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TPE DRIVE AGAINST THE STALINISTS

Today we see before us a drive gaining in momentum against
the Gommunist Party. _ .

, we see Attorney-Generel Clark, J. Edgar Hoovér, and the
U.8, Chamber of Comuaerce coming out for the vrosecution of C.P.
: members as enemy aEents, etc,, etc, .

Ye see developments within the trade unions, the U, m,,
the Shipbuilding Union, the Mine Mill and Smelters, coupled
with further splits in the c.I.0. councils in Detroit and Cleve-

' In California five_ﬁnions havé,pressured for the removal
of Bridges and in N,Y. 33 officiels of the C.I,.C.have joined
together to form a committee fbr democratic trade unionism,

The issue faces us squarely. What is our attitude in the
present situstion. I think an spproach must be wvorked out and
given widespread distribution. The whole guestion of the role
of the C.P., gives us = opnortunntv of exclaining them from
the left.

%e have nothing but conte mpt for the FBI and the Chamber

- of Commerce's concern on the matter., We know thelr motives.
“We equally abhor the newly found anti-Stalinists who -vrorked- :
with the C.P, taroughout the war and sguelched any militant fight
in the interests of the working class, Jadk iAltman, as an ex-

auple, just & few months back was in one of the sahdiest deals
of his shady political life at the Clerks convention, with those
‘same C.P.ers he is now attacking,

Vie know that the change in foreign policy has occasioned
the origin of this development. Ve need not be informed by the
“Militant of its dangers. The drive no doubt weakens the unions.
Kilwaukee's scare headlines against the Buse leadership at
- hAllis Chalmers during their: current strike are known to all of
us. Further, the rislng cost of living is bound to produce
further strike strugzles and a workers offensive.The bosses
are intent on using the C.P. as their counter chess piece,

There also is the danger to our militants and all militants,
We know they won't stop at the C.P., when they (the F.B.I.)
drive., We know that tie bureaucrts (speaking of course of the
C.1.0. as most sections of the A.F.L. are immune already) vant
to consolidate their positions, prestige, etc. by €liminating
any possible opnositlon. All this we know. Hovever, we can-
not take the position of the S.W.P, and give up our ficht against
the C.P. That is the logic of their Russian position. The
C.P. still remains the most dangerous force vithin the labor
movement. We wmust push aside any of the emotional crap that ve
are reflecting bourgeois pressures., . '44‘
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The 8.W,P., for instance, in their article on the C.I1.0.-
P.A.C. merger in Detroit, speak .of the boycott of the Wayne
County convention by the C.P. opposition (Reuther forces) as
charging that "it was a‘commuaist pPlot® to rule the newly
formedn% yne County C.I.0. Council," They obviously 0.K.'d
the convention. ‘They even sat through 1t all (six hours) and
vere incensed that Nat Ganley made the motion to adjourn.
(¥ilitant report October 5) At Electro-motive they have voted
with the C.P, in the election of the C.P, whip, Rybeio, and
approached them again for a new combination (Stelinist candi-
date, no doubt) in a forthcoming election,

We have seen their group in the AvE vote with the C,P.
against & resolution for the withdrawal of all troops from
China, We also have seen how they shamefacedly withdrew from
the progressive caucus in the AVC (ostensibly because its com-
position was bourgeois, and its 'line red-baiting). In the AVC
caucus we have geen a timidity to discuss the CP's policy be-
cause it would be red-baiting, The "liverals" really have
been buffaloed by the C.P., on this business of their immunity
from oriticism, "In the vlant, we have the opnosite that of a
short sighted policy of welooming the FBI's investigation of
the CP because of their hatred of the CP and their policy,

We need an approach now. Only we canmovide a real pro-
gram for this fight, 'We have to give leadership in this issue;

we know what is et stake. I think the conclusions should be
thiS. i o ) . ‘

After discussing the role of the C.P, in the piitical and
labor movement, we come out against all imperialisms; for an
1ndependent‘workinguclass»positiOn on the political issues o
the day. The solution is not the N.Y. 4ltman position of sup-
porting U,S, imperialism or of Roy Reuther's approach (¥ichigan
State OOnvention)Aof‘defending the British Labor Party's rule
in India and attacking Russia's role in Iran, For an independent
position; for~self;determination, withdrawal of troops, colonial
freedon, eto.; against any constitutional clauses barring
political people from holding union offices. -Eight political
policy on issues, not membership cards, For the independence
of the trade unions from government victimizations. Keep your
noses out, Yr, FBI. The union rank and file has to correct in--
correct leaderships by themslves; your interestg are not the
workers.: To theChamber of Comzerce —-- last year it was racke-
teers in the unions; this year it's the Reds. Labor, recognize
these people for what they are and the problems of "racketexrs!
and *CP policies" have to be fought within the union movement
and .corrected there. There is no eubstitute method,

Ken Hiiyer - Chicago

144



)

THE WAR AND THE. VETERAN

The hmerican army under the impact of the war was a dis-
tillation of the social processes going on in capitalist United
] States as a whole. If war is the sharpened political expression
] of a society, the army at war is the sharpened expression of
%_ the contradictions growing within that society between the de-
b5 velopment of the productive forces* and the social relations.

= TEE DEVELOPLENT OF PRODUCTIVEZ FORCES AND THZI SOCIALIZATIONng
T . . LA
The tremendous development of the productive forces was
demonstratéd ‘Aurirg ‘the war with some differences of degree

s rather than kind between the Pacific and “uropean theatres of
fa operation., Whereds in Ejurope the aruy operated in an already
T developed milieu of capitalist techrology, in the Facific, for
the most part, entire islands of primitive economy were taken
and converted in toto. Saipan is a case in roint.

, Under Japanese occupation, this iarianas island, in area
atout 75 eguare wiles, coneisted of a sugar refinery, a hand-
ful of administrative buildings, a jail, a post office, about:
tro streets of official residences, snother street of geisha

~houses, cane fields, the miserable farms of the natives —-
Japanese and Chamorro -- banenrs, coconut palms, jungle and
coral., With the assault, virtuslliy every trace of Jananese

~occupation was wiped out,. o - o

Within eleven months, and the process began as early as
A-day plus six in the midst of ferocious fighting, Saipan was
converted into a tremendous workshop tied together with superd
black-top roads and serving magnificent air-strips. The most ad-
venced ‘constructiontechnigques were used without stint.

In Europe, the huge wartime expansion in nroduction was
demonstrated by unbridled technological competition among the
belligerents, Haterial grew obsolete with unprecedented rapid-
ity. The revolutionizing of production was most dramatically

~displayed in the air arm, the key weapon of the second World
VWar, he change from air tactic to air strategy constituted
the change from German offensive to Allied offensive and vas
based upon the change in aircraft design and structure with.
corresponding developments in organization and bombardment.
Germany countered with the introduction of missile warfare and
in tae explosives competition, the atomic bomb was the crown-
ing achieveuent. ’ ' :

Concomitant with the vast development of the troductive
forces was the obvious demonstration of the social character
* "An army," said Trotsky, "is always a cony of the society
it serves vwith this difference that it gives social relstions
a8 concentrated character, carrying their nositive and negontive
features to an extrene," ' '
- | | 16443
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less tool of s methodical mode of warfare. He ought not to be
so. What the war of the future'will for for is good all-round
men, self-confident, aml each able to take his plece in the
comnunity of fighting men standing on his own feet. As indi-
vidual fighters, each one will be a person. . Each individual,
being the necessary means for the carrying on of the battle,
will be the counterpart of the will of the commander,"

Although some of the elements of all-out war began to mani-
fest themselves in the first World War, the accumulation of
changes in the second World War made the tro armies quelitative-
ly different in one sense. Contrast the combat troops of the two
world wars. ' The cowbat soldier in-todey's mechanized army had
to be personally competent with a great variety of weapons and
tactics and had to possess considerable individual combat ini-
tiative as well as technical acumen. He saw the interdepencdence
of the myriad. of army assignments. Among other things, he was
trained in the recognition and function of the various types
of aircraft. OConsequently, he had an understanding of the varve
ing tactic and strategy of the operation. He followed with
avid interest and comprehension the unfolding of the grand strate-
gy involving entire armies., He had the conception of one war
in one world, and the individual battle had to be seen in the-
lght of the overall plan,, HKe was trained to function independent-
ly but as part of the whole rather than as daredevils. The.
result, as was observed with great insight and sensitivity by
Gartrude Stein*® was a more mature individual with more developed
gsocial oonceptions and less provincidism, - .

SOCIAL RELATIONS IN THE ARUY

The‘enormouslyﬂdeveloped”productive forces'and.fhe social-
ization of labor are the key to the sharpening of the social
relations ‘in the army, .

he army is not a unity, It is the naked weapon by which
the bourgeoisie maintains and enforces its calss rule, one
feature of which is imperialist cenou st, The Army -- with 3
capitnl "A" —- is part of the structure of the ruling class.,
The soldiers in this period; although comvosing the mass of
the army, are not part of the structure of the ruline class.,
In the main, they are drawn from a class fundamentally antago-
nistic to the ruling class. : :

Trotsky has vointed out the fundamental class differences
between the "pocifism of the diplomat, professcr, journalist
and the pacifism of the carpenter, agricultural worker and
charwvoman, In the one case, pacifism is a screen for imperialism
in the other it is the confused expression of distrust in im-
perialism,"  *»=» '

~ o —
- .

* Foertsch, Hermann, The art of dodern Warfare, N.Y., Oskar
Peist, 1940, pp, 263-% »

** Warg I Have Seen

*** Founding Conference of the Fourth International, p.33
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of labor in production. From engineer to factory worker to
ground crew to air crew to tank crew to engineer outfit to ser-
‘vice troops to combat. troope the line was direct,

 The mass .conversion of .lracific Islends from rrimitive to

modern society, the unfolding of the mobile war, the vast in-
terrelations of communications were the product of the direct
" participation of each enlisted man drawn from every background,
~ Mysticism was removed from production. "Ordinary" G.I.s in '

carrying out their dally assighrents had worked together and
had used the most advanced eguipment to make the widespread
“transformations. - From paper work to technical execution,
production was palpably social -~ the labor of the entire or-
ganigation, including the ldbor of the home front, was needed.

- 80 far, we have spokeh primarily of the technology of
modern industry as manifested in war, But modern industry is
" not only technology. "Nodexn Industry," says Marx, "by its
~very hature...necessitates variation of labour, fluency of
function, and universal mcbility of the laborourer...." ®
That is to say, the requirements of modern industry pull man from
being a mere appendage to a machine towards becominr a more -
ylete man, S :

The modern Amerioan.hrmy required the greatest fluidity

of labor from the individual army worker, i,e, the soldier, Ir-
‘respective of previous experience and training, the soldier was .
but & man to be used for whatever job the arny assigned, All
jobe were, of necessity, 8o organized that if epecial skills.
were needed, one could.ﬁe'sent to a service school fér a:per-
“iod from two weeks t0.22 nonths-and be"@ﬁf%?&iéﬁ%lY‘traiﬁé&”to”
perform the functione required. This vas true even to the mass
. convergion of enlisted men to officers via officer candidate
and eviation cadet schpols. -Moreover, militery assignments
changed with great rapidity. A man might be &ssigned to the
¥ilitary Police; with a change in personnel recuirerients, he
might be reassigned-and, if.necessary, sent to schocl, After
the prescribed course, the forker ¥P would come nut & wersonnel
‘clerk, engineer or surgical technician, This demonstrated man's
capacity to perform a great veriety of tasks, It is significant
to note here that precisely because of the varied occunational
demands of the army, full 35% of army personnel were &illed
workers, i.e., technicians, a higher percentage than is found

in civilian industry. S o

- e

: As a result of the development of tkhe oroductive forces.
and the socializaticn of labor, the objective necessity of mod-
ern varfare is a new type of, soldier, Prior to the war, a mili-
tary expert had written: "The life led by the individual today
and by the community, has made the men of today, viho are the
fighters of tor rrow, more critical, mentally more alert, and
more inderendent. The individual soldier is no longer the help-

[ AP

* Capital, v. I, P. 533
' 1445
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‘their authority in terms of rank, the more the men saw them as

-6
Within the army there vas reflected this attitude of the

proletariat toward the war, The broad masses in the U.S., par-

ticularly the proletariat, viewed the declaration of war with
passive hostility or bitter cynicism, Insofar as the masses
actively supported the war, they supported it as a war against
facism and not as a war for the greater glory of America, Aafter
the disillusionment of the first World War and of more than a
decade of depression, the masses had little faith in the in-
dustrial leaders. This class antagonism, more instinctive

than conscious, was drafter into the army along with the draftees.

. If there was direct participation of enlisted men in imme-
diate plapning and production, there was also the separation
of the overall plan from the mass. On the one hand, there were
the brass hats and theboliticians; on the other, th:re were
the actual executors of the policy of the enlisted men.

In civilian society, the existence of private ownership
of the means of production makes it easier for the ruling class
to justify the distinctions in social rights. The property
forms which give traditional authority to the ruling class were
absent from the army, posing sharply the consciousness in the
ranke of the social and class relations.

Particularly since so many officers had come from the ranks
and from the same civilian status as the enlisted men, the
goldiers could not understand why officers should be -considered
as suprior rersonagzes, The more the officers tried to establish

!

a class and not as individuals, Those officers who nrofessed
to teke an individual and personal interest in the aen, de-
monstreted by this raternaliem their conviction of their own
superiority as a class to protect "their"men. loreover, al-

- though many had come from the enlisted ranks,.the officers
considered themesélves the watchdogs of the wvar, They had to

nproteot the army from the enlidted man who, to them, was in
the main, recalcitrant, shiftless and irresronsible. The s0l-
dier felt he was pushed around ‘and he resisted. Ee resented
these priviliged officers who considered it their war and tlreir

army and their country. .

Put the question cannot be posed subjectively in terms of
privilege differential, Objectively, the officers were right.
It was their Army and their War and their Country. The mouent
the enlisted men, acting as units, pushed against their officers
for imrediate demands, they began to push against the bulwark
of class society. The antagonism bYetween the officers and the
enlisted men reflected*the confiict between the actual inm-
perialist war and the putative war for democracy. :

THE SOLLIZR DZuONSTRATIONS

Distrust of the war -purposes of the ruling class ex-.
BreSSGd'itself in the aruy as a cynicsm of the "arny way." ,
uring the war, vhile he was an active participant, the soldier
saw results; the inefficiencies he had become used to regard-

1446
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ing &s the fault of the brass hats and the politicians. With
the end of the war when the enlisted men ceased beine active
participants, this distrust and cynicism sharpened and burst
forth in the derobilization demonstrations. For suspected
reasons, they saw their demobilization held up. They sought
again actively to participate, this time for their own benefit.
They resented their occupation of Zurope, of asia, They ques-
tioned the combat status of the 86th Division in the Philippines
after hostilities had ceased. Bourgeois publicists and com- ,
mentators wept aloud that the American soldier was ignorant of
his duties to democracy in the occupation. What they actually
bencaned was the organized form of protest which could not be .
dismissed as traditional "soldier griping without which no army
is' complete" and the implications of which were far-reaching.

As the soldier demonstrations gained momentum and grew .
. more articulate, along with their demands to go home, the
soldiers struck at the offfcer caste system, Again, because
of the greater nakedness of class rule in the army than in
civilian 1ife, the struggle of the enlisted men for immediate
demands brought them up more quickly against the social fetters
- of bourgeois society. L

. During the war the pr.letariat on the home front underwent
& tremendous social experience. The contradiction between
the developnment of the productive forces and the "accumulation
of misery, agony of toil," etc, in production relations ex-
ploded in the wave of post-war strikes. These strikes demon— -
strated that the large masses of people were increasingly
coming to the realization that production must be for use and
not for the profits of a few, o ‘

In the army, the comparable relaigation was concerned not
80 much with material benefits.~ The demand for the democrati-
zation of the army in the absence of private property relations
is a challenge to the existing social relations.

The very absence of private employers compelled the men -
to make direct demands on the govérnment in both its executive
and legislative branches. It is €nough to recall in this con-
nection that among the slogans raised by the scldier demon-
strators was "No Boats, No Votes!" It is significant that in
seeking to stem the movement the government sought to compel
the men to negotiate via their superior officers and not direct-
ly with the government.

- In their formation of raenk end file committees to negotiate
directly with the government and to address themselves to the
American public, the enlisted men gave organizational foram to
the lesson they had learned in the most authoritarian institution
of bourgeois society. The very absence of the conservative
and outlived leaders chaXacteristic of bourgeois-democratic
¢ivil society forced then to create their own ad hoc organiza-
tions +n zarry out their aims, : 3

1447
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In their telegram to R. J, Thomas, these soldiers, who
are esseéntially vorkerg in uniform; merely expressed a grow-
ing recognition by the americsn people as a whole that labor
is the leader against the exploitation and degradation of
the existing society, ; :

A word of caution. Nothing in this document is to be
construed as seeing in these movements the complete breakdown of
bourgeois discipline and bourgeois rule. Such a breakdown is
the result of the struggle of the proletariat as a whole in
vhich the soldier plays an important but not an independent role.
It is obvious that American capitalist society has not yet
reached the stage of complete breakdown, But we are concerned -
with the direction of these soldiers' movements and their link
vith the class struggle, If further proof of their strength
and organic class nature were peeded, such confirmation is to
be found in two strikingly significant facts: 1) The officers
were unable to stem the tide of demonstrations and the Chief
of Staff was unwilling to impose discipline. When finally _
Eisenhower comwandedtnat the demonstrations. be banned, he ad-
mit ted doigg 80 because the demard s began to go beyond the
simple one "to get the boys home." ZEven after the various conm-
manders had reiterated the order of the ban, sporadic demon-
strations continued affecting even the iarine Corps. 3) The
bourgeoisie sought to restore greater equilibrium in the ser-.
vice by (a) disciplining the lax ocoupational troops in .
Germany; (b) trying by court martial the military prison guards
and officers of Litchfield Barracks ae & concession to the
enlisted men and veterans in particular and the working masses
in general; (c) window-dressing talk of liberalizing the army--
centering particularly eround reform in military courts-
martial procedure as a blow against military caste.

THE VETERAN

. Returned to civilian life, the:veteran bears with him the
experience -—- whether conscicus or not.-- of years of hostility
to bourgeois authority. He bears vith him too, the experience
and confidence of his skills and initative and the experience '
of overt oppression, bcth developed to a high degree during
his war service. Freed from this overt. oppression and regi-
mentation, the veteran, seeking to express himself socially
finds no ready opening in civilisn activity for his developed
abilities. For the overt oppression.of authority is substituted
& more covert oppression under the guise of free labor. As an
‘individual the veteran faces the personal problems of read-
Justment, but these today are essentially the old unsolved
problems of his class brought into sharper focus by thefwar.

- Of course, there are contradictions in the personal and
social orientation of the serviceman. During the war, he was
subject to the vicious pronaganda that war workers were coin-
ing fortunes in industry hile the soldiers were sweating it
out on pennies. Also, there was the resentment against the re~
latively unruffled lives. of civilians while servicemen were

1548
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subjected to the pressures and bestialities of war, But these
prejudices are neither significant nor decisive. Because of
the interpenetration of the masses and the uninsulated charac-
ter cf "the wartime army, thege prejudices, to the extent that
they existed, were essentially an expression of the soldiers!
resentment ageinst the war and the army and thus against
bourgeois rule of which the more concrete expression was oppo-
sition to the officers.
The effect of the army upon the millions of men and
vomen who served is of importance in the potentialities re-
vealed to them. 1In the service was developed a sense of com-
radeship and a sense of the absolute recessity of working
together in a way which civilians experience only under condi-
tions of intensified class struggle. Loreover, the soldiers’
experiences and training accustomed him to the concept and
fact of violence and of tremendous transformations by direct
action. In addition, he came into direct or indirect con- |
tact with the masses of many countries in the resistance move-
ments, He saw the disuptive effects of the guerillas upon the
plans of the hxis High Command. Ke saw them accorded the mili-
tary rights of co-belligerents. &g a result, to his more con-
scious awareness of the interpenetration of the American masses
was added his growing awareness of the interpenetration of the
massegof the world., This, plus his opnosition to officers and
the growing realization that behind the officers stands capi-
talist rule, the veteran takes back to.the civilian proletariet
which itself under the iwpact of the war and immediate post-
war period is learning that labor's struggle is the struggle
~for humanity against the oppression of bourgeois ruile.

. To regard the veteran's militancy ms a response merely to
his snore comnlicated post-war readjustment problems is to re-
duce the veteran to the level of a special bread-and-butter
problem. Such-a reduction can come only from the assumption
that the army is a classless unity .from which also flows the
moral indignation against the personal behavior of the soldier
‘at home and abroad -- the condemnation that the soldier of the
imperialist hperican Army behaved not like the long awaited
liberator but like an oprressive congueror. As though the
role of the American Army is to liberate! The peouliar ethics
of wvar, the horrors, the reactionary prejudices of the soldiers
are part of the degradation of eapitalism. To be preoccupied
vith the horrors of war is to fall into the fatel trap of :
pacifiet agitation. True, the American soldier abroad de-
monstrated brutality along with occasional demonstrations of
generosity. But this is typical of all invading and occupying
arzies. What distinguishes this army is not the brutality
but the sharpened social relations, = -

Anong the petty bourgeoisie there were some who were pre-
occupied with the brutalization of the American soldier and
vho feared that the veteran would be prey to fascist propa-
grnda. Thcse elements were both 2stonished and relieved that
the veteran did not assure the anti-worker nantle prepared
for hinm by the bourgeoisie, but they were unable to understand
the transition frow "brutalized" soldier to militant prole- -

-
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tarian. It was the consequence of looking solely at the de-
gradations of capitalism rather than at the class strugele
vithin-.capitaliem. '

The specific prejudices and "brutal" bvehavior of the
soldiers and the veterans are part of the degradation of capit-
alism and will be moved by the proletariat becouse the veteran
——and the soldier--will move with and as part of the working
class. This the veterans themselves have demonstrated: 1) 1In
the first post-war strike wave, veterans were among the rnost
militent fighters and unionists on the picket lines 2) In
politics, varticularly in Tennessee and hrkansas, veterans
have spearheaded armed movenents to oppose o0ld line political
machines 3) The “uerican Veterans Committee, most represen—
tative of all veterans organizations growing out of World War
II, 4n-6rder to divert the militancy of the rank-and-file
veteran had to appear with a political coloration,

The veterards militancy is no happy accident, While still
in the service, their hostillty and opposition, deeply rooted
in fundamental class antagonisms had an organizational frame-
work for. expression, e.g. unit, company. or the soldier
separated from the aray, the framework —— not the hostility —-
disappeared.. With the post-war upsurge of class struggle,
the veteran saw in the orgunized working class the only force
in society which could give organizational formn to his basic
anti-capitalist antagonisu, and a sociecl moveuent of which
he could becoze part., Even veterans with -little or no-pre-
war factory or union experience fought with a deternmination vhich
equalled and scuetimes surpassed that of long-time unionists,
It was a manifestation of their combined developnent.

This dislectical movement has gnecial significance for
the Negro veteran, The Negro soldiers, doubly oppressed by the
army were 2lso, as a result, very highly organized by the army.
Their opvosition to bourgeois rule was wmore overt, 1In the few
instances where Negro ocutfits vere formed for combaet, while
there were individual exaaples of determined fighting, the
organizations made neither the outstanding combat record of
the Nisei nor a record comparable with that of the bulk of
the white combat troops, This stemmed not from any “egro
differential in bravery or ability, but from 2 refusal to do
determined combat in an army of existing american society. In
their ovn outfits, on the other hand, Negroes fought with
militancy and disregard for personal safety against the Jim
Crow discrimination of the swmerican Aray., In significant num-
bers, Hegro veterans have reenlisted for occuration duty.

This is a tvo-fold expression of their rejection of American
bourgeois rule and their determination for social integration.
On the one hand they reject the discrinmination of arerican
bourgeois society in favor of their greater social ermnlity
among foreign nationals abroad. On the other hand, they reject
hnerican bourgeois society where they have little hope for
nmeaningful enployzent,

For the discharged Negro, as for the discharged vhite .
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veteran, separation from the service has meant a loss of the
organizational frawework for the expression of his deep-going
hostility. Here, too, a sharpening of the class struggle will
offer both the orgenization and arena for the expression of
his opnosition. The Kegro soldier in the army like the Negro
veteran in america is thus a potential spark and whip for re-
volutionary action., - :

The militancy of the veter>n on the picket line is the
incipiently revolutionary militancy of a generation imbued with
hostility toward the authority of the ruling class, inculcated
with the conception of the importance of the rank and file work-
er in the utilization of the productive forces,

If the working class were to suffer defeat, sections of
the veterans might well become part of a fascist organization,
but s0 might non-veteran meumbers of the vorking class. However,
before the fascists can struggle for the power, the working
‘class will become increasingly radicalized, In that radicaliza—
tion we can expect the veterans to help push the movement for-
ward to a greater consciousness of its social destiny.

Eis military experience gave the veteran a sharpened hos-
tility against capitalist rule and a tremendous impetus toward
social action.«”Thesevesgentially socialistic manifestations
can be developed only 1) by the American proletariat height-
ening its struggle; and 2) while the soldier remoins abroad,
by the impact of the proletariat there as a revolutionary
social force, ,

TEE ROLE OF THE PARTY

- The smerican soldiers and workers were in a sense skeptical
of the war, and in the same sense skepticel of the government,
But there ~as no obvious slternative to the war and to the '
government. It is at this point thet the party can nlay a key
mole. Just as it posed the concrete alternative of "no sup-
pcrt to the imperialist war" it must go before the veterans and
pose along with en exnlanation of their present situation, an
‘actual alternative to it., That is, the rarty must vose revolu-
tionary reconstruction c¢f society agzninst reluctant snd re—
forming accertance of bourgeois rule. 2y linking this per-
spective with the clarification for the veteran of the ovjec-
tive meaning of Lis nmilitary experience, the party will attract
to itselfmny veterans who are seeking a solution of their
deeo-rooted problems,

The bourgeoisie is nlanning a peacetiue army of apnroxi-
zately one million men. Tkis is no insulated, small volunteer
army of traditional peacetime america. Because of the antago-
nism existing between the ruling class and’ the class from
vhich the iass of soldiers is dravn —- internationally as well
as nationalily -- to agitate agninst conscription in terms
mainly of brutality of military life is to run the danger of
" opportunism, 4analysis of conscription must be in class terms
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and agitation in terms of class action. In making the proper
analysis and propaganda to the veteran, the party has the
bridge to the soldier of the post-war army. In making the
veterzn aware of the objective character of his expmeriences
and nature of his role, the party therebty gives the soldier
the key to understanding his own experiences. In the epoch
in which we live, it is well to ®Eremer and appiy the lesson
contained in Trotsky's words: "But opportunism vas perkh=ns
nost plainiy expressed in the superficial and disdainful atti-
tude toward wmilitarism &@s & barbaric institution unwortly of -
enligchtened social-democratic attention.... It was the Octo-
ber Revolution that was first called upon not only to restore
the active-revoiutionary attitude toward var guestions, tut
also to turn the spearnead of nilitarism practinlly agesinst
the ruling classes., The world revolution will carry this vork
to the end."

, - Ike Blaké - New York
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ON THE LETTER OF THE I.K.D. TO THE CONVEETION
OF THE WCRKERS FARTY

NOTES FOR A RESTATEUENT OF OUR POSITICN

The Workers Party is a political organization based on the prin-
ciples of revoluticnary Marxism. It is not yet the party of the
American proleteriat. It aims to pecome that party, through whatever
stazes it may be necessary to pass in order to achieve that goal.

The Workers Party is a revolutionary socialist organization
whick aims at establishing & workers' government and a socialist so-
ciety. This aim cannct be achieved except by arousing and uniting
all the classes and strata that are exploited and oporessed by mono-

-poly cepitalism, for the socialist victory liberates all oppressed
social groups in defesting capitaliem. Resistance to capitalist op-

 pression and, finally, its destruction, is possible only if all these
groups join in the struggle. against 1t. . The effectiveness of the re-
sistance and the guarantee of the victory of all these groups is po-
ssible, in turn, only on the condition that the organized proletar-
jat, which is the only consistently progressive and revolutionary
class in society, achieves and maintains its leadership in the strug-
gle. Finally, the hegemony of the proletariat and its revolutionary
character cazn be assured oniy if it is ingpired and led by a con-
egcious sccialist vanguard, that is, the revoluticnary party, which
has won its confidence in the actual sprugele. A revclutionary par-
ty ocannot win the confidence of the proletariat and gein its support
for the fighting prosram of socialism, unlees it takes part, day-in
and day-out, as the mcst militent and conscious vanguard, in the
mass organizations snd struggles of the proletariat, All the other
political activities of the revolutionary socialist party must be
subordinated to this. It must aim, therefore, at an overwhelmingly
proleterian social composition and at an overwhelming concentration
of its efforts in the ranks of the proletariat and particularly of
.its vrganized venguard, the trade unions. ' ‘

*" ‘Where, as in the concrete case of the Workers Party in the Uni-
- ted States today, the revoluticnary socialist venguard is an exceed-
ingly tiny and isolated force, its primary task, once it has worked
out and established clearly those distinctive principles of its pro-
gram that justify its existence as independent organization se-
parate from all other working classsgrganizations, is to esta2pblish
the closest connection with and sink the despest roots in tane ness
orgmizations of the proletariat, above all cthers the trade unions.
Not only the intellectuals and other petty-bourgeois elements, but .
workers as well, who have acquired an understandng of scientific so-
cialism and joined the party of socialism, can be effective in the
struggle for our goal only if their mein efforts are exerted in the-
ranks and in the daily cless struggles (strikes, etc.) of the crgan-

- ized wocrking class.

The Arerican working class has succeeded in recent years in es-
tablishing the largest and wost important trade-unicn movement in the
history of this or any other country. This development is of the
profoundest importance both for the working class and the revolution—
ary socialist movement. Ko other social organization of any kind
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whatsoever in the United States is the equal of the trade union move-
‘ment in numbers, social weight and significance. A revolutionary
Mapxist organization which does ndt meke this mass mcvement the prin-
cipal basis of its activities and concern, is utterly doomed to ster-
ility. We reject categorically the contention that the trade union
field, particularly in the present period of the United States, 1s
the mbost barren of all fields of activity for Marxists.

The Workers Party, for numberless well-known reasons, had et its
origin and has even now a considerable, and in any case an all too
great, percentage of its memoership who fsll into the category of
on-proletarians. The rewlutionary socialist party appeals both to
proletarians and non-proletarians to enter its ranks. But it does
not lay equal emphasis upcn the two. The rew lutionery soddist par-
ty is a class party and this ig represented primarily by its cless

program but not lasgt of 41 by its class composition, which is or
must become overwhelmingly proletarian. Basically, the means of es-—
tabliching an overwhelmingly proletarian composition in the party is
by recruitment to the party of the best elements of the factory wor-
kers and their training in Marxist science. For the Workers Party

as it is, and especially as it was, this is too general, not concrete.
"To win these factory workers, it is first necessary for those already
in the party to participate a&s revolutionary socialists in their .
strugzles, in the soluticn of their daily problems, to demonstrate in
their prectical experience the need to organize into a revolutionary
political party. For the Workers Party, as for most revolutionary
parties in their infancy, this required, and still does, an intensive
campaign of Mindustrialization" of "proietarianization,ﬁ of the exis~ -
ting party membership. : :

It ig false to assume that the activity of the Workers Party mem-
bersghip in the factories and unions is based upon the policy of their
becoming "good trade unionists." The Workers Party is not a trade
- union party. Or rather, the members of the party who function in the
trade unions must become the best and most militant trade unionists
as the indispensable pre-condition to gaining political influence
over the workers and their strugglee, to irnfusing their economic
strugcles with class political conscicusness, to transforming their
economic struggles into political struggles, to raising the thinking
and fighting of the working class to @ revolutionary level. At the
same time that the Workers Farty ested ished the indispensability and
tremendous fruitfulness of revolutionary work in the trade unicns,
it recognized that the latter are a powerful source of opportunist
infection. But while this is undoubtedly true, it is one thousand
times more true of thcse mass crganizations, much smaller in size and
in social weight, which are not exclusively or even decisively prole~
tarian in composition,

The party firmly rejects the ¢ontention that it is suffering
from "unionitis," that is, from too great a preoccupation with the
trade unicns and party work within them. What the party suffers from
primerly and mainly and most acutely, is still its ibolation from the
main mass organizations c¢f the proletariat, its lack of influence
within them and upon them, from the fact that these organizations are
8till entirely under the domination of the reformist and Stalinist
- bureaucracy, a stranglehold that must absolutely be broken befcre the
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party can think cf raising itself to the heights of sclving the main
task of society. The party éannot even think of undertaking to break
this stranglehold today by concentrating its main efforts outside of
the wmass orgenizations. The lamentation atout "unionitis," combined
with the assertion that the trade unions are the most barren of all
fields of our activity, is a disorienting, demoralizing, and there-
fore a reactionary cry in the perty today. It cannot but give aid
and comfort to- thase who have wearied of the difficulties of the

wo rk and the strugsle to build the party, and to those whose pet ty-
bourgeois characteristics still rebel against plunging into the mass
proleterian crganizations, the struggles which they conduct and
which, to develop in & revoluticnary direction, must be directly in=
fluenced by actusl revoluticnary participants.

Tre party does not exclude work in mass orgenizations other than
the trede unions, even non—-proleterian organizations, any more then
it excludes taking the initiative in forming other organizations on
specific cccasions and for specific purposes, end within the limite-
tiong established by availability of forces.and primacy of tasks.
But, in the first place, such work must De subordinated to the main
concentration -upon the basic wass organizations of the proletariat
and under no circumstances counterposed or substituted for it. In
the second place, work in the, non-proletarian organizationz and .
smong non-proletarian secticns of the population is permissible pre-
cisely to the extent that the party seeks to link up this work with
ite work in the unicns, precisely to the extent that it emphasizes
among these non-proleterian sections the indispensaoility of linking
their aspirations end struggles to the proletariat and under its
leaderehip. It is not to bedenied that in the preoccupation with
proletarianizing the party, work in guch fields has been, in prac-
tice, ignored.. It is neoeseary na to see to it that those members
who, for one or ancther reason whose validity has been establighed,
‘cannot partidpate directly in the trade unions, shall be assigned
to join and wo¥x inside another norn-party crganization, so that themr
 remains no member of the party who does nd function politically in
a fruitful organized field. o

The party does nct exclude, eilther, politicsl work and pclitical
actions organized by itself outside the framework of the trade un-
ions. It is entirely correct to emphasize over and again the vitel
importence of the party, in the first place the party gpress, devo-
ting consistent attenticn to 81l the significant political and so-
cial questicns of the day, and appearing in the eyes of all as the
defencder of ell secticns Of the people,.and even individuals, who
are oprressed and maltreated by capitalism. It is entirely correct
to emphasize the importence of the party being alert to every prac—
tic2l poesibility cf participating in every pcpular movement of pro-
test ageinst the iniquities of capitalism; of taking the initiative
in orgenizing such m ements, mo matter hew emall, wherever it can.
Buch enphasis is especially required against those, inside or out-
side the perty, who conceive cf its activities in the narrow "lab-
orite" sense. There ig nc lack of such political guestiicns and such
politicel mcvements. But 1t is likewise correct that the party must
retain a sense of proportion and baiance in judging its ability to
take advantage of such possibilities; that it must remain aware of
the limitations of its forces and the primacy of ite mein task in
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orded to avoid a dispersal and eventual immobilization of the former
and a neglect of the latter.

.~ The party seekxs to odzscome & party made up mainly of factory
proletarians.- It does nct exclude non-proletarians. To remind the
¥orkerse Party that it needs intellectuals, men and women who have
acquired and can unite the proletariat‘with the greatest achieve-
ments of bourgeois science, technical skill, culture; that such per-
song &are indispeneable in changing society from capitalism to social-
ism, is perhape to remind it of a worthwhile commonplace. To place
exceptional»emphasis upon this need, today, in our concrete circum-
stences, cannot but be misleading and disorienting. The party is a
congidersvle distsnce from the problem of building a socialist so-
ciety. It cen begin g eriously to bridge that distance not by a
great concentraticn on t he work of recruiting to its renks intellec—
tuals and technicians, but by a great concentration upon breaking.
jts isolation from the factory proletariat and recruiting its best
elements to ite ranks by the hundreds and the thousands. Without
abandoning for an instant our appeal to the intellectusls to join
‘the Tanks of socialism, the party ig aware of the fact that theee
elements will join ite ranks in serious. nurbers and te able to make
a serious contribution to increasing the cultural end political ar-
senal cf the party, only wheni the party has Gemonstrated its capaci-
ty to win to its renks considerable nuubers of devoted end influen-
tisl workers. If this is not understood, then all talk of winning
to our ranks truly gualified bearers of culture and science who

would meke it possivle for the party to speak with real authority

on problems cf culture and science, instead of with ineffectual ama-

- teurishness, is largely abstract preaching.

-~ The party reiteratee the conception of the stage and process o
its development that is empodied in the resolutions adopted at its
1ast convention. We are not yet a party in the tTue sence of the
word, and the first step toward becoming a real party is to under-
stan&,this fact without a feeling of concternation. We cannot be-
come a party by "acting" like one- To argué that five men OT fifty
men can be a perty by setting themselves into moticn, by endeaver-
ing to extend their political influence, vhick is nil, to otheDs;
that they ere a party because OT while they are beconing one, is a
play upon words which deprives the word "party" of any serious serse.
The "dialectice" of building a revolutionary party lies precisely '
in such a change taking place in the "quantity" that a change finally
takes place in the "guality" that is, that a propaganda group which
has firmly estzid ished its principles and right to existence fin-
~aliy obreaks through to the position of a genuine political party,
a political organization capavle of celling considersble numbers of
the masses into politicsl action and capsble of texing responsibil-
%ty‘goth for the call and for the action c¢f the masses who respond
o it. .

The perty cannot accept any mechanical identification of our
present situaticn, problems and taske with those confronting the
Bolshevike in the period of their pirth and rise. All the less ¢m
it accept an identification which grossly distorts the history of
the Bolsheviks. The Bolsheviks fought, as representatives of the
proletarian tendency, against the Vensheviks as reprecentatives ..
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of the radical—intellectual tendency.. The Bolgheviks insisted on
the revoluticnay social-democrat being qualified as such by virtue
of his close connection (even "fugion") with the organization of the
proleteriat. The Bolghevik professional revolutionists, for the
most part, concentrated their activities in the factories and in
whatever primitive labor organizations existed at the time. The
Bolsghevikg faced the bourgeois-democratic revolution; we the social-
‘1st revolution. The Russian proletariat cf the early Bolshevik days
demanded whet rurified capitalism and accelerated and strengthened
its development; what the proletariat demands today undermines capi-
talism. The Bolsheviks faced the task of first establishing porular
social crganizations, trade unions in the first place; we face the
task cf permeating trade unions whigh already exist on such a scale
end with such sccizl significance as was 8imply inconceivable under
Czarism. Reforms demanded by the Russian proletariat were coupat i~
ble with capitalism; reforme demanded today are less and less — much
less then ever before - compatible with cepitaliem. Under the suto~
cracy, Lenin advocated narrowing.the rarty memberér ip to the pcint
where it was confined entirely or mainly to professional revolution~
lsts; he never advocated this for the communist parties after 1617,
but rather the contrary. And 8o on and gso forth, _

- Lenin sought to work ‘out a "glan" for the Bolsheviks. The For-
kers Farty likewise geeks tco qperate along the lines of a fplan,"

The revolutionary veanguard in this country works under conditiong in
. which it is a tiny propaganda group, capitd ism is objectively over—
ripe for sccialism, there is a tuge eccnomic organization of the
proleteriat, there is no political ar ganization of the proletariat,
there is no socialist consciousness in the proletariat, its strugg-
les are rmassive and militant but, being without revolutionary leader-
ship end objective, they are doomed to exhaust the very proletariat
that engages in them. OQur political task in this country today is
summed up in the struggle .to establish the Frdletariat as a class
for itself, as & politically independent class with its own clees go-
al. This is represented by our main political elogan for an inde-
pendent labor party, with an irdependent class rrogrem and the aim
of a workers' government. In the sense that these slogans are given
by our gener=l conception of the trensitional program, we propagate:
them in the spirit of a genuinely class (i.e. revolut ionary socialist)
party, a genuinely rew lutionary program, a gsnuinely revoluticnary
workers! government. We are still far from achieving that. Hever-
theless, the Workers Party considers that the most favorable practi-
cal (or realistic) rerspective is the formation of a reformis* lavor
party based on the trade unions. Once the American proletariat has
- estaolished a class party of its own, the revolutionary Marxists
would heve befcre them an extremely favoreble organized political
‘arena in which to function and - given the necessary intelligence ~
to srow rapidly. The subsequent development of sud a party.would

in 31l likelikood decide the fate of the American proletariat for a
long reriod of time. The development of such a movement, however,
would depend in no small measure ugon the policies and activities

(hence, first of all, the participation in it) of the revolutionary
Vanguard. What would most positively assure this participation, this

influencing of the develorment of the politically-organized American

Proleteriat? The fact that the vanguard is already deeply rooted in

the trade unions upen which the labor party is based. Again eand
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again, we must, besinning yesterday, or today, or tomorrow, become
a force in the trade unions, an? thet is in general mm impossibility
eeelf we are outsicte the unions or “inside" of them wih the para=
lyzing conception that they are the most barren of all fields of
activity., (.hy, indecd, shoulu any rewlutionist want to waste time
tn a ﬁ:;ala of activity vhich is more barren than any other in exis-
ence? ‘

The importance we attach to the political independence of the
American worlcrs, to the farmation of a labor perty, is not less

‘than that zttached to it by Lenin and Irot sky when they "imposed"

the strugzle far the labor party on the Anericon comwunist movement
mare than twenty years age. All our werk in the trade unions rcach-
ed its most concentrated practiccl nolitical expression in the slo-
g nd practicel work that can be dore in favor of establishing a
labor partye. But not in the trade unions alone. Without reducing
the struggle for a labor party to an empty rituclistic formula re-
pcated in scason and out, we nevertheless seek to perrcate all our
political work, inclw ing that carried on outsidec the unions, vith
that slogsn and the political concepts we attach-to it, For all the
oppressed, for all the exploited, for all the maltrccted: ‘thelr for-
tunes ars insoparably linlked with the establishment of a workers!
mass political porty which hos such a profram, cim and leadoership

as wiil put thc worlking class in the loadership of every progressive
social and political struggle, as will malic tho working class the
cons cious chanpion of thc progressive aspirations of cvery social
group ond stratum, os will meko the working class th¢ lcader ond ore
cenizer of tho natbn itself, That is the political cssence of our
'plen’ in the United States todaw, which scoms to have cacapcd the
noti ce of our welcome critics, M=%t is how it is unmdcrstood and
should be understood br aviiy 2arty member, That is what should
enimate ond imbuc ovory ounce of the political activity of the par-
ty as a wholc, oi its press, of cvsry mouber, whethcr the activity
is comiucted in the unions, outside thc unions, among orzanized
workers, unorganized werksrs or non-workers, In our conception, it
is in the coursc of the propazanda, agitetlon and action concucted
to advcones this fplan,' that the prescnt small revolutionary vone
guard, as the most consistont, most pcrsistont cnd most consclous
aGvocates of the ideas put forward, will grodually acoulre the

flesh md blood, the moss support ond cuthority, that the revolue=

tionists rcguirc before thoy can scriously consider themsclves and
sct eifeetively like a party, that is, 1lilke fic ectual spokesman
and lecader of hundreds of thousands and-millions,

“If this is undcrstood, then cll tolk cbout our "acccptonee™ of
plans such as arc put Iorwarc by Rcuther (3M Program), about sccing
in suck plans Manti-copitcdisn® ond Ycven sociallsn, " boconcs a
sort of friendly but ill-considercd jest. Thc party scizes prompte
ly and caseorly on cvery apparent step tforvard of the rcformist bur-
coucracy which he masscs rosord as o rodd atcp forvard ond to act
accordingly, But instccd of umbroidering it a2nd its authors as
"ontiecapliclst” and fovon sociallst,™ we scek in our propaganda,
above &1 1 in our prc"s, to usc this scntiment of the masses as a-

‘concrete, a rool, point of departurc fo imbuing thom with rcal

clasz monsclousncss.  Yle seck to show how their real desires and
nccds, vhich cre Mexprossed” in thesc "plans" in such a way as to
frustrate thmm (that bein~ the role of the reformist burcaucracy)
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can be realized; how wWhat they want and need can be achieved by fight-
ing for control of industry which can be obtained by wntrcl of the
government for which they require, in turn, a pclitical party and
political action of theilr own. It is a concrete illuetration of.,.
our unpolitical unionitis.

. " Three words about our prese: 7For the Workers Party today, in
the UniteG Stztes, to publish Labor Action in such a way that it
would be the game type of paper as that once published, say, in Ger-
many by the German section, would be sWift and thorougﬁ suicide. All
other considerestions apart, the press of the German section address-
‘ed itself, as it had to,. to a working class already "educated" to

35;.ébcidlféemocrgiicpdnggﬁgglinist gocialism; it is out of these wor-

kers-that tH8Y had to™t 1y to ‘make revolutionary socialists. Our
press must address itself to a working class which, vhile militant,
has no (practieally no) socisl-demccratic cr Stalinist educatiom
whatsoever; it is out of these workers that we must try t0 make re-
voluticnary sociglists. The difference in the press is dictated in
the first place by this difference. Second, it is indeed necessary
for our press, even our popular press, to try to deal with finance,
regulation of currency, legislstion, pcsetal service, radio, the mo-
tion pictures, psychology, philosopny, pecagogy, literatire, art,
family life, sports, recreztion, renology and a thousand other ques—
tions. There are many questions we shculd deal with for which we
have more or lees qualified people, or can get Qualified people for,
yet we do not deal with them; and ihat is remediable defect in our
press which must be eliminsted as soon as possible. Bul there are
far ncre questicnsg we should deal with thet had best be left abso—~
lutely alone, inasmuch as they should be dealt with by authoritative
and qualified people, whom we do nct have, and not by ambitious ema-
teurs, whom we Co have but who do not add to our stature or to the
educ-tion of the reader. Third, too many people Who talk about the
popular press published by the »0lsheviks never saw a cony of that
press, either in tne crigiral or in a trenslation or in an adequate
descripticn., Everything else about cur rress has been said a hun-
dred times in the party. .

LR W

The crisis of socialism is indisputable. The attemzt to find
a royal road out of it is most natural. Not every attempt is most
laudable. In rejecting a new explanation cf the crisis, we are un-
der no cbligaticn to supply a new one of our own.  The causes of
the crisis are not simple any more thezn they are superficial. They
are deep-rooted, but extremely complex and complicated. We believe
they have been set forth most adejuately - if we are speaking of the
causes for the general (as azainst a specific) crisis of socialism -
by Trotsky in the course of the trenty-ears of political and polemi=
cal struggle against Stalinism and social-demccracy. To say that the
crisis is due tc the triumph of bourgeois conscicusness and bourge-
ois nclitics in the working class cver socialist conscicusness ad
socialist politics, adds something (and something very import-nt) to
the explanation c¢f the crisis given by our mcvement, but adds some-
thing only in the sense that it gives the same explanation in differ-
ent terms. If it is true that it is not enough to explain the cri-
" 8is, but that we must cvercome it, then it is likewise true that the.
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crisis cennot be overcome but only deepened if the revolutionary
Marxist groups and grouplets abandon the maes organizations of la-
bor, the trade unions, in the countries where they exist. (The prob-
lem is posed quite differently, as we have taken care to point out
for yeers, in those countries in which the decay of capitalism has
reached the point where bourgeois d emocracy and consequently the
politicel existence of all classes, the proietariat included, is
literslly wiped out. It would, however, be the sheerest mechanism
to mekxe a s erious comperison between such countries and, for example,
the United Btates or Ergland.) Am explanation of the crisis and its
causes which does r.t *%eke into account the determining existence of
social-democracy and Stalinism - or which, worse yet, estirates Sta-
linism as a bourgeois-reformist movement ~ is aulomatically invalida~
ted, To argue that the strength of reformism and Stalinism is cue to
the misery, dilletantiem, complete helplessness, indescribable con-
- fusion, dishonesty, opportunism and bankruptcy of the Fourth Inter-
national, as it has been quelified, is literally to stand things on
their head. To argue that ncbody in the history of the Fourth In-
ternational understood the c-uses of the crisis or fought in a Bol-
shevik way to bvercome them, is to wipe out the revolutionary his-
tory of the Trotskyist movement with a purely literary stroze of the
hand. To disregsrd the well-known powerful objective forces and to
argue that the situation was continmally favorable to a reconstitu-~
tion of the class—conscious ‘political (Bolshevik) movement in the
pust decade or two, if only Trotsky and the international movement
Lad really understood how to overcome the causes-of the crisie, is
unhistorical mysticism. To ignore the absolutely unigue and unfor-
gsecn—-unforepeeable fact that the usurpation of the Bolshevik Revolu~
tion by 8talinism took place under the banner of that Revolution and
with its formal authority still potent among the advanced workers;
that the criminal blunders and outright crimes of Btalinism enabled
outlived social-democrzcy to eke out a parasitic existence, just es
thes misery of social-democcracy enabled Stalinism to live a parasi~
tic existence; that Trotskylsm acted and had to act for a long tirme
ar a feotion of the official communist movement and could think of
ectablishing .a party of its own only after years cf Stelinist de-
. generction and devastation cf the working class; that Stalinism ap—
pears today in a different form and on a different eocial basis
than in 1923 and is able to exert a powerful mess influence precise-
ly becsuse it is nct a bourgeois-reformist movement; thet it is
really only in the present period that the decay of capitalism and
‘social democracy, on the one side, and of Russia end Stalinism on
the other, reopens the prospect of "good luck" to the revolut ionary
povement in the moet promising proportions — to ignore all these and
qumerous other facts is to stand directly in the wey of an uncCersten-
ding of the crisis and therefore of the means of overcoming it.

The specific crisis of the Fourth Internaticnal is something
else, even if it is by no means unconnected with the general crisis
of the revoluticnary movement. The specific crisis, manifasted most
cruelly with the outbreak of the second world war, was due to the
feilure to abandon in time the by-then reactionary theory that bta-
1inist Russia is a workers'! state that must be unconditionally de-
fended in the imperialist war, end inseparably connected with 1it,
the illusions about the mid-war or post-war victories of the "prole-
tarian revolution! which would be induced by the victory of the
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"workers state"” and wonld fall under the leadership of the Fourth
. Internaticnael, fCovibined, this reactionsry theorr »lus the ililusions
(to sey wnothing oi the fact that the movement was deprived of Trot-
sky's uirect guidance) so focused the attention of the International
on the "revolutions® thut were forecast as to blind them to the tru-
ly revolutionary mass movements (netionel resistance) that developed
in the realiSy of polivical life in Europe. Scattered, leaderless,
inesxperienc ¢1, the sections of the International - except for the
Workers Par: ., axnl the TFD -~ revenged themselves for their illuslons
by firsc igyraaany thea condenning and abstaining from the real revoe
lutl cnayry mrraasiits,  dierein lies our criticism of the ofiicial
Fourth Intermtionnl and the reasons for the snzcilic case of bank-
ruptcy vhich it sw’Te»=d during the great crisis whichh was the war,
For the pcrsistence and crtancicn and deepering of the crisis in the
Fourth Interactionnl, the »rincipal responsibility lies vdta the
lcadership oi the bursaucrctized, oprorivunistic, phrasemcengering
Canmnonlite sect,

: In view of the framework within which our.criticism of the
Fourth Internctional is made, it follows that we still consider 1t
our Intermationsl, This determinesmwt only the tone of our criti-
cism, but our political ond organizotional attitude townrd the in-
termation:1l ccnter and its szctions, Our criticism of the theorlcs,
policies, estimate of the period and of the tasks which are held by

- tae International, rermzins in owr opinion compatible with that regu-

12y momtershin in the Internuiional vhich we scek to obtain, The

int~rmwe tional movement todcy is tiny. It reguires o radical chonge

11 cours? reforn 1%t is in ¢ nositlon to mcke the progress which 1t

must er” ectn melke, e #W211 gnelr din all firmness and comradecliness

tc contritube %o that chense., DRut in the solution of thc problem of
reestablishing the revolutionsiy proletarian politicsdl movement, we
see in ths world todcy po scrious movement or orgonized forces as
the basis of the rsconstituted movement outside of those ropresented
by the Fourth Internstioncl, It is thorefore our International as
vell,

in view of the c¢iscussions already held on the question of the -
crisis of sccidlism and the specific tasks of the. revolutionary move-
pent in the United Stotecs, in the cource of which rolertnce was rcde
“to tho possibility thot some comrades, abon’oning both the SWP and
the WP would toke the initiative to cetsblich here a new pross and
& new porty, based on the views set forth in the letter of the I.K.D,
to the convention of the Workers Party, we consider 1t ncccssary to
“doclorc that we hove nothing whctsocwer in common with such an en-
terprise or with cnyonc o might sponsor it, and that we condemn it
4n advireco with double vizor in view of the fact that thosc vho con-
“templatc sudh o possibility seriously are cmong the comrodes who
declared thomsclves in favor of unity between the SWP and the WP
‘among other rcasons on the pround tha® there was no place for more
then one Trotskyist orgoanization in the country,
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(NOTE: The chove vos adopted by the Nationazl Committee at its
Plonum beld in Hovomber, 1946,)
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