteness. Stil1, the politicsl super—
structure of thies arch-concervative country lags behind the chengas
in the economic basis. Before taking recourse to new political
forms and methods, all the classes of the English nation are attazp-
ting time »nd again to ransack the cold-store-rooms, to turn the
odl clothes of their grancfzthere and.grandmothers inside out.

The fact remaine that despite the dresdful naticnal decline there
does not exist in England =g yet, either a revoluticnary party of
any significance or its anti-pods, the Fascist party. Thankes to

-these circumstances, the bourgecisie has had the opportunity of

mobilizing the majority of the people under the "naticnal’ banncr,
that is, under the most hollow of all possible slogans. In the
pre-revoluticnary situation, the mcst dull witted of conservatiems

‘has acquired tremendous political predominance." (Trotseky -

"Germany Key to the Internsticnal Situation" p. 2)

Notice how carefully Trotsky qualifies his assertion that
"The situsticn...can...be termed...pre-revoluti-nary."

Qualificaticn #1. "with a certmin desree of justification.”
Qualificstion #3. "provided it is strictly agreed, that a
pericd ccviring several yesre cf partial ebbs and tides csn elapse
between the pre-revcluticnary and the immediately revoluticnary
situaticn.” - .

This is the written idea of a precice and careful thinker

whe, in spite <f his grest ability ond his meticulcus use of wprds‘

occasitnally made an errcr in precicticn or in jucgment. .
| | 1232
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Compare then, the methcd of Jolmson Who, like an amateur
gambler tossing a palp of dice, csrelessly 1iings oute the state~
ments: , :

", ,.propaganda (for the transitional program} is based upon
the analysis of the situation in the U.8. as pre-revolutlonary
for without this, the idea of a transitional program becones ridi-
oulous." (Johnson, "Task of Building the Bolshevik Party"p.13)

"For the transitional progrsm which ig based on the objective-
ly3g§e—revo;utionary situation." (The Program of the Minority

"No revoluticnsry can deny the possibility that two years
. from today the American proletariat could cover the nation with
¥  soviets (or their equivalent) in a nationwide strike sgainst the
v bourgeoisie, or more serious still, againsi the intervention of
' . the government in the strugzles of the proletariat with capital."”
(Johnson, "Resoluticn on the American Question" p. 14) :

Without elzborating upon his own concept of the nature of a
pre-revolutionary situation, without any attempt to apply to the
American scene, Trotsky's judgment of 1938 (Founding Conference)
Johneon concludes that "the gnalysis of the situation in the United
Btates as pre-revolutionary" holds as equally true for today as it
did 1in 1938. Not only doeen't it strike him that Trotsky may have
. made an erronecous judgment then, but he insists upon continuing-
f. over a perlod of elght years the judgment of the man who would
8 Egve\teated'glg;gﬂg,judgment very cerefully before again repeating

- "It ap.ears now, from the hasty and erbarressed retres of many
of Jobnson's followers thnt what they resally mean is that our epoch
is objectively the epoch of pre-revolutionary situations. o

"The economic prerequisite for the proletarian revolution has
already in general schieved the-hi%hest point of fruition that can
be rcached under capitalism. Mankind's productive forces stagnate.
By itself this statement which was formulated by Trotsky in 1938
is ebsolutely incontestable, and is of decisive importance for the
policies of the proletariat in our epoch. But Johnscn fails utter~
1y to understand the thesis on capiteliem in 1its death agony which
he mechanically adopted. This lack of comprehension stands reveal~
ed with especinl clarity in reepect to what is to us the most im—
mediate questicn, "Will the procuctive forces in the United States
resch such 2 level of stagnstion within the next few years that
capitalism is nc longer cazpz2ble either of solving its own problems
or of meking conoessions to the proletariat, but is forced even:- to
withdraw some of the conceesions it has already madel .

) N

'

o

"Such a contracticn would undoubtedly precipitate a severe
economic and politicel crieis, the objective prorequisites for a
Ere—revolutionary gituaticn in the United Statess When Comradoe

orman argues egalnst the concept that a pre-revolutionary situa-
tion cannct exist without a maess revoluticnary party he is dueling
with some fontasy of his imaginatirn, not with any argument of the
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majority resolﬁtion.

THE PRE-REVOLUTIONARY oITUATION:

ENGL AND

What wis the igsue which precipit=ted the General Btrike in

England? .
A drop in profits for the y

ear 1925 was claimed by the British

mine industry and the mine-owners proposed to renegotiate the mine

contacts for the purpose of efie

cting'a wage cut and a longer Work-

ing day. It was apparent to, the working class that the post-war

"boom" was over and thst the min

e-ovners were leading the other

corporaticns in a series of attempts to withdraw all the concess-

ions made by British industry to
war period. The Gensral Council

the unions.in the immediate post-.
of the British tracde union move-

ment adviged the 1eaders of the Miners Federation that they would

- have to be prepered to coneider
miners unicn proposed strike act
to support the miners, the Gener

a rcduction in wages! Until the

i-n and the romaining unions agreed
al Council refused to plan an of-

fensive against the proposed wege cuts of the jndustrialists. The
General Council was forced sgainst its will to lead and organize

the General 8trike! R
THE PRE-REVCLUTIONARY SITUATION:

Between 1534 and 1236 there
tionary pcriod which was, @s - in
strike.

In his"Resolution on the Am
quoted or paraphrased rather cop
France" without gomenhow or other
tions in which Trotsky character
ter of the French situation. Th

FRANCE

developed in France a pre-revelu-.
Fngland characterized by a general

erican Question", Comrade Johnson
jously from Trotsky's "Whither

managing to include those quota-
jzes the pre-revelutionary charac-
e obvicus reason for the omissicn

ig that the criteria mentioned by Trotsky in no Way indicate a

simila; situation here.

"Cagpitelism has broughtvfhe
. level that they are paralyzed by

means of production to such a
the misery of the populer masses

ruined by the selfseme capitalism...Capitaliem not only cannot give

the toilers new social reforms, nNor even petty alm

It is forced

TC -TAKE BACK WHAT IT ONCE GAVE (Emphasis mine A.V.? All of Europe
has entercd sn era of economic 2nd political counter-reforms."

(Troteky, "Whithoxr France" p.13)

As in Znglend, so in Fronce

the economic crisis manifested

1tself to the working class as en attempt on the part of the bourge

oisie to withdraw concessicns wh
orgenized proletarizt. Ther= we
sure. But this gne provoked 2n

Once cet in moticn by the ¢

jer it r=d mace in the past to the
re cther manifestaticns to be
imrediate class struggle action.

ontraction of the economy the

" erisis in Frence took a political form which Trobsky described as

follows:

"The politicel crisis of th
. :

e country is =2bove allgarcollapse
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of the .confidence of the petty-bourgeois masses in their tradition-
al parties =nd lesders. Tne discontent, the nerviousness, the in-
stability, the fludity of the petty-bour%eoisie are cxtremely im-
portant choractcristics of a pre-~revoluticnary situation. As a
sick man, burning with fever tosses from right side to left, so

the feverish petty-bourgeoisie can turn to the Right or to the
Left. In the coming period, the side towsrds which millicns of
Frenoh pcasants artisans, small merchants and minor officials turn
will det-rmine whether the present pre-revolutionary situation will .
develop into a rcvolutionary or a countcr-revolutionary situation."
(Trotsky, "Whither France" p.58) o
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It ie also interesting to note that the Gencral Strike which
occurred in France, was centered sround Gemands of a political
neture, -primarily, elthough sectarisns might insist that every =soc
nomic demand lesds the proletariat irto pcliticsl conflict witl. ‘he

- bourgeoicie. That mey be true in the long run. In the instancz
3 of Frencc, however, Troteky cle:rly states:

n, .. killions of workers anc wWage esrners participated in the
general strike or February 12, which did not meke any "immediate
demends". (Trotsky, "Whither France" p-63 )

L } ,
_ "¥hy ic it thet millions of workers risked participation in’

& general etri%e, in violent demonstrations in the streets, in
battles with the Fascict gangs, but refuse to participate in siriies
‘of a purely economic character?" (Trotsky, "Whither Frence" p.€3)

.- "Whoever goes to vorkers' meetings inows =8 well as we that
general tzlk about immediate demands usually lerves the audience
in a state of complete indifference; on the other hand, clear and
precise reveluticnary slog=ns get 2 gympathetic respcnse. This
~difference in the re=cticn or the masses chs=racterizes the poli*ti-~
E cal situation in the country in the clesrest postible manner."
. (Trotsky, "Whither France" p. 63)

THE BRITISH GENERAL STRIKE

v The British General 3trike begen s an offensive of the Bri-
tish working class against the propcsal of the British bourgeoisie
for a wage cut and a longer working dsy. The working class in

- Britdim was conecisue enough cf its proolems to understand that these
counter—-reforms were dircctcd nct merely at the miners but at the
entire working clsss. The general strike unieashed tremendous T e~
voluti-nary energies and by virtue cf the fact th-i all transpor-
tation, all electric, fuel, =nd communiceticn services were paral-

 yzed withcut the services cf the workers, the strike committees
hnd control of every strikebcund tcwn. No rocd could enter or
leave A town witnout the committee's permissicn. Every worker on
electric pcwer cr gne supply worked under @ permit cof the strike
committee.  Whot nsc formerly been eimply trade unicn ccmmittees
were forced to toke cver entircly new functi-ne, the functicns cf
towvn councils, and <f govcrnmentsl &seemblies. In the nine days
of this strike, unicn ccemitteemen becsme =dministrators f state

. power. The experience educ-ted them and trsnsicrmcd them in a Wway

o in whicn n- reading <f a Merxist clascic could, by and.cf itself,

do. . o 1235
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’ # gtrike 13 made possible only undar conditlons in which the class
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After several days of the strike the workers would listen
with impatience to any speech bagsd upon the simple economic issues

.which provoked the strike; obut tbey cheered for scveral minutes a

miner who made the political speech "If the British Constitution
makes a miner work underground fcr less than two pcunds a week, it
is about time that Constitution was challenged." ,

Perhaps one of the most revoclutionary methods of struggle, the
generaLfstruggle is forced to overstep the limits of simple crafls
union demands, of demands which concern cnly one union local, cr
one international. When the economic crisis forces tte lalor move—-
ment to disregerd divisions between industries and between federz-
tions, between faction lines and party lines, between the practiozes
permitted by law and practices forbidden by law, the general stzike

‘can become a reality. And its-eirect, like the effect of tae

armed insurrection is & tonic to the working class; it creates a
consciousness of power in the minds of the workers which few his-
torical experiences can equal. - : _

Yet, to revert back to the quotation by Trotsky which intre-
duced thig article, after eeeing tne British working class expe— .
rience this historical venture into the realm of workers power,
Troteky was not completely certain that a pre-revolutionary situa-
tion existed: Why? Because in spite of the fact that "The eco-
nomic situation in England has reached extremescuteneea. 8till,
the political supcerstructure of this arch—conservative country

lags behind the changes in the economic basis.”

CAPITALIST EQUILIBRIUM, CRiSIS AND PRE-REVOLUTICN

The ability of the bourgeois ec%nomic system to retain balense
and equilibrium is much more complex than, for example, a gyroscope
which may stand upright as long as it is avle to spirn with a cer- .
tain number of revolutions per minute. Yet a similarity exists in
the senss that the balance of the American capitalist system, like

- that of the gyroscope is afrfected by forces outside of it (i.e. in

the world)end the internal forcee (class relations, etc.). War,
or weaker forms of international couflict (economic war, blockade,
etc.) may upset the equilibrium. Strikes, lockouts, class wars
may disrupt the motion from the inside, so to speak.

But this balance even after it is disrupted may, in the absence
of ractore like a revolutionary party, be restored. That this
equilibrium reciets rather well the forces which would topple it,
is indicated by the fact thet =iter a six year world war vhich
followed 235 years oY revolutionary situations in most of the major
countries of the worlcd, anc 2 victorious proletarian revolution in
one country, it existe todsy, shaky, threatened to be sure; but
the equilibrium existe.. . :

The balance of various capitalist eccnomies depends upon
geveral factors; the world cdivision of ls=bor, the international
equilibrium (ability to control imperislist rivslry by methceds
short of war), anc the survival and utilization, and replacement
of productive c=pital insicde eachk capitalist country.
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The majority resolution on the American question attempts to
analyze and relate these problems. Johnson's resoclution disregards
them almost completely. For him it is enough that Trotsky said

Aaqmething in 1938 which Johnson finds it simple to repeat.

. An amagingly different picture presents itself when one looks
at Burope's part in the world economy and at America's. If the .
United States was the quartermaster of the world in World War I it
was doubly true in World War II. If America was in a position to
enforce her domination of world markets after the first world war,
ghe is also in as strong or stronger position to do so today. 1If
American .productive capital was in far betier condition that
Europe’s after the firet World War, it is likewise true today.

~ This gituation, it is true, may be alteréd by some factor which
threatens the equilibrium from the outside, a successful revolution

- in Europe, the sudden loss of some of America's present markets, the

outbreak of a third world war. But for the next few years that
i8 only a possibility and not a probability. .

In the United States resides approximately 7 or 8 per cent of
the woTl@spopulation; some seven or eight per cent of the earth's
surface falls to the United oStates. Yet of the world's supply of
steel, cosl, oil, tin, zinc, aluminum, copper, cotton, corn, wheat,
automobiles, machinery for everything from making shoes to printing

newspapers, and many other vital items the United 8tates extracts,
-procesees or produces from 50 percent to 90 per cent.

. The United States has the largest railroad system in the world
the most extensive system of highways. Before the first world war
the United States had about 30 per cent of the worldt!s tonnage in
her merchant fleet. England had 35 per cent. After the second
world war, the United States has a greatrmerchant merine then

i England. The American eoonomy, therefore, can easily outstrip

England in reaching the world marke$, even if it depended primarily
on shipping space which of course it does not. :

This ie the position of American economy after two world wais

 »for world domination. Partly this is due to the war market which .
existed in Europe during both wars, a market with practically no

limits and which could hardly afford to haggle at prices. Through
its lend leace agreements, the United States prevented its ally

England from manufacturing for the South American market, assuming
that England could have done so had there been no agreement prevent-
ing it. Only the tremendous requirements for forging{ the means

~ of destruction with existing productive forces prevented free play

for the fullest development of the American economy. During the
gix yeare of the second world war Europe's productive forces were
subjected to every kind of destruction which the American bourgeoi-
gie could only consider with a slightly vicarious fear, easily

" alleviated at the thought of unfettered supremacy. And yet with -

this suprcme superiority in prodigtive ability comes the mockexy

of & Furope.sO impoveriched that/a market for _american goods it
&ni gedgand an only be paré?y Fes ored 1£°a tremendous amount

of aid is poured in from the overflowing coffers of American capital

-~ ism. Thus' is the American economy hoist'by its own petard.
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The world therefore faces a period of extreme corisls, violent
- shudders in the economlc apparatus. There will be and there are
orises in Europe; there will bo a orisls, several orises 1in.
America., But those crises will bo of a different kind, The pro-
ductive forces in the United Stutes are still in relativeoly good
condition. The imerican factorics arc in supremoly superior con-
dition to those over the rest of tho world. Materials and nocos-
sary cquipment are in abundance comparcd to the condition in any
other country. Without any doubt, the quality of merchandise 1s
{nferior to that which sold beforo tho war; , the moans of trans—
portatlion are sadly in need of recplacecments and repalrs since
overy last plcce of rolling stock was strained to meet the burden
of war. On the whole, however, the hAmerlcan economy has developed
1ts productive foroes and not moroly maintained thom intact
throughout the war, o

Anyone who maintains that this kind of Mexcoptionalism® 1is
false; that this ls an epoch of pre-rovclutlonary situations and
thet whatever the degree of difference betwoon Eurore and the
Uplted Statos, the lattor is svbjocct to the somc kind of pro=
. pevolutionary situation, at the same time and with thc sesme degree
of intonsity ond with the same frequcney of rccurrcnca, is an .
infant, a rank amateur, a shoor incompctont in the flcid of rovolu=
tionary politicse. The developing economic z2nd pollitical situation
in tho Unitod Siotos will surely repudiaic the kind of 1idiocy
whioh shouts prc-revolution cvery day until tho pro=rcvolutlion
finally occurs and then clalms to have beon right all thce timo,

And those who perpctratc this kind of Infentile politics in
tho namo of Trotsky do the latter a groat injustice, It 1s unfore
punate that Comrcde Johnson ¢an only find timc end spasc to quote
or to paraphrasec from The Dzath sigony of Capitelism and from
Whither France. There 1s on intorcsting guotation in The First
¥Ivo Yoars of tho C.ls from a specch which Trotsky mcde at the
ThIrd Congress of the Cominterne o s

"If we grant--and let us grant it for the moment--that tho
working class fails to rise 1in rovolutionary struggle, but allows
the bourgooisie the opportunlty to rule the world's destiny for
a long number of years, say, two or threce decades, thon assuredly
some sort of new equilibrium will be established, Europc will
be thrown violently Into reverse gear. Millions of European wor=
kers will dic from uncmployment and malnutrition. The United
Statcs will be compelled to rcorient 1tsolf on the world markoet,
peconvert its industry, and suffer curtailment for a considerable

riods (Eyphasis Trotskyls=iV) aftcrwards, after 2 now world
vIsTon of labor is thus estaoblished in agony for 15 or 20 or 25
years, a new cpoch of capltallst upswing might perhaps cnsuoc.

- "Byt this entire conccption 1s cxccedingly abstract and ono=
sided, Mattors src plcturcd horo as if the prolotarict had
ccascd to struggles. Meanwhilo, thers: eannot cven be talk of this
$f only for thc reason thot tho clocs congradicsiond have boconoe
agoravatod in thic cxtrere prccisoly during the recout ycars;“f
Thaphosls Trotoky's-=iV) (pe OL1) 12.38
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Firetly, Comrade Johnson should take notice in the above (e BT
tation of the dangerous trend toward what he calls "retrogressional
thinking". .This gloomy possibility was posed by Trotsky in the
year 1921, shortly after the victorious revolution in Russia, and
with revolutionary situations arieing everywhere, in almost every
major country in Europe. Is it any wonder that frotsky halted
himself with the statement "this entire concept is exceedingly
abstract and one-sided. Matters are pictured here as if the prole-
tariat had ceased to struggle." - :

But several decades later it turned out that the entire con-
cgption was'not quite so abstract. The world situation DID "allow
the bourgeoisie the opportunity to rule the world's destiny for a
long number of years, say, two or three decades..." Europe WAS
"thrown violently into reverse gear". - Millions of Eurcpean workers
ARE dying from unemployment and melnutrition." And these few lines
Trotsky, in a moment of shrewd foresight, .included as a gualifica-
tion to his report, for political amateurs who believe that events
are decided by wishes. ' :

if anything, let us not fool ourselves about the nature of the
next immediate pericd in the develcpment of the American economy.
We are witnessing a temporarvy stabilization of capitalism here on
the basis of the domestic market, the South Americen outlets which
were wrested from England and from Germany and those South- Amer- -
ican markets which have -been starved for American products as a
result of the intensive produtticn for war purpcses. During this

_periodi there will be only several million unemployed which for

the'United Btates does not create an economic orisis and which to
the bourgeoisie and to the American econcmy is an accepted state
of affairs necessary to a competitive lzbor market. ‘

The bulk of the American working class, particularly the
organized working class will have & relatively long pericd of
steady employment during which the trade union bureaucracy will
have the oppcrtunity to stabilige iteelf, and uninhibited by the
necessity for a social patriotic abstention from all and every
form of class struggle, as was true during the war, will utilize
strikes, picket lines, organizing drives and other forms to build
and expand the unions. c .

During this brief pericd of stazbility American capitalism can
make concessions tc the working class——no real concessicns, of
course. On the other hand, capitalism will nct be forced to insti-

“tute counter-reforms. It will not be forced in the next few years .
- to propose wage cuts or a longer working day. :

It %?@%ngﬁ very dangerous to conclude thet a brief stabiliza-
tion of/C5pitalism means an end to class struggle activity on the
part of the American workingclass. Not at all! But it does tend
to effect the focrm snd the content c¢f all clashes between the pro-
letariat and the bourgecisie. &8trikes for eccnomic demands are a
likely variant during the next few years. A general strike is not

- the most likely variant. It is not sizply a matter of how sharp

the class conflicts will be; it is a matter of their relation to
the revolutionary mood of the masses. 1239
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An upswing which will be neither of great duration nor pro-
foundly strengthening to American capitalism cannot basically
check the class consciousness of the American workingclass. Pre-
vioue industrial booms have checked revolutionary developments
only because they expanded the horizon of capitalist growth. The
events of 1939-1946 have limited the expansion of the world market
80 that the trend of capitalist development must, in the long Tun,
move toward another crisis. A temporary boom under these condi-
tions will strengthen the confidence of the American workers,
unify their ranks not only in the factories but also in their
strike struggles. -

Fevorable situations will develop for us, in the next period;
but these situations will also be rather complex. ¥e will not ‘
grow by the automatic repetition of certain slogans. The American
bourgeoisie stands on ground which has been undermined by a power-
ful union movement; but the bourgeoisie remains strong, keenly
discovers the weak spots in the strategy of the labor lieutenants
who lead the unions. The bourgeoisie tacks from side to side,
maneuvers and always with cold reasoning, with a vision that is not
blurred by hysteria; enthusiasm on our part must also be tempered
with cold reasoning.

The world remaine in an objectively pre-revolutionary situa-
tion-—that is, WORLD CAPITALISW IS ON THE DECL INE. It does not
mechanically follows that in every country there exists the pre—-
requisites for an immediate struggle for workers power. To raise
the political level of the American workingclass to a higher level
Min this arch-conservative country" as Trotsky said of England in
1931, to educate the workingclass so0 that it is prepared to util-
ize class struggle weapons of a more political and lesspurely eco-
nomic character, thet is the basic task of the ncxt few years.

And here I do not use "educate" in the Menshevik sense (to allay
the fears of a few of the 0ld Bolsheviks among the follawers of
Comrade Johnson) but in the revolutionsary sense--to educate the,
workers in the heat of the class struggle, in the midst of strikes,
on picket lines, to educate them to the fact, THAT TRE AMERICAN
GOVERNMENT REPRESENTS TEE CLASS WHICH WORKERo> FIGHT ON THE PICKET

. LINE, but which they have not yet learned to fight by class

- POLITICS. _ ' P

When a deep and thoroughgoing crisis of American Capitalism
occurs, as it undoubtedly will when this temporary boom has ex-
pended itself, the workingclass will reply, if it learns pow how
to transform economic demands into political action; the working-
class will reply to the American bourgeoisige with class struggle
methods which must inevitably precipitate /pre-revolutionary
gituation. , ,
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A REPLY TO COLKRADE JONES -34
;: - - ' by John Barnes

Comrace Jones has, in his Cécument, levelled the most serious
charges against a number of comrades in the Buffalo branch.

[Py

2 What was posed as a political declaration deteriorated, be-
¢ 3 ginning with the second paragraph, into a jumbo of garbled distor-
. tions, half-truths and outright liea, concerning not the politios
but the personalities of the branch. This is evident by the faot
that although the document speaks pompously of political positions,
political programs and political training and integration it does
3 not contain, does not even vaguely refer to, a single, genuine
t 8 political reference other than Jones' announcement that he, as an
3 . individual, adheres tc the minority position on the Americen and
- -Negro questions and thet he holds the majority poesition on these
guestions to be responsible for the lack cf outstanding progress
. of the party. Even this anrnouncement, for the sake of strict-
1 crganizational and political form, is misleading. Let me assure
the comrades throughout the country (the local comrades are well
aware of it) that Jones has rever once taken the floor to advocate
on a political basis, the minority position on the afcrementioned
questions; has never before made the branch, assembled in formal
‘meeting, awsre of his positjon; was not even in atiendance at the
meeting wherein the American question was discuseed and has not at
this writing asked for a.recpening of the discussion.

- Assuredly, Jones is entitled to openly advocate either posi-
E tion, nationally or locally, at a -mwrent's notice; although since
E - he is a confirmed lMarxist I cannct understand why he should wish
to keep it a closely gusrded sescret in his own branch—-unless it
is that he fears the "bureaucracy" will have his head in reprisal.

My objection to the form in which Jones brings his position
to the fore is based on the clumsy attempt to link hig position to
the past and present condition of the Buffalo branch. t is here
that his total lack of pclitical understanding is revealed.

1)

. Jones maintains that the "older comrades" in Buffelo were
"sectarian" and "seemingly" formed a bureaucratic cligue, exercis—

" ing a strenglehold on the branch which did nct allow the Negro
(and white) wcrkers freedom of expressicn and acticn and forced
onto these workers assignments and tasks which they, the .
"bureaucrats", refused to accept themselves. Further, and this is
perhaps the mcst demning accusaion of all, he charges these com—
rades of anti~-Negrc prejudice. He concludes that the condition of
"bureaucracy", plus the incorrectness cf the majority position on
the American and Negro questions and its applicaticn by the
"bureaucracy" caused the virtual decoumpositicn of the Buffalo
branch, as a functicning body, from November, 1945 to March, 1946,
and mace it imposeible to integrate new ccmrades and to recruit
wcrkers in significent numbers.

These are serious charges and, if true, constitute an indict-
ment of not only the "older ccomrades" of the Buffalo branch but
of the Naticnal Committee as well; for if the conditions that

- Jones describes prevailed then the national leadership, which has
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been in constant contact with the branch and representatives of
vhich have vigited the branch, are either guilty of condening and
supporting a "bureesucracy", and its practices and results or of
extreme negligence in allowing the condition to flourish unnoticed
ard unkindered. In fact, one must wonder why Jones, who is 890
vehement and positive, waited until ncw to air nationally sc im-
portant an issue. §ince Jones, by his own acdmission, has learned
to apply Marxianm thecry in his shop, cne would assume that such

‘knowledge would lead him immediately to publish, in the internal

bulletin, a statement at the first eign of bureaucratic strangula-
tion ¢f the branch. Or, if he preferred to oppose the "bureaucrats'
without reccurse to the internal bulletin one might expect him to
contact the center through minority repcrts cn various questions. |
Certainly, in some way, Jones, a prcfessed revolutionary socialist,
could have mace known to the party the organizational and political -
situation which was making for the decay anc sterility of so stra-
tegic a branch as Buffalo. But, with the exception of some persmn-
al communicaticns to Comrade Coolidge, who, I am sure, will bring
them intc this discussion at the proper time, Jones, as far as I
know, tock none of these steps.

. The ansfer to.Jonee' past inactivity on thie issue is to De
found in the true picture of conditicns in the Buffalo branch dur-
ing the past year, and particularly in Jones'! role in the braneh
during this time. . ~

""In his statement Jones offers himself es & virtual outsider
as regards branch leadership. The inference is that he is of the
newer ccmracdes, always in the cppesiticn, always leading the
"real" workers against the evil "oureaucrats". The truth is that
Jones has been in the party almost five years and until the most
recent branch election, when Le declined nomination, has been on
the E.C. of the branch for over a year. He had, in fact, been
branch organizer for a time. In all this time on the E.C. Jones
did not make a single minority repcrt. Jones was a branch delegate.
at the last conventicn, again a delegate at the last Active Workers
Conference. The "bureaucracy" shows ite "power" 'in strange waysl

"Jones made no public mention ?f'any such oharges at elther of these

meetings. o ,

The E.C. of the Buffalo branch has never numbered more than 3.
Branch by-laws specifically state that 60% of the EC must be shop
workers. While Jones was serving his terms on the EC all 3 of the
EC members were working in plants; 2 in the shép, the other in the
office. Vhe then Were these non-worker elements that "seemingly"
formed the "bureaucracy"?

In a branch meeting held scme six months ago Jones made one
attempt at formal specification. He accused the other 2 members
‘of the ET and one rank and file ccmrade c¢f constituting this
nelique". What political or organizstionel differences did he have
with these comrades? He did nct (could not) mentiocn cne. He
accused them only cf refusing assignments and one, in particular,
of anti-Negre prejudice. In his reference tc asslgnments Jones
specified LA distributicn and the amount of work dcne on the clean—~
ing ancd revamping of branch headquarters. ‘141_
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i At thie time Jones was LA directorl EKe made all distribution

F agsignments. In my year in the branch I heard only cne comrade

i ~ refuse a distribution assignment. This was the branch organizer

i who Jones saw.fit to assign to distribution-—in a branch of ap-

i proximately a dozen pecple. The organizer refused on the basis.
that there were, in the brenchk, cther comrades available for tnis
work, but said that he would accept the assignment if Jones )who
to my knowledge has never beex 7-n an L.A. distribution) would

% oin him. Jones refused; and tais is the incident he hilights.

¢ 8 e does not mention that the organizer did indesd, later on,

. ‘accompany this writer on several distributions; that the rank

and file comrade he menticned as part of the "cligue" had a
standing assignment for distribution each week; that the third
" EC member also acconpanied this writer cn several distributions
until he went to wcrk at the plant where the distributions teck
place. I repeat: nmever, to my knowledge, has Jones been on a
éistribution-—even when the branch wzg taking 5,000 papers a week.
' "He may explain that he could not distribute at his own shop, which
is correct, but he cannct explain why he, .as L.A. directcr could
‘not find aseignments for himself at other shops. He may answer
that he is tco "well known", which to my mind is nct a valid

s

- The matter of clean-up and repair work cn the branch head-

* quarters is encther example of distorticn anc exaggeraticn. Every

- comrade helped to scme extemt; scme, n-turally, did more than
cthers. It is not wath the spzce tc enumerate who worked what
or how meny ccats of paint this one or that one applied-—-it is all
below the level of even trade union bickering... Jones, however,
was in no pcsiticn to chcose stravws. ig had t¢ advance some
reasons for his own behavior and attitude in the branch end in
the matters of assignments and clean-up work he showed clearly
the instability anc worth of his arguments.

The accusaticn of rece prejudice is scmething mcre. It cznnot
be taken lightly, cannct be easily explained away as a defensive
stab in the derk. 4&nd it is here thzt Jones is guilty of the
greatest lie and the most snameful ceceit. '

I must prefacé this explanaticn by ncting that Jones, as a
Negro and as a militant trade union leader of lcng standing, knows
very well that the accusaicn of race prejudice, particulerly in a
revolutionary soccialist perty, is a grave matter. He should, :
therefcre, be sure, doubly sure, of -is ground before making such
a statement or even casting the slightest innuendo. What is his
procf? At the same branch meeting at which he mace the charges
of"bureaucretism” and the rest he resurrected the =
prejudice theme on the very same nste which had been explained
and disproven before:s that the shop worker ¢n the EC had, at a
social, come between a Negrc and a white girl comrade in an ef-
fort to separate the two. The first time this issue had arisen
it had been referred to the center where Comrade Cooclicge had
suggested that an HC member be sent to Bufislo tc hear the case
and the 1ocel comrace judged wreng should be expelled. The accusel
readily agreed t¢ this plan~-Jones retracted his statement.
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When confronted with the charge a second time, the accused
comrate repeated wh-t he had said before: he had merely "poked his
head in on the conversation" and meant absolutely nothing by it but
had, obviously, committed a socizl blunder. He then demanded that
he be brought up on charges or thet Jones retract the statement.
Jones again declined and after much shouting implied that he was
withdrewing the charge. He said he was informing Comrade Coolidge,
by letter, cf all the aspects of the situation but showed no desire
for a trial. The comrades may judge for themselves the reason for
the second retrezt. If Jones states further that he was not con-
fident of a fair trial he had best be prepared to prove the dis-
honesty and incompetence of the NC and Comrade Coolidge. In this
latest menticn of prejudice in the branch Jones takes some pains
to show that it evolves because of the lack of social intercourse

 petween the comrades. That there is room for better understanding

and social Trelztionships between all branch members, black and white,
cannot be denied. Bu%t it is entirely another thing to follow *

‘through on such a conclusicn by saying that because of this the

Negroes have been discririnated ageinst politically (or in any

way) in branch affairs. He still cannot offer any evidenge of

this prejudice but feels he csn make his way with it at this time.
because the members of the "bureaucracy" are no longer in the city,
two of them having left the party entirely. The writer, however,
is determined that this issue shall, once and for all, be settled,
and will in the near future bring a resclution to the branch call-
ing for the hesring of the entire case by a representative designa-
ted by the NC-"and asking appropriate punishment for the guilty.

The party must not be allowed to suffer chauvinism, black or white.

Jones qualified his terming of the "older comrades" as a
mpureaucratic clique" because of their alleged failure to observe
discipline, their suppression of worker thought and their refusal
to accept the experiences of: tie Mworker-element" in conducting
branch affairs. Unfortunately Jones, despite his length of time
in the party, has not yet mastered the acknovwledged definition of
the term; & f=2iling which the writer believes he.carries through
into his Marxien theory. If this is not so than Jones does not
believe hie ovn statements for he knows too much (utterly too much)
of trade union politics to explain what follows; 4An outstanding
characteristic of any buresucrat is his unwillingness to be re-
lieved of his post in favol cf his oppcsition. When, st the branch.
meeting, Jones brought forth his claim of bureaucracy in the brangh,
the organizer (obvicusly the head cf the fburesucracy") arose and
ennounced he was resigning his post on the EC. The writer can tes~-
tify that this wae not a tactical maneuver in any. sense of the
term. The organizer, tired of Jones' allegeticns and disruption-
ist policies and actually in the minority in the oranch as regards
the "politics of personalities” (2 "bureaucracy! of three in a
branch of about twelve) felt he was no longer able to lead the
branch as it should be lead and that nothaving the support of the
majority of the comrades realized 1t Was to the best interests of
the branch thrt he resign. Ee seid just thet. he had, inciden-
tally, beer unanimously elected to the EC only a few months before—

1244



~38

After his announcement the orgenizer lef?t ris chalr as the
head of the meeting. Jones, and others, immediately protested that
he had no rignt to resign! Surely a queer way of ridding the branch
of the "pureaucracy"! Jones then said thet as the most capable man
the organizer should continue to serve! he explained he thought
it best for the welfare of the brancht....Imagine - an -experienced
trade unionist, & Marxian sociziist actually insisting that the
leader of a npureaucracy® (that he bitterly "opposed" continue to
serve for the welfare of the branch! Jones would not dare give
such a psrformance st his unicn meeting but feels, for some unex-
plainable reason, that he can insult the intelligence of the party.

R TN eI
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This brings-us %0 Jones! actual role in the branch. As has

been said, Jones has been a party member for almost five years;

he has held responsible positions in the oranch leadership and

has represented the brancn at convent ions snd conferences- Havirnz
" peen. president of the largest steel Jocal in this area he ig:well

aware of the responsibilities of jeadership. having been a member

for so long a period he is (or must certainly should be) well aware

of party procedure, party tradition, party aims. Yet, it is the
4 opinion of the writer, as putlined above, that Jones, in the per-
3 iod of branch éi sintegration that he mentions, conducted, with the
aid of the most backward elements in the branch, a policy of dis-
rupticnism based on nettly, personal factionaliem. Not once did

he base his zctions on & political plane. Not once did he specify
a difference of a clearly political or organizstional nature. Not
once did he offer a conetructive criticism or program of any king.,
Now, because he aligns hiwself with the mincrity on the American
‘and Negro questicne he feels confident that he has at last found
a politiczl basis for his past actions. C

B —
Qi o

This writer is also of the opinion that Jones today does not
even understand the positione he proclaims nimegelf To support and
that his turning to them, in reflection of nis past performance
locally, is without doubt raw, crude oppcriunism. '

b : It is enything but e credit to the Buffalo branch, and this
¢ 8 pertains to each member, th ¥ Jones. has been alloved to prolong

3 his activities, along the ]ines described, until now. The writer
hopes that the publicaticn of the verious documents connected tO
the affair will speed the branch into correcting the condition and
strengthening the brench in a formal, straightforward manner.
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TWO ERRORS — ONE OF QOMMI&SIQN AND ONE OF OnIS3ION
‘By Sﬁaan Green

1 consider the majority resolution on the international quese
tion a document of realistio snalysis of which a Marxist can be
proud. Not only are the objeotive aspects so excellent. The doo~
unent also turnse & serious snd oritio~l eye inward, underlining
the misconoeptions and mistakes of the past period within the
Fourth Internstional, in such & way as to further the reoconstitue
tion of/the cadree of the Fourth. All this is to the goode

The purpose of this contribution to the Internsl Bulletin ig
not to go into my pointe of agreement with the majority!s dooument,
nor into the many errors of the Johnson dooument. I support the
majority dooumont exoept on two points, 28 indioated in the title,
one of commission and one of ‘omiseion. '

The aot of commission iéiihe support of slogans for the OP.

$0 power. , -

‘The document itself gives?the best possible reasons for not
eupporting such a slogan. Thé Tesoluticn very convinoingly des-
cribes the CP¥s as agencies of bureaucratic ocollectivism, aiming

. to establish bureauorntic collectivism Internationally; 26 couns

ter-revolutionary parties whose danger for the workers lise in
being anti-casplitalist as well as still the subols of 1917. The
resoluticn also stntes, Oor at le~st implies, that there ocould not

‘, be support of the slogan of the O? tc pcwer by 1tse1f.,

Can we, then, rely on.the 8P and the Q0T ‘to restrain the OP,

% The'politieal ocntent cf the OGT is BP and OP, go
that the ccntest would resolve itgelf as between the 8P and OP,
There ie plenty cf grcund for the belief that the 8P would become
putty in the hands cf the OP ~ end Russia!  PFurtherm-re, the BP
would serve as an excellent soecpegcat cn whcm tc blame the mie-
deeds of the 0P itself. Tho idea cfi hedging the OFP arcund with
the BP and OGT seems very ohildish irdeed. .

Fencing the 8P-CP-CGT slogan in with cur demooratic demands
also is unrealistic. I do nct argue, of course, &gainet the de-
mands but against the notion thot they would functicn in time to
disoredit the OP. The Stalinists are no political slouches, They
are politicians of infinite flexibility and unprincipledness. It
is inconceivable that they would nct make scme show of demccracy
and benefits tc the masses. It would take time for the gap be-

~ tween our demends and the CP brand tc beoome apparent. By then

the damage would have been done = 2t least in the sense of the
OP having quietly liguiduted the revcluticnists and best rank and

file elenentse. .

In the ﬁajcrity document cn the slcgan itself much is made
of the prediocticn thathhe OP will not take pcwer, and would thus
expcse iteclf to the masses as = phcneye. This prediotion 1845
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based ¢n twe factcrs. Firct, the OP in pover would immediately
herald the third world war because Stalin in Fronce would bring .
him tc the Atlantic and tsc near the cpherc <f the western powerss
This argument h:1lds nc water. Tre slcgzn is for the inmediate
period. During this pericd - now = B8talin shcws no fear of war
fcr the simple reas>n that war cannct n:w be fought. Stalin acts
on this kn~wledge in all his intornati nal grebe. Or dces anyonse
think that tbe United States wiil drop & few atom bombs ¢n Paris?
Dropping atom bombe on Faris 18 ucot like drcpping thean on J apan-
ese cities durin% the war, and ecpecially would -fhis be cut cf the
uesticn if the UP has ccme to pover af the result -f mass demand.
ny, then, is it nct poesible for the CP to utilize the era cf
peace to entrench itsclf wherever it cem - especially by popwlazr
demand? , '
The second Treason given by the majcrity in the CP-SP-CGT dcow-
ument that the CP will nct take power ig that such a move will
mean civil war. Why necossarily civil wart Hewre the majcrity
thinks ix too etraight a line, whereas the manipulations cf the
 Btalinists are crocked and Cevicus. Quuld it not be argued wiih
egual weight - or lack of weight - that th2 rossibility cf & Cexnl
with the bourpesrisisc eracily to cruei civil war is not outb of tag
guestion? ind could n.% the Stalinislis do +hig whiie putting inso
orce certsin anti-cazitalist measures t> dclude the massest?

The majcrity resolutioun cn the internaticnal gquéstion admits,
and rightly sc, our mistake in underestirating the ability of ka3
Russian buresucratic class both tn we2ze war and 1o raintain ita
independent naticnal existence. The comrades was gupzort the &P-
CP-CGT slogan tcday uwnderestimate the pclitical flexibility of
the 8talinists t. further their counter-revoluvionary aims - and.

above all, maintain thelr power.

My second point of oriticima cf themajority rescluticn on
the internati-nal questicn is the crissin of a sectizn cn the
necessity tc struggle against rrepar=ticns for World War III. I,
. therefore, propcse the follawing adciticn tc the majcrity resolu—
tion, cr scmething glong these linec:

Necessity tc Btruggle Ageinst preparrtions for World War 111

It is n-t eufficient to analyze the imperialist allignments
for Werld War IJI and. zoint tc the cren -nc concealed preparaticns
for it by both imperislist camps. vorld War ITI must be regarGec
by the Fourth Internati.nal as a humen caetrophe t3 be struggled
against right ncw while it is in prepsratin. To state merely,
as the mincrity rescluti-n doer, that at~mic energy has awakened
in the m=2sces the decire Zor werld organizati-n, hao weakcned
cepitalist society, etc., etc., is tc indulge in the usual mie-
leading generalities. One -f the majcr tacks of all secticna of
the Fourth is to agitate the masses tc fight for n series ~f anti-
war cemands. Depending ¢n the country, such demands ares end
congeriptiong no peace-time military fraining; bring the beys home;
against military ap.roprinti-ne; 81OL menufacturine atcm bombe;
for workers contrel of fo-d digtributicn and assignmant;.againat
a1l mass-enslaving militariem.
| : 1247
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However, we must understand thet unless this anti-war program .
1g furthered for the internaticusl working claes, it will fall
upon barren goil. More partioularly, the Americen workers are
concerned With how the Russian workers react to- the war program
of the Kremlin. Unless they can be made to see th~t the iron
wall of isolaticn that Stelinien has erected around the Russian
masses can be pierced, the Americon workere.will willy nilly
think with the bourgeoisie in terms of n-tional defense and o%
being the firstest with the mostest. The difficulty of this tagk.
must not result in our cloeing cur eyes to it.

The CI0-Btalinists who return from Russiz and write roecate
reports of how democrztic are the Russisn unions - those police
agencies of the dictatorship ~ must be expoeed as oropagandists
for Russian imperialism. The task of the Fourth International
is to permeate the workers with the understanding that the work—
ing classes, by common international actions, can actually pre-
v the anmihllation of ®hat is left of oivilization in ntomic
warfare. The Apericzn workers nust be made-to see-that as Workeds
of the greatest nation on earth, their actions will be known
throughout the world and carry immeasurable weight =mcng the wor-
kers of the world. However, this is not gnough. B8peclfic meas-
ures, of whatever kind possible, must be feormulnted to break
through to thc Russian wastes. Accese to the Russian soldiers on
~occupation duty, must be utilized for what it ie worth. Labor
pressure to cpen radic and press conrmunicaticn with Russia must
be sc tremendous as tc bring results.

.+ fThe erux cf the questicn is to make the Armerican workers
‘reslize thet salvaticn from World War III lies in théir own abil-
ity to break through to the internati.nal workers, inocluding above
all the Russian workere. Thig idea muct be hemnered hcme when
we expecse the futility cf the peace ccnferences snd the United

-Nations, as the cne alternative.
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