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NOTES ON THE JEWISH QUESTION
-by- Eugene Vaughn

.In a previous bulletin on the Jewlsh Questlion, this Writer
presented the following position: l. Open the doors of the world
to Europel!s remaining Jews who wish to escape the land of their
degradation and start life anew among thelr famllles and frlends in
other parts of the world. 2. Wherever there exlsts among the dis~
placed Jews of E,rope a deslre to return to Palestine and live a
Jewish national existence, it behooves the revolutlonary soclalists
to glve support to the realization of these national asplrations.
It goes without saying, of course, that such a Jewlsh natlonal
movement which we would support, must not tread upon the toes of
other people; in thls particular instance the Arab masses of
Palestine. A governmmental and economic formula must be devised
which would make the welfare of these two Palestinlian people
compatible,

The correctness of the latter solutlion to the mresent day
problems of European Jews flows=--we stuated--from the Leninist positio:
on nationalism and national movements. During the first World War
and immediately afterwards, a dlspute was carried on by Lenin and
Rosa Luxemburg on the position tkat the revolutlionary soclallst
movement slould take on national movementsof that day. Rosa
Luxemburg argued that the days were over when natlonal movements
could be considered progressive movements. National movements were
progressive in the 19th century when they alded the expansion of the
capitalist economles. Now, she argued, we are living in a perlod
where international sociallism is on the order of the day. Natlonal
movements divide the solidarity of the workers of the world,
National movements militate against tje creation of a workers
international economy which 1s needed as a basis for soclallsm,

She therefore opposed natlonal seIf-determination in the case of
the Ukraine, inthe case of Poland, etc.,

Lenin argued differently. The international soclal order is
arriving at a time, sald he, when natlonal sentiment 1s stlll
strongly intrenched in the political consclousness of many people,
porticularly in the political consclousness of those people who are
being nationally oppgessed. "The policy of oppressing nationalitles 1s
the policy of dividing netions.," If we are to continue the subjectin
of these national sentiments, and dot allow these natlonal sentimiavs
self-expression, we risk the danger of alliena ting these suppresseu
nationalities from the revolutlonary scclallst movements, The
revolutionaery socialist movement cannot and may not Impose the
higher internationallst sentinment by forcé from above. Instead,
the Bolshevik movement must channelize these natlonal sentlments
along revolutlionary soclalist lines., The Bolsheviks must explain
‘and prove to the oppressed natlonal masses that 1t is only capltallist
society which suppresses nationallties. The only way the nationally
oppressed people can realize thelr aspiratlonms towards true national
frecdem and cultural autonomy is by aligning their forces with the
revalutlonary soclalist movemente

Lenin was thorefwre.in favor of theslognn of batioml self-

1375



§ .4_-,,‘_,‘_.“__,*,,, . . : -5

determination for the Ukralne, for Finland, for nll oporessed natione
altles. Bolsheviks do not preach nationalism. However, where it does
exlst 1t attempts to work with it, to channcllze it along revolutionary
sociallst lines, It should follow therefore, that if nctional
setiments exist among Jews, revolutionary soclalists must not fight
agalnst 1t, but must channelize this selitimenta long revolntionary
lines, One would consider this formula qulte logical und siear,

Yet Lenlin himself was opposed to the Jewlsh natlonsl movements, and
also subsequent Bolsehvik-Leninlsts opposed 1t as well, '

Lenin, and the revolutionary marxist movement in eneral were
opposed to the Zionist moveuent for several substantially, although
perhaps not absolutely correct and valid rensons. It i3 these
reasons which we propose to discuss in this document, ie propose
to show that these reasons wihlch were once valid no longsr retain
their validlty. Op the contrary the conditions which Srevall today
among the Jews of Europe and Palestine are such that 1L flows logically
from the previously mentioned Lecninlst position, which we accept,
that we today have 1t as our revolutlonary socialist duty to support
‘the nigration of Jgws to Palest{nc and to support their de&ire to
live a national existence. The point is Comrades, ZIONISM MAY BE
REACTIONARY AS PRACTICED BY THE VARIOUS ZIOWIST ORGANIZETIONS, BUT
IT IS NOT INTRIMSICALLY REACTIONARY, Present day Zionism 1s the
legltimate and undzrstandable aspiration of on onpressed group of
people to reorganize thelr 1’ves oand regaln their self respect in a
national community. It is bosic.lly progressive, As soclallsts, it
13 our task to make it so., ~What wore the erstwhile objectlons to the
Z2lonlst and genernl Jewish Netionzl movemsmts held by Revolutlonary .
Soclallists? ' ’

1., "The Zjonist movement is nn Instrument used by Bpitish
Imperialish to gain control of the Near East".--This crgument which ws
reasonably valld at the inception of the Zionist offort after tho
Bylfour Declaration is no longer true, On the contrary, the Jewish
dormunity In Palestine stands at loggorheads with the British Empire,
Since the Balfour Declsratlion, the Bnitish forelgn policy for the
Near ZEast has gone through a diametrical change., Let us review very
briefly the policy of the British in the Near East,

During the latter half of the 19th century and the beginning
~of the 20th, prior ko World war II, the British foreigy Office sided
with the Sultan of ‘urkey agalinst the rest of Europe, Britain hoped
to secure its passageway to India, to gain the right of exploitation
in the Near East, by friendship with the Sultan, During the war the
Sultan sided with the Contral powers, and at the end of the war was
deposed, after his empire disintegrated completely. Britain was
agaln faced with the need for an 1instrumens by which she could
impose here hegemony over the Near East. For a while she toyed with
the idea of creating a Jowish State In tho Near East for just that
purpcse. If she were instrumental in settling up a JeWlsh state in
the Hoar East, thet state would look to her for leadership, It was
a popular notion during the early days of "B,lfour" Zionism that the
Jewlsh State would join the British Gormmonweulth, I, this manner
Bprltain hoped to retain her hold over the N.ar East even aftershe
would be forced out of Egypt. PFalestino could be usod as a orossroad
of transportaion and a center of communicatlion, and a central point
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from which to tap the oll flolds of the Near East,

- apweyer’, Sritain very soon had a change of heart. A modern
prdgressive state in a backward colonial arca might became substantlal-
ly independent and prove difficult to handle. The economic and politic
al potentialities of such a state for the bockward Near East were 00O
dynamic and.might prove dangerous to "Empire". Also the reactlonary
princes and Bedoaln chieftalns of the Near East stood in mortal fear
of a modern western progressive state in their midst. Such a state
they must oppose with might and mane, and Britain soon rose to the
ocohsiony Perfidous Albloni Britain soon declded to retaln control
over Bhe Near East by alding and abetting tho reaction of the Sauds,
the Husseinis, the Arab Leaguc. Britain followed a- pollcy of drain-
ing the oil of the Near Enst and pouring gold into the tents of Ibn
Spud @nd the palace of Emir Abdullah, now King Abdullah by the Graco
of Ajlah and his Brittainic Majesty's government. If ony Bi~National
stote 1s to arise in Polestine in which the Jews wlll participate,
1t cnn only arise through a struggle ngeinst the British Empire.

. The Jews who wish to mlgrate to Palestine are a westorn and
modern people. Tne state set up by the Jews would be anodern state
with democratic ideas. It would at the very least be a comparatively
progressive state, and the most progressive in the Near East. It
could lead the Near Bast In the direction of industrielization, towards
democratic idecs. The rcactiénary Arab leaders fear such a state.

The "Foreign Office" 1s concerned with Emplre and not with political
and economic progress for colonlal peoples. '

It 1s apropos at this point to mako some remarks about the Arad
leaders in the Near Easte. Tpey are 2 roactionary lot whose only
interest it is to rule as aboslute despots, to explolt thelr peodle,
and the land, Millions in gold have been pourcd into their money
chests, .What pert of 1t has gone towards the betterment of the _
1iving conditions of the Arab masses? Nothingl Ibn Saud, the Arab
potentate par excellence, has no occnception of whnt it means to rile
in the interest of his pcople. He rules because he is divinely
ordained to rule. He is a descendent of a founder of a religlous
puritannical sect in Iglam. He kills non-bellevers with his own
sword and his own hands. He has no people. Hy recognlzes only
religlous followers whose duty ls to pray to Allah, 1llve a puritannicd
1:fe, and turn away from western ways. His domoin isntt mediaval,

I+ is anclent, Blbllcal, pastoral, momadic, discase-ridden, steeped
in superstition 2nd lgnorance, and right in tho eyes of Ajlah., He

is opposed to Jewish migration to Palestine, and Brltaln agroes
with him. King Abdullah of Trans-Jordania is a puppet ruler set up
by Britaine. His country is part pastoral-nomadlc and part feudal,
His country is closest to Palestinoc and ho is afraid that the Jewish
labor moverent in Palestine will give tho masses of hls country some
tdeas. He too is opposed to Jewish migration to Palestine. Egypt,
the most industrially advenced of the Arab states in the Near East,
1s nlso part feudal, and tends btowards reactione Irdn is little morc -
than on oil field for competling imperialist interests, The one or two
other states are as backward as these. '

_ A1l this reaction,‘brganized undor the Arab Loague 1s opposed to
Jewlish migration to Palestine. ,The‘lcague 1s hardly an organlzatlion
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of the Arab masses, It 1s the soclal center for the reactlonary
leaders who gather to discuss means of gotting more gold out of
Europe for thelr oil rights ond how to keep western ideas from making
inroads into the lives of the Arab masses, THE PRESENT STRUGGLE CF
THE JEWISH WYISHUV" IN FERLESTINE ISN'T A MOVEMENT IN CNJUNCTION WITH
BRITISH IMPERILLISM BUT A STRUGGLE AGAINST BRITISH IMPERIALISM.

2, The Jews cre not a nations The Jews are o coste argued
Kautsky and Beuer. Therefore revolutionary soclalists need not
support a Jewlish Nationalist movement, a Zionlst movement ¢~-The
question as to whether the Jows sre or are not a natlon has been
raging over a hundred years now, Some soclologlsts have argued tint
the Jews are a natlon because they posscss cortaln characteristics
of a nation, They have a common origin, history, culturd,rcliglon,
even & common language in Yiddish or Ladino, ond also 2 stoong
in-group feeling. Other soclologists, Including the Marxists, argued
- against thls position, Prime requisitcs for a national exlstence
are a common area of concentration, that 1s, a land of one's own,
and a common government for a majority of the natlonals, " In the
absence of these two factors, tho other factors of natlonallty are
weakened, Tpe Jewish culturc In Ajerlca shows signs of diversifica-
tion from the culture of Eyropean Jews. The same applles to history
and language and all the other olements of natiomlity. The Marxisis -
in addltion, crgues that the Jews were a costes They served the
community only in certain esonomic capaclties. Thelr in-group
feeling 1s constantly being wcakencd, and a s socléty progressed
towards a higher level of productivity, as soclety advances soclally,
democratically and culturaelly, the greatest asplration of the Jews
18 to be treated as an equal citizen in the land of the thelir
reslidence,

But the moot question with regord to Jewlsh nationalism 1lsn't
whether they live a notlional existence im the dlaspora (Keutsky was
cortainly right in arguing that they dld not live o natlonal exlstence
but whether they Gesire to live 2 natlonal exlstence. VWhile
capltalism was on the lncllne, the international~assimilationist:

. splution tended to prevall as the cholce solution to the Jewlsh
Question. However, as soon as capltallism began to flounder on the
rocks and succumb to evils of erises and imperlalism, anti-Scmitlsm
tncreased, The reccont Hitlerian experience of the European Jews

has brought about a condition where it 1s safe to say thot at  least
50% of the remaining Jews of Eyrope want to go to Palestine 9% 11ive
a national existence. <The rest would like to travel to Hmerlica and
the rest of the world to be reunited with the remaining memb=re of
their families, friends, uncles, cousins. Thec Jews who wish tc go
to Palestine feel the soclal and psychologlcal need to live in a
society where they will bc completely accepted and not merely
toleratcd as strangers, <hcse people never dld llve a true

nationnl existence, do not now live a natlonal existence, but taeclr
uppermost desire is to live a national existence. It is our duiy
as revolutionary socialists to aid them in thelr appirations.

3, Tpe ilmminence of socloelism in the world and particuarly
‘on the European scene whero the greatest number of Jews Wecre con-
_centrated and the immediaccy of the need of the Soclolist novemeny s
makes the Jewlsh Nationalist movement first of all superfluous, end
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secondly, diversionary and confusing--wrote Lonin in the poriod
immedistely prior to World Wiar I, “Whoever directly or otherwlse
puts forward the slogan of Jewish Netional Culture (howcver well
intentioned he may be) is the enemy of the proletariat, the defender
of the old and caste elements in Jgowry, the tools of tie Rabbls

and the bourgeoisie. On the contrary, those Jewlsh Marxists who Join
up in the internationsl Marxist organizations with Russlaas,
Lithuanians, and Ukrainians and other workers thelr might to the
ocreation of an international culture of thc werking class movements,

are continuing in the traditions of Jewry".

This orgument is tied up with the previous one that the Jews are
not a nation, but a caste living in the various Eyropecan countries,
They do not have a strong national sentiment, that 1s,a desire to
live a national existence. It ls therefore reactionary to force
Jewlsh natlonalism upon them. They are immedictely needed by tho
Marxist movements among all the nations of Europce Let them join the
Ukrainain, the Lithuanian, the:Ryssion Marxist movements, The
struggle for the soclal revolution 1s most immediate, and the preach-
ing of Jewlsh natlionalism and spparatism would only lead to a diversiam
of politicnl effort and confusion cmong the Jews, The objectlve
situntion for the Jews has ochanged sincec then. '

1, Jewish national sentiment among the remalning Jews of Europe
1s very strong. 2. (And this point is most decisive) There is no
bakis for political activity or soclal activity or economlc life for
the remaining Jews in Eurore. They have no place in Euroman
soclety todaye. The arc dec-classedund dlspossessed, They ore the
wards of UNNRA. They are nelther cupita iIst nor middle class nor
proletariat, neither fish nor fow.s The only possibility for any
social exlstence in general, or a soclalist politlical existence In
particdar for the remnant of Jewry 1s to leaveREurope and start life
anew. For those Jews who wish to start life anew within a Jewlsh
national group, Palestlne presents itself as the only practlical
solution, ’

Zionism, and by this I mean a Jewish Nationalist aspiratlon, 1s
today basically progressive. Our job ls to move this desiie for
notional exlstence clong soclalist channels, Ve must give the Zlonist
movement in Palestine critical support. Open the doors of Palestltiew -
to Eyropet!s Jewsl  Yest ©Politlcal support to the varlous Zionist
organizations in Palest ine? Nol We must present the Jewlsh community
in Palestine, and the Jewish Zionlsts in Eyrope with a revolutlionary
criticism of the present Zionist political effort. We must ald in
the building of a 4th Internatlonalist movement 1n Palestine,
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MARXISM AND THE NEGRO PROBLEM
A Discussion Article by
F. FOREST

(Note: The following article was submltted as pre-convention discussio
for publicatlion In the New International., Because of lack of space,
i1t was never published, The Folitical Cormittece thereforc decided
that it should appear in this bulletin, =~ Egltor)

In his article, Negroes and the Labor Movement, in the March,
1946 issue of The New internotionzl, Comrade Coolidge asks mc to
explain what I mean by thoe Lgninist conceptlon of trhe national
question "¢n connection with the struggle of Nggroes in the United
States agalnst tsegregation' or any of the rest of their soclal,
pollitlcal or economic disabilitios™(p. 90, col. 3). He insinuated
that my understanding of thls Loninist conception is "acceptablo
to Garveyites¥.{Ibid); - ERRE o a -

According to Comrade Coolidge, neither Lenin nor Tpotsky "hed a
very extensive acquaintance with the problem" (p.92, cold) and therc-
fore "for Marxists who have 2 more extensive acquaintance with the
questlon 1% 1s not necessary to lmow the views of either Lenin or
Trotsky", (Ibid) For such Marxists among whom he evidently includes
himself as the author of the Natlionecl Cormittee Resolution on the
Negro question, a dlscussion cannot be carried on frultfully, writes
Ccomrade Coolidge, "zs a battle of quotatlons, no matter what the
source of the guototions". (Ibid, my emphaslis)T Hore Coolldge
reaciics the climax to his whole article:

"Lenin and Trotsky ere our tecachers, but we dlshonor
them and oursel¥es by burning incense in their nomes.
Marxism i1s not a faith once znd for 2ll delivered to
the salnts. Our doctrine and theory - were not de-
livered to Marx, Engles, Lenin and Trotsky on toles
of stonc as they camuned with some Jeliovah on Sinai,."

Comrade Coolidge will forgive me i1f, in order to deoal seriously
wlth the Leninlist concent of the naztional question, of which the
Negro question i1s an integral part, I by-pass his religlous .
irreliglosity against quotstlons sinee there 1s no vay of elucidating
instead of violating, the Marxist past on this question, without
"entering a battle of quotations®

le The Negro Question as a National Question

"Properly speaking", proclained Lebs, "there 1s no Negro
question outside the laber question". # Tnis ultra-left phraseolegy

*Intcrnatlonal Socizllist Review,1903,Vol.VI,p,1113, Debs was not the
first to procloim sucha ©n oL Litudc . Before hiz time the German Marxists
in 4imerlca evaded the Negro question by statlng that they were mos+t
"emphetically agalnst both white and bluck slavery". llnrx disassociated
himself from these "Marxists" and as General Secy, of the lst Intor-
national not only offercd critlieal support to the North in 1ts strugsise
against the slave South but was active in arousing Bpitish labor in '
this support, though their livelihood depended upon cotton from the

South, . ‘3 80
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was a Scoclal-Democratic form of escaplsm from the actualities of the
Negro problem both withr espect to capltalist soclety 2s a whole and
within the lcbor and revolutionary movemcnts in perticular,

The Bolsheviks too, were not Without some theoretlciags wvho falled
to comprehend the complexities of the r:tlonal question. <‘hus Stalin
trled to show that national oppression stermed only from feudal, not
bourgeols relations, and hence that "in America natlonal oppression,
generally speaking, finds no plece," To thls Trotsky retorted:

The author completely forgets the Negro{ Indian, "inmigrant and
colonial problems in the U,ilted Stetes." % '

Note that the™Wegro,Indlecn, immigrant and colonial problems" are
grouped together as monifestations of national oppressione Troteky
thought that the “merican Marxists were too ea2slly santisfied with
abstract deductions regarding the Negro problem, The Negro, they
sald, had no natlionzal cut s, culture or .even religlon outside of the
American culture and rellgion and hencethe Negroes are not a natinnal
but a racial minority. If even the Negro 1ls called a raclal mirncrity,.
what difference does thls moke to the basic analysis and the principle
along which the Negro questions should be constructed?

Trotsky consldered that the iustrian Social Democracy made an
"abstract" distinction botween nations and national minorities., He
drew & parallel between its abstraction, that notional minorities are
not nations, and the “merican Trotskylst conception that because the
Negroes were not a nc tion, therefore the Negro Question did not belong
as part of the Natlonal Question:

"Nations grow out of the racinl material under defe
inite conditions...lWie do not obligste the Negroes

to become a natlon; If they are, then, that i1s a

q uestlon of their consdlousness, thatis, what they
deslre and they strive foree..In eny c2se, suppression
of the Negroes Pushes them toward e political and
national unity." (Trotsky, Interm=al Bulletin, #12,

CLA (0) April, 1933)

ind In 1938, after he had become further acquainted with the
Negro problem, he ndded: "I believe that the differences botween
‘the Est Indles, Poland and the situstion of the Negroes in the States,
are not so decisive." _ ‘ :

The whole crux of the question lles here. He who 1s over-
whelmed by hils own extensive knowledge of the Negro questlon nay
think that Trnotsky's 1gnorance of the Negro question was so profound
that he thought the Negroes were a nation like the Pollsh, a2nd it is
this which prompted him to soy that the dififerences between them arc
"not so declsive". But he who %nows that what is involved here 1 not
a lack of "relevant facta" but a nethod of arproach wWill Immediotely
sense the principle involved: tho Leninist concept of the Natlonal
Questlon, which Includes the Negro Quest 1on,

Lenints Thcses'on,the Natlonal and Colonial Qnostion;_which was

#Hlstory of the Kussisn Ravolution, Vol, III, pp,.52-3

138¢(



-8

adopted by the Sccond Congress of the Comrunist International, was
essentially a statement of principles. 4t embraces the Harxist

pollicy on the question of nations 2nd niticnal minorities as well as
colonial and what Lenin called "fin~nclally dependent and weak
natlonalities", The Theses single out two nations as 1llustrative of
the type of notloncl oppression that evoke mass movenments of resistance
These natlions are Ireland and tle Fegrocs in iLmerica. This reference
to the Negroes as a "nation" generclly calls forth superior smirks
among /mericen Marxists who have studed the National question in
general and the Negro question in particular a gooddeal less seriously
than had Lenin, Comrade Coolidge points to this place, and asks me
whether I consider the Nggroesto be a nation, No, I do not, but that
1s not the question. The issue at stoke 1s the principle by which
Lenin clearly demarcoted the national question from the general class
struggle and thequestion of the proletarian revolution., <o think

that Lenin and Tpotsky believed that the #mericcn Negroes were a
natlon in the sense that the Irish or Pollsh were an nation is not
merely to accuse them of gross and vulgar ignorance, but it is to fly
in the face of the materinl which exists, as well as be ignorant cf
the fact that, apart from the Revolutionary War, no section of
American history 1s as familiar to Buropeans as the importation of
Negroes and the Civil Vigr,

It is the partlcular coursc of develorment of the nation in a
country like the UnitedStates that lends historical credence to the
type of ultra=-left phraseology bchind which lurks natlonal egolsn.
For whereas the natlonal minoritics of ®urope fought for indeopcndece
from the lorger coclcty (from the Tzariot or fusiro-Iungarian Enmpire
the nationdl minorities that came to this country fought for integra
tion within the larger socletye. They morec or less succeeded. The
exception 1s the Negro. \ihy? Surely, 1t 1sn't the Negro's doing;
he only vwants his assimllation accepted, e sece thot here is a comple
pattern that cannot be solved by abstract criteria as to what congtie
tizs a natione '

Much has been written of the sameness of thoe Negro cnd fmerican
culture in order to prove that the Negroes are a nation. Byt what
these writers have falled to show 1s,wvhy then does there mevertheoless
exist a Negro problem. Thot 1s the nub of the matter. The sameness
of the Negro and american culture does not explain this. ZThe
explanation lles in the divergence of the Nggro from the imerican
culture, The persistcnce or the divergence and 1ts sharpness 1s
what Lenin and Tpotsky saw in thelr approach to the Negro prblen,

The contradlction between the alm-«integratlion=--and the reallity--
segregation--cannot but evoke an organized mass expressione. The
history of immlgrant groups in imerica shows the minority groups that
have sought integration Into “#mecrican soclety organlzed theriselves
first politically on 2 national btasis, Lenin saw and understood this
rocd that the mass movement of oppressed.groups tcokes, That 1s why
he Included the :egro ns part of the National questlon. . Trotsky,
knowing that the Hegro quastion 1s part of the Natlonal question,
fearecd that we are not fully aware of the character of these struggles
and that therefore events would toke us by surprise, That is
not just a thoorotlocal but a practical question can be seen in nmany
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recent Instances, such s the Detrolt and Harlem riots. Neither 1s
the Negro problem a mere labor problems. The most striking oxample
of that is the Texas primarics,

Lenln wasn't playing with words-=he was decalling with the
actuallties of the struggle of persccuted minorities. That 1is why,
though he always fought against the consideration of Jews as a
nation, he nevertheless, in his Preliminary Thesis on the Nationnl
Questlon % he cited the Jews in Fland as on 6xample of tho Prosicms
to be dealt with under the National question., In another instance=-=~
In a basic article on that questions=the referrcd to the Immigranm
workers In imerica as an “oppreossed nation"t To have to rcpeat such
LBC's os the fact that Lenin used the word, "natlon", ##% in its
borad sense of natlion, national mlnority, colonial majority may
have some educational valus, but 1t is education on o very low level.

In his very numerous polenics on the Netlonal question, and
agaln 1n his Theses, Lgnin cmphnsized thot concrete historical
sltuations, not cbstract consldcrations, formed the focal point of
theory and action on the Natilunal Question. The decisive thing was
that "A11 natlonzl oppression cclls forth resistance of tho
bocad massces of people " s

The N,C. Resolution seems to deom in sufficlent merely to state
that "The Wozkers Party will not be indifforent to the nilitancy -
of the Negro in his own beha'lf, nelther will it denlgrate his hercisn,'
{P.10, Col.2) It 1s not a question of denigrating the herolsm of
the Negro., It is o question of recognizing the validity of the
movmenet, and reallzing that objectively Independent nass movement
undernines the capitaiist sysTeris - o

1t was Protsky!'s contention thnt L{f we understood the reason
for Garvey's mass following, we would have the answer to the Negro
problem in smerica, To this day revolutionists fall to estinmate
the significance of the movement, They only look at Garvey the faker
and not at the mass rovement of revolt, study of the Garvey
movement 1s outside the scope of tnls articlc, but it 1s important
to focus attention on how Tpotsky mecant to apply one of the maln
lessons he drew from 1t. Recognizing th: t the Negrots spedific

# Cfo Selected Works, Vol,X, p. 231
#%[,_Coricature of lMarxism, Collected Works, Vol XIX

##3t.t the Second Congress of the Corrauni 4t International, wherc the
Theses on the National Question wore discussed, all delegates, in~
¢luding the imerican represcntatives, John Reed and L, Fralina, used
the word, "nation", "people", "rnce" interchangesably, because what
was atstare was not a word but a concepnt, (Cf, Stenoeravhic Renort
of the 2nd CI Congrcss, pps lol-< ¢Sp., Russian)

##wiCollected Works, Vol., XIX,
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oppression would evoke a broad mass movement, Trotsky stated that,
should such 2 broad mass Negro organization desire to olect its own
candidates whor they put up on a capitalist p rty ticket, the
revolutionists must nevertheless withdraw their own candidate in
favor of the Negro candldate. Such o radical departure from the
revolutionary advice for thec prolotarict in gencrcl to vote only for
independent working cless candidntes vould have been suggested on
only one ground: Trotsky considcred the Negro questlion as @ rt of
the National question, as Indecd he repecatedly stated. Tho national
and colonial movement 1s the only lnstonce where revolutionlsts
ocondltionally support bourgeols perty tickets bocauso herc scoming
chauvinism is rcally the expression of revolt.

This is what John Reed, whose concept of tho Negro question as
an integral pert of the prolotarizn quostion paralloled our Natlonal
Cormittece Resoluiion on the question, could not understond. Nelther
did any one elsa In the Comrmnist movment in the U.,8., Thot is why
the Theses Temainod a dead .lettor, until two years later when the
Fourth Cozpgress ouce again took the question up. A4t that Congress,
Claude }cliny compicined that

"The roformist borugeolsie have boon carrying on a
battle ngainst discrimination and racial projudlce
in imerica, The Sgpclalists and Cormunists have
fought very shy of 1t beccuse there is a great
element of prejudice anong the Soclalists and
Comrunists of america,"

L. Negro cormission was then clectcd and the CI instructed the
Communists to apply the Theses of the Second Congress, adding:

"Phe Fourth Congress rccognizes the necessity of
supporting every form of Negro riovenient whlch tends
to undermine or weaken caplitalism or imperialism or
to impede its further penetratlon,Mss

As we see, there 1s a continuity of Marxist doctrine on the
Negro question, which the NC Resolutlion Is violatinge. The fact that
the framers of these Theses may not have had "oxtenslve" knowledge
of the Nyogro problem should connote the need for an extenslion,
development or precise revislon of the previous theorlcs advanced by
Marxists on this question. If Conrade Goolidge consliders a revision
neceasary, why docsn't he state so boldly instead of covering hinsclf
up with a figleaf of an allegation that nelther Lgnin nor Trotsky
"had an extensive acquaintance with the problem"? Vhy not boldly
state that the basic thesls of Trotsky nceds to be reviscd, instead
of claining to agree "with many of the views cxpreossed by Tpotsky
on the question" (P.92, Col.,3)? 1In support of these "many" views
he agrees with, Comrade Coolldge cites a single quotation from
Trotsky, Repetitlion 6f that ono quotation does not cause it to
fructify. Tpotsky made the statemtn in 1922, 1In 1933 Comrade
Shacthtman tried to use that statement in support of his contention

#* Fourth Congress of the C.I,, ibridged Report, p. 260
##Regolutions & Theses of the Fourth Congress, p.86
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that the Negro Question 13 not a natlonal question, Comrado Trdtsky
then commended: _ '

"I base myself only upon the arguments brought
forward by the imerican comrades. Ifind then

- Insufficlent and consider them a certcin concession
“to_the point of view of umerican chauvinism, which
seems to mo to be dangerous". (Internal Bulletin, 1933)

Following that discussion Comrade Tprotsky further studied the
Negro questlion and finally in 1938 concretizecd the goneral statement
into a series of practical proposals, rroa the moecment those
conversations between Trotsky and Johnson appeared, Coolidge has
consistently fought against theme In 2ll fairness 'to an educational
discussion that Comrade Coolidge 1s so anxiovus to see conducted,
oughtn't Coolidge to have found space somewhere to enlighten comrades
on this point?

2, The Cjass Struggle and the Dual Movenent

Comrade Coolldge puts groat ocmphasis on the allegation that I
misq uote him. At the end of more than a page of the NI, devoted to
variatlons on the theme of misquotations, the charge, concretoly,
turns out to be that in two 1nstances I capitalized the word "the",
which shoud not have been so capitalized since in one case it was
receded by the word, "consequently", cnd in the other case, by the
phrase, "In view of these considerctions ", Being aware of the
emptiness of the charge, Coolldge hurries to add an “even if':

"Even 1f F.F. had not garbled the quotation textually,
its content would have boen distorted by her manner of

8uot1?g.. Context had no meaning for Forest", (P.90,
ol.l ' '

Now let us look at this context which "had no meaning" for me,
though 1t concerned nothing less than the main strategy of the
Workers Yarty in the strugglo for Qemocretic rights for Negrocse.

I contended: (1) that if our first aim in entering the Nggro
organlzation was not so rmuch to Tight with them as to create a

class rupture betwocen tho Negro proletarian and the petty-bourgeois
leadership, then that was equivalent to declaring war upon these
organizations; (2) that the espousal that the lecdership of these
Negro organizations be replaccd with one "supplied from the trade
unions or the Workers Party" (p.90, col. 2) meant, in cffect, the
elevation of the trade unions to an equal status with the revolution-
ary Marxist party; and (3) that Comrade Coolidge is botrayed into this
false position by the motive which drives him #£11 through the Resoluti
to wipe away any significance that can be attached to the independent
Negro struggles,

iJdthough orally Comrade VYoolldge has dono so rnost vociferously,
he does not in this article answer the first charge. He denles tho
second charge, challenging rie "to produce the smallest bit of
evidence to suprort her statement" (p,92, col.2)e In order to get
to the nuh of the question, I shall gloss over his "forgetfullness"
of the Instances I citec to substantiate my charge in the eolumn
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and a half decvoted to that onc polnt, (p.l120) and exaninc his deoninl,
To prove his point that the NC resolution is well aware of the
distinctlon between a trade unlon and a lMarxist party, he goes into
an abstract cxplanatlon of the urgent nccd of a political solution

of Tabor's problems, and then, vwhen returning to the concrcte
question of the Nogro problem and the trade unions, writcs; that

"the Workers Porty 1s fully oonscious of the fact and understands
clearly that tunionization!'! will not solve the Negro problenm any riore
than tunionizationt! will solve the problen of the white workeT o
(7.50, Col.2, ny cmphasis, F.F.)

Though Comrade Coollidge formally s peaks of a special Noiro
problem, he in reality docs cverything to erssc the distinction
between the labor probler in gencral and the Negro Rroblcm in
particular, In the original rcsolution he wrotc: The difficulties
faced by whlte workers zre at bottom identical with those faced by
Negro workers and all workers",(peil, Col.l, my emphasis). If by
" bottom" Ls mecnt the fact that . capitalisn is the exploiter of the
proletariact as a whole, there nceds no ghost from the grave to tell us
thate Iy "at bottem" 1s an attenpt to erase the distinction between
the dual oppresslon of the Kegro 2s a worker and zs a Negro, then that,
in essence, 1s no different from the Social=-Domocratic or Debsian
conception that there is no apesclicl Hegro problem outside of the
general laobor problem. Coolidge declalms agalnst that, but his
whole resolution sters preclsely fram o sinmilar conception,

Comrade Coolidge vehemently denics my third charge that he has
been betrayed into a false position by the motive which forces him
to look down upon independent struggles of the Negro masses, Ho
writes that it is not that the Workers Party "disregards any
struggle carried on by Negroes" but that the W.P, "directs that
struggle into the labor movement (trade union 2nd political)",..since
1t renllizes that the democratle rights the Negroes are struggling
for "cannot be acquired outside the general class struggle',

(P.91, Co0l,43) ‘

Is any clearer demonstration needed, I ask , of this notive
whlch drlves him to undercstimeto the value of the Independent
gtrugzgles of the Negro masses and the desire to dissolve these
struggles Into the general class struggle?

That 1s why Comrauc Coolidget!s refercnce to the dual oppression
of the Negro ls devold of any dual novement. Though he says I'm
o "million" timcs correcct in saying that the rore the Negro is-
Integrated Into the trade unions the nore he resents his segregation
outsido, Coolidge asks facetiously: "What is 1t (the dual novercnt)
over against or parallcl to?" (P90, Col3) Is it or is it not truc
that the strongest outpost of the N...CP is rreclscly wherc the Negro
I1s riost unionized: Dgtrolt? Lt the very time that he joilns the traae
unlon, hec also jolns a Negro organization. In the very place where
hd 1s most inteprated 1nto organized labor, his cxcluslon from the
democratic rignts outside the union "foments" the riot. L quoted
frcm Comircdo Joknson's Resclution approvingly that thls dual movement
is the key to the liarxist enalysis of the Negro problem in <merica.
To Coolidge this "“Marxist analysis"™ (The quotatlion marks arc o
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gratuitously supplicd by Ccrirndo Coolidge to denote his sarcasn of
what I refor to as tho Marxist analysis: Conrade Johnsonis
Resolutlon on the Negro Question) is “liko the Incantations of a -
prinitive Siberisn shanman®™ (P.90. Col.3) because it 1s not gulded
by "the relevant facts™e "The “"rolcvent facts", he infoms mo,
are +hat Tho riot 'was an extraGunion affe ir and probably
fomentod by antl-union clerents such as the KKK". (p.91, Col.l) .

Now let me ask Cgomrade Coolidge: Did the KKK clso forient the
Harlem demonstrotion? Did the KXK urge the Negroeos In Florida to
protect their right to batlot with guns in their honds? Did the KKK
foment the movericnt In Tennessce where the Negrocs declded not to
run when attaclzed but to defond themsclves with shotguns? What Is
1t that so blinds Coolldgo tc the new clemont in the Npgro demonstra-
tions in the past How years? Why is 1% that in pointing out that
UpDetroit 1s not unique. There have been many riots in the U.S,
during the past 25 years similar to the Dotfolt riot", (p. 91, Col.l)
doesn't he see thot the suppresscd rescnirient of the Negrocs in the
South, once it breathed the conparctively free alr of the North,

. burst_forth into the Gyrvey noveuent? VYhy doesn't he see that the
fndepondent rass novenient of the Negroes will agaln be nisled by
such fakers as Garvey so long as revolutionists, failing to recognize
its objcoctive valldlty, vct 23 bystanders instecd of participants 1In
this novecment? ‘ : '

L}

I had written thot bectuse he fnills to sce tho objective novenent |

of history Comrade Coolidge falls into o subjectivist aporoach cnd
becausc he fullsinto this subjectivist upnrouch he has only vague
phrascs about the Nggro'g rcvolutiontry potentinlity while in
reality blaning then for thelr cdolusion? Ho complains that thls 1s
"quito a strain on one's paticnce” (P.91; Col 3) proccecds to quote
from the Resolution on whot Ya vast rescrvoir of potential rov-
olutionary nenpower" the Nogrocs constitute, and asks ne where can I
cito any instancc wherc the Resolutlion blames the Negro working
class for 1its delusion. 4lthough nany quotations could be found

to prove this attitude of blane,% it 1s not these that cre inportant
to the casee Rather 1t is the manner in which he wrlites hlstorye '
I shall ecitc but onc cxample. Comrade €oolidge writes that after
emanclipction:

"Phe Negro masses followd the Northern bourgeois
liberals and petty-bourgeools Ncgro politlcians into

the Republican mrty, wherc they reraincd until the

New Deal Revolt in 1932,"(P.8, Col.l, riy criphasis, F.F.)

, This docs not happen to be true, for_ history rccords that at the
height of the Popullst rniovement when the National Colored Farmers
iAlliance nunbercd no less than 1%'million, the Negro riasses vicre in
the forefront of the fight in the 1890!'s to break from both the
Republican and Dermocratic partics and form the Pecoples Party, Now

#Cf., for ocxample Coolldge's Resolutlon, P.10, Col.2: "already
therc has been too rmuch indifferonce on the prt of the Negroces in
the natter of leading and pushing white workcrs into actlion in
behelf of thoe Negroes'e , 1387
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this orror is not made boaguse Coolidge is "unacquaintod" with the fact
It is made because he is unable to sco it with oyes glued on the
dialeotlc movoriont of history. Instecd he socs 1t 28 a scries of
“untoward events", culminating in the betrayd of the Negroes and
having hin "assigned the spocial fungtion of a lsbor rescrve" for the
sake of the beneflts to be acrrucd from conquest of the "S8ouhorn
narket". (P,7, 8) Now, anyono having tho slightest acquaintance E
with the obiecctive, not the subjective, pattern of inerlcan history
¥nows thaf so sharp woro the soclal rclations botween capital and laba
that the Northern bourgeoisic decided upon the gacrifice of the
"3outhern narkot™:for the sake of maintaining the social structure

- thero, that industrialization of tnc “outh was not buillt upon )
Tulns of slavery but alongside its econonmlc remalns, that ln order

not to intrude upon the scmi-fcudal 2grarlan relo+ions qggp which
cotton production was baSed, It lcit Lntnct The Dlack laboy supply of
The plantations and used irmigrant labor cs Its lebor rescervee. 10

was this by which the Negro was conditioncd and developed.

Capitalism, not capitallsm, in general but smerican capltal ism as
1t expanded, of necessity sharpcned the basic contradlctions of the
historlc enviromment in which it functlons. It is capltallsm tled to
the cotton plantations., Hod industrialization engulfed the South
as 1t had the N rth, had 1t disintcgrated the block peasantry as
capltalism had ?n Europe when 1t drove the peasants from the land,
had it fully proletarianized the Negro, we would have no speclal
Negro problen, but only o gedcrcl labor problen. :

So archalic a system as cotton culture in so advanced a country
as 20th century “merica can kcep from collapsing only through such
despotic socinl rehtlions and totalltarian politics as exists in the
South. «ny freedom of novernent that the Negro might get would
topple the whole intricate structure of cotton culture with 1ts
semi-fcudal rclationships which are already rmch aggravatod by the
tremondous industriclization of the Negro both in the North and in
the South. Ig 1s this which explains the unnatural night of the
Southern Senators. It was this which made Tnotsky conclude that the
- Negroes could never achleve thelr democratic rights under capitallsn,
that the rovericnt for those rights would underpine capitallism, and
that 1t was therefore up to us not only to sece tho objective valldity

" of these movements but to stimultcte and even initlate these move~

“ments. hat is why Johnson's Resclutlon, which 1s in the true
Marxist tradtion, satisfled 1tself not with general phrases about the
revolutionary potentlality of .the Negroes, but concretely specifies:

"Tre party brings “arxism to the Negroes'by emphasizing
to them that the emancipation of the working class must be
the work of the working class itself. It emphasizes to
the Negroes that Negro emanclprtion cannot take place
without the vigorbus and self-sacrificing struggle of-
the Nggroes themselves, It sharply conderms that
distortion of Marxist truth whloh states or implies that

#For a leament about the great loss the sacrifice of the Southern
home market means to this day, c¢fe hcport on Economic Uonditions of
the South, prepared for the President by the National Inergency
Council, o ) 1388
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| the Negroes by thelr independent struggles ocannot
get to first base without the leadership of
organized labor", (P.17, Col.2)

hnd again:

“Such 1s the proletarian composition of the Negro
people, so hostile arc they to the existing soclal
order because of the spccinl degradation to which

it subjects them, that thc political organization

which knows how to utilize their prcoccupation with
thelr democratic rights can find omple ways and

nemm s for carrying that soclallstic propagonda which
must always be the climax of revolutionary effort, par-
ticularly in this period". (P.19, Col,l)

It 1s because Comrade Coolidge does not know how to utilize
this preoccupation with democratic rights for the purposes of the
coming preolectarian revoltulon that he fears thosc organlzatlons
as an lmpcdiment in the way of the social rcevolttion and considers
the democratic strugsle an "ordeal" instend of a dlrect part of
the struggle for sociclism. Tpat is all that 1s Involved in the
distinction betwecn the Majority and liinority Rezolutions on the
Negro Question,. '

april 23, 1946
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ON STALINISM
-by- Ben Hall and Jack Wilson

(Note: The following was introduced at the Fourth National Conventlon
es an amendment to the International Resolution of the National
Committee and was referred by the Convention for post-convention
discussion. = Editor)

These strata attracted to the banner of Stalinlsm have thelr
own aims which are nelther the victory nor an advancensni; of Social-
i1sm end the proletarlat but the establishment of the sn%alitarian
tyranny known as Bureaucratic Collectivism. To hope fu, to strive
for, even to fight for such an aim 1s one thing. To be able to
achieve 1t, however, is something vastly different. Like the pstty-
bourgeoisle which may dream of some day reestablishing a middle
class paradise, the Stalinists of each separate nation are utterly
jncapable of themselves realizing their own alms- In fact, 1t 1=
just that impotence which compels them to act PRIMARILY a3 the 1lu-
struments of the Russlan ruling class.

These grouplngs which form the backbone of Stalinism outside of
Russiae..more accurately the backbone of 4Lts leadling gectione..do
not represent any new class in society and cannot with thelr own
soclal power reorganize or even dominate soclety. In Germany, &
similar element formed the mass base for fasclsm and fought fanatic~- .
ally to establish "national socialism." It ceme to power only to
solidify more firmly the rule of monopoly capitalism by crushing
the organized labor movement and was crushed itself in turne

In Russia, it was the proletariat that destroyed the rule of
the bourgeolsie. Only after a protracted period of isolation dur-.
ing which the proletariat itself was weakened, was Stalinlism able
to take power and In time to transform itself Into a neW ruling
class. The destruction of the rule of the bourgeoisie by the prole-
tariat in any nation in Europe today would be the prelude to the
destruction of Stalinlsm not only in Evrope but in Russia as well.

Today, however, when the whole world is dominated by the an-
tagonism between Russla and the United States, which contest for
complete supremacy, and which represent, each in 1ts own manner,
mighty military and economic machines for reaction, and which have
only recently emerged victorliously from VWorld War II without facing
internal revolutionary convulsions; all nations and peoples are
‘to one degree or another in the shadow of these powers. At the
same time, in no country has the proletariat fought to establish 1its
own rule...the dictatorshlp of the proletariat, for the working
class in any single country to struggle for power, it must reject
all modificatlion or limltatlon of its struggle in the interests of
the capitalist class of its own nation, of the Anglo-American bloc,
or of the Russlan-Stalin reglme. It means in effect to strike out
simultaneously against both blocs of imperialists. Such a wevolu-
tion would face the lmmedlate possibility of international attack
by the forces of either or both Russlan and American imperlalilsm.

These facts caunnot but act temporarily as a tremendous objec~
tive and subjectlve deterrent to proletarian revolution and as an
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obstacle in the path of the restoration of the complete class in-=
dependence of the proletariat which independence signifies not only
a complete and radical break with the national bourgeoisle and
Stalinism as well,

Exemples of the impact of world imperiallst antagonisms upon
the class struggle in any single natlon are, of course, nunerouse.

In Spein, during the war agalnst France, the Spanish proletari-
at found itself under attack from the forces of Itallan and German
fasclsm and at the same time blockaded by the allied imperiallsis.
Russian Stalinism was thereby enabled to galn tremendous Iafluende
by supplylng limlted amounts of arms and ammunltion to ihs ¥ecpies
Front government. The CP of Spain was able to grow into a ma=s
force overnight and finally to subject large sestion3 of She Span-
3$sh workers to Stalinist cdomination,

During World Viar II, the national revolutionary movements in
their struggle against fasclist oppresslon turned for agslstance to
the encmies of their main enemy, Germany. As a resuli, all classes
in the oppressed natlons, inclucing the proletariat, subordinated
themselves politically to the aims and needs of allled imperialism.

Today, with the worldidivided into spheres of influence and
areas of domination by Ku:. la and the Unlted States, all natlons,
parties, and classes tend to line themselves up with one or the
other of these tvwo maln imperialist contenders, hopling with the sup-
port of one to balance off the other., Thls is manifest In conflicts
over food supplies, boundaries, the composition of national govern-
ments, In the working class, this trend 1s expressed in the reviv=-
a1l of the social-democracy as tlic agent of Anglo=-imerican imperial-
4sm and Stalinism as the agent of Russlen imperialism,

In this delicate balance between the imperinlisms on a viorld
plane, it has been possible for Stalinism, espscially in the absence
of any mass revolutionary sociallst proletarian parties to rise in
 influence in several countries and even to come to power. Those

new Stalinist regimes bear the unmistakable mark of Bonapartism,.
But where the capitalist world Boncpartist regimes have balanced
themselves upon the conflict between the classes in the nation and
have defended the existcnce of capitallst private property, the
Stalinist regimes base themseclves primarily upon the balance between
the main rival imperialists and defend Staliniet collective proper-
ty as an instrument of exploltation and opprassiona

In Poland and Yugoslaviz, for example, Stalinlst burcaucracics
have taken power and in clear rzfutation of che analysis that they
represent a "capltalist forcc" have not oaly cissnfranchised and
enalaved the proletariat and peasaentry buo have systematically ex-
propriated the bourgeocisie and the 1endownzes and convorted thesi?
property into stote property, thus giving tis fincl low to the
theory thzt Russla is a Wauoriors stote! bzoiuse progarty is na-
tionolized. This victory of Sialinism results nog from the inrerent
viability ond power of "native" Stallnism but from $he balance ot
powcr between the Unlted States and Russia on a world scaleas
Neither the Unlted States nor Russia 1s prepared to press 1ts will
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upon the other by force; the bourgeolsie of Europe has been
enormously weakened by the war and its aftermath; the peoples of
Furope are under the physical or 1deological control of imperialism
in the form of Stalinism, soclal democracy or the bourgeois-
democracy of the United States and England, In this combination of
circumstances, certaln secondary strata of the national population
such as the leaders and guiders of Stallnism who are normally in-~
capable of playing any decisive independent role in soclety are.
able to exert that necessary degree of power and influence to tip
the scales in the interests of the Russian ruling class and thereby
to come to power in their own nation.
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RESOLUTION OF THE WORKERS INTERNATIONAL
LEAGUE ON THE WORKERS PARTY AND SOCIAL-
IST WORKERS PARTY UNITY NEGOTIATIONS.

Although the Workers International League is not yet officlally
a section of the Fourth International, we are, however, vitally inter-
ested in the discussions now proceeding in the S.,%.P. on unification
with the W.P, and after examination of all available documents and
materlal, the E.C. has taken the following stand:-

l, That the S.W.P. minorlty in 1940 was completely unjustified in
splitting from the S.W.P, and its action dealt a cruel blow to
the Fourth International in a time of world erisis., In the prin-
cipal 1ldsologlcal dispute of the Russian question we agree with
Comrade Trotsizy's characterization of Soviet Russia as a degener-

.. ated werkers state, yet worthy of unconditional defense against
imperialist aggression. We reject the W.P, theory of the Russian
state as being one of bureaucratic collectivism,

2, ALltheugh pointing out the petity-bourgeols nzturc of the opposi-
tion in 1940 Trctsky scught to mainitoin the unity of the S.W.P.
ancd affirmed that the i1deas of the minority were compatible with

remaining inside the F.I,.

3« 81x yoars after the split the minority organized in the W,P,.
has cxprecssed its desirc to rcunitc with the S.W.P. and to take
its place in the roanks of the only world party of socialist rcvo-
3 lution - tho Fourth International. During thesc six yoars of
1 l1ts lndependent cxistence, the W,P. has maintained 2 Leninist
4 attitude to its own ruling class - calling for tho continuatlion
; of thc class struggle agalnst American capltclism and 1ts roace
1 tlonary war, Burnhom, the chlef ropresentative of tho potty-
4 bourgcols tendecncy, left the Y%.P. and othor pctty-bourgcois mem~
= bors rubbod off their pctty-bourgcols dusting by comling into
closc contact with the working class in the factoriecs and army,
This can glve new impetus to the fusion of the two organizations
.2nd ald the bullding up of the mass Bolshevik revolutionary party
for Ameorica,

t' 4o Tpo chicf obstaole towards unity was the rcfusal of the W,P.

' membership to subordinate themselves to the majority deceision
Insidec the S.W.P. and to ablde by the principles of damocratic
dentralizm. The move towards unity indicates a2 change of atti-
tude 2nd rcadiness to accept the principle of democratic ccntrale-
ism and to work as disciplined mcmbers in the carrying out of
the program and the policics of the SWeP,

¢ OS¢ The unity of the two organizations is a progressive step in the
“development of the FoIl. in fZmerlea, a pooling of rcvolutionary
resources which we fully support. It would also influcnce thoe
International townrds cohesion and give new strength to the
struggling Trotskylst groups clsewherc and serve to dlscourage
gplits and frultless division in the other Trotskylist groups,

53 6s We firmly bolleve that tho ldens of tho W.P. 2rc compatible with
3 mombership in one organization with the S.W.P, Tho S.W.P, has l393
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grown slgnificantly during the war years and has brought the
ideas’ of Trotskylsm to increasing sections of the workers. Unity
with the W.P. would remove a rival organizetion and clear up -
the confusion that the present co-existence of two Trotskylst
parties with similar programs must necessarily have created 4in
the minds of the advanced workers of Lperica,

7. 1In order to facllitate the fusion of the two parties we support
the holding of jolnt membership meetings, the issuing of joint
bulletins and the engaging in common action in trade unions,
elections, etc. so that a fim and lasting unity can be achieved,

8. Ve strongly urge the S.W.P. majority to bring about unity with
the W.P. and in thls way prevent any further split in the
Trotskylst ranks. We also urge its minority not to split but
to continue to work for the consolidation of all the revolutilone-
ary forces in /merica, :

Ldopted March 13, 1946,
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