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A CASE OF MISTAKEN DILEMMA

By !artin Harvey
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Comrades Garret: and Shachtman in thelr article "An Understand~ . &
ghle Dilemma" (WORKE2S PARTY BULLETIN, V31, II, No: 2) kindly extend g
=7 invifatlon to all whe are interesisd o extricate them from their &

4

“unlerstandable dilermma™ rsgarding the posftica of Jokrnson and
Pecrest on the general strike., Not having the rrejudices which
Jemesdes Carrebi and Shechitman concede for thenselvag I am cnly too
Nsppy to Offer what .Little essistence I an - althsiugn there are
Jufficient ‘rndicZtions that thelr dilemfa is not "understand able™
end thelr ifvication is not an i1ntroduction %o a serious dlscussion
nf the question. :

The problem of Garrett~Shachtman seems t6 be that they do not
Lnow what Jolnson's pesition ofi the géneral stiike 1s. - They ask:
"Did Johnson ln genersl favor the party!s ado?tién of the general
stmike slogan?" And answer wlth assursnce: "Not a single member
of the Political Committee can answer that questlon," This 1s a re-
markable case of political emnesia,

Perhaps comrades will recall the lettér of Comrade McKihney in
which he transmitted £o the party branches the decisfons of the P.C,
on the mine workers strike, (I do not recall the date,) "In this
letter McKinney listed the motions and decislons of thé P.C. and
then polemlzed briefly against what he called the position of John=-
son, l.e., the position in favdr of the general strike slogan, Un-
less he has since become a vietim of the unusual malady of ammesia,

. Comrade McKinney can answer the questlon of Comrades Garrett and
Shachtman, -
»f.\# : And not only MoKinney. The Political Committee itself formally
RO moved to invite Comrade Johnson to present 'his slogan of a2 genéral

: strike" to the party for discusslion, = "His slogany" And Garrett~
- Shachtman coyly erch their eyebrows: "Whose slogan?" Perhaps this~
"1s 3jome extPemely subtle joke - but en "understandable" dllemma? Not 5
in the least, ' ' ' i

i Comrades Garrett end Shachtman make much ado if thelr article

about the absence in the P,C. minutes of any concrete motion or pro-
posal for the perty to adopt the general strike slogen, The§ coduld
have saved themselves the trouble of searching the P,C. minutes,

The article by Johfison on the general strike (WORKERS PARTY BULLETIR,
VOL, IX, No, 1) notes: "It is perfectly obvious therefore that what i3
... Was proposed (and what 1s st1ll proposed) is no mere ¥slogan! bit a ¢

" long hard serfious preparation and sn all-sided éonsistent éducation -
"of the advanced workers who read our press, in the necessities of
the objective situation, At a certain stage this can pass Iinto open

agitation," .

In their demand for "motlons" Cémrades Garretf and Shachfman
~confuse two questions =~ the one of strategic orlientation and the _ Y
tactical applicatlon.of the strategic line, "The tactical slogan of 8

» the general strike, which wa§ applidsble to the mine crisis, could :
Bot be applied correctly VY the partj (as will be demonstrated later)
because of a falge strateglc orlentation. It was necessary, there-




fore, to reorient the party to a proper'understanding of the present
period and to & correct strateglc line, T

The main strateglc orlentation proposed by Johnson is propaganda
for unified working class actlon agelnst the government as the execu=-
tive cofmittee of the ruling class. An Integral part of such an =1
orientation 1s the struggle agalnst the labor buresucracy which seems;im'ﬁ’
to divert, stifle and prevent such unifled action, TRe unified ac=- h X
tion may take many forms and it 1ls the concrete situation which de- ﬂf‘
termines what tactical slogen is put forWward ln appllcatlon of the g
streteglc line., And in the mine crisis the situation called for the
slogen of the general strike. It 1s not necessary here to review . | I
all 5f the arguments that have been preSented in support of thls -
strateglc orlentation. It is sufficlent to say that with such an ap- ’T
proach and the understanding of the movement of the working class
which 1t implies the party would not hav~ been caught completely by T
surprise in the mine strike, LABOR ACTION would have béen ablée to :
offer some direction to the comrades in the unions and the party I
would have been able to make contact with advanced workers on the '
basis of thelr experiences and desires which were vislbly contained
in the general acceptance of the neced for a general strike,

The reletion between the strateglc kine and the tactical slogan
con be shovn in practice through an exsmination of the position of
the party majority. ' '

' The party position was stated clearly by McKinney in the letter & .
stated asbove., He waa opposed to the slogan of the general strike 1
on the grounds that the masses were not prepared for sich an action :
and 1t could only lead to = serlous defeat, That is, the working G
class was too backward, The article of Garrett=Shachtman repeats, Bl
the general position. With disarming finality they say: 7e are
not in favor of employing the slogan of the general strike as an ac~
tive political slogan of the-party at the present time, ond we are
certalnly not in favor of making 1t our main slogan,"

That's blear enough, ls 1%t not? -Thé party ls opposed to the
. slogan of the generzl strike., Viewed with the strateglc approach of

the party majority it makes some sort of sense. That 1s, if the : %’ i,
tremendous advance of the proletariat during and since the war 1§ o
belittled or brushed nside, if the working class cannot carry out~ by

gerious antl-capltsallist actlons without the leadership of the party

(even 1f .only, in the first stages, a labor party), if the workers ;

aré-tled hand and foot to the lotor burezucracy, then to piopose an N

actlion against the labor burcaucracy does seem for-fetched, :
Put life has a habit of intervening. It became impossible to LN

ignoré the question of the general strike.. It was first trected by ‘

Shachtman in the LABOR ACTION of D,cember 16, 1946. 1In £his article

he roted that Lewls md -the minérs could have "appealed to the rest

of the working cless to walk out In solidarity with them" and that

millions of workers stood "polsed in readiness to respond...” Tpis

article is treated by Johnson In the BULLETIN and so I wlll go on

to vhat followed, ' .

~ The mine situsation was treated 1n two subsequent 1ssues of LABOF
ACTION, .In the issué¢ of March™17, 1947, the lend articlé was agninst
government by injunction., In thls article Comrade Garrectt proposes
a unity of action that '"embraces every farm of protecst and demonstra=
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_.gtrike as an "active polltlcal slogan,

S

tion including STOP WORK OR STRIKE ACTION," (Emphasis in origlnal;)

Further 1In the article 1s proposed a conference of union representa-

. tives which must consider "a NATIONWIDE PROTEST DEMONSTRATION under

whatever form the conference thinks best « A GENERAL PROTHST STRIKE
OF SPECIFIED DURATION, SYNCHRONIZED STOP-WORK ACTIONS, MONSTER MASS
MEETINGS, ORCAHIZED MARCHES, all of it dove~talllng with INDIVIDUAL
THION PLANS.

In the April 7, 1947 LABOR ACTION the lead srticle ls once agaln
on the miners, this Eime by McKinney on the Centralia disaster, The
only proposal for actlon In thils article 1s the followlng in big
type: "IT WOULD, FOR EXAMPLE, BE A MAGNIFICENT DEMONSTRATION OF
SOLIDARITY IF SmEEL WORKERS AND OTHER JORKERS QUIT WORK FOR A DAY
DURING THE SIX~DAY MOURNING PERIOD,"

In neither article is there any serious criticlsm of the 1abor
bureaucracy. For all one can gather these actions are to be realized
through normal union procednres without eny conflict with the bureau=-
crats,

McKiﬂney and Garrett, both, of course, opposed to the general
" propose (passively, perhaps?)
a general strike of limlted duration, But for them the slogan 1s an
abgtraction, They do not understand that the natlonal "general ~
strike (even of limited duratlon) poses in the shaPpest manne? the
gquestion of who controls the state, The general strike 1s not a
holiday slogan. It requlires the clearest presentation of the role
of the labor burecaucracy, of the cdangers and the pitfalls which are
inevitable if the working class puts its trust in the bureawcrats
to initiate and lead to a successful conclusion general strike ac~

tlon - whether or not it 1s of limited duration. With the tenslons

that exist In American soclety today, a general strilke of even the
most limited character will lnevitably unleash a counter~offensive
of the bourgeolsie and can, in turm, carry the struggle 6f the
proletarlat to new heights =~ heights at which they cannot be readily

-controlled by the labor leaders.

The labor 1lieutenants understand this perfectly well, Can any-

. one doubt that the call of the Detrolt AFL for a city-wide general

strlke 1n support of the miners helped hasten Lewis's declision to

capltulate to the government? It 1s necessary, therefore, at every

stage to explain to the workers that the leaders do not want to
sharpén seriously the struggle with the bourgeolsle, that they wlll~
resist any serious struggle and that if théy are forced into a fight

“they will seek to betray it at the earllest opportunity. To foll -to

do this 1s at the very least to let pass €he opportunity to win
advanced workers from reformism to revolutionary soclallsm,

This approach to the labor lieutenants and the gquestlon of gen=-
éral strike can nowhefée be found in the party press. As a résult
the arficles of Garrett and McKinney in LABOR ACTION assume the dual

character of opportunism and adventurism - opportunist In its une-

critical treatment of the labor leadershlp and adventurist in 1ts
posing of the general strlke without any warning to or preparation of
the workers,

The record of the party on the mine crisis 1is not a happy one.
For weeks there was only silence - no line, no program to gulde the
party and its gympathlizers, hen 2 semblance of a program appealrs
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it 1s muddled and confused, comblning opportunism with adventurism,

This confusion extends to. the ranks of the party who have no clear

undérstanding of the general strike ond its significance, &n Ilnno-

cent bystander who followed both the public press and the PARTY

BULLETIN would be in an understandsble dilemma if hé triéd to declde

whetter the party were for or agalnst the general strike,
This inabllity to put forward forrectly a tacticel slogon stems

‘entirely from the party's false strategic orlentation which Is baséd,

in turn, on a misconception of the role of the proletarlat; "Operat-

inz on the assumption that the proletariat ls dormant, that the ~

class cannot display any initiatlve apart from the party, the party

1imlts its agltation and propaganda to the "legal" forms and pro- >

cedures of the organized labor movement, tyihg its polltical slogans

to the existing Institutlons and leaders of the CI0 and AFL, In

doing this, tlhe Majority misses the llving currents within the work- )

ing class,. ‘ ' :
Ho one who was iIn a factory during the mine crisls of last win-

ter could have falled to see the readlness wilth which the working

class would have responded to the fiost mllitant action agsinst the’

‘goveinment . Shachtman recognized this in his LABOR ACTION article.

Yet the significance of this escaped the party completely, The worke

ing class is admittedly prepared to embark on a general strlke . '

against theé caplitalist government, a move which the labor buregucracy

wes bound to resist in every way and our press speoks as 1f the

magsés of workers and the unlon leadership are as one - and proceeds 12

lightmindedly to ralse - the general strlke {just a suggestion, you

understand), _

" That 1s not responsible polltical leadership, That Is confu=- -
slon ralsed to the level of a political program. "4nd in fhe artlcle
of Garrett and Shachtman confusion becomes a politicsl methode WNot~
to discuss differencés but to confuse them, That becofies the object
of a "discussion" article. Jolmson presents a documented critlclsm -
of the Party!s record In the mlne c¢risis., Reply: wlsé-cracks,
Johnson proposes a new propagandlstic orientation for the party -
one which the Minority presented at the last convention and was un= .
derstood well enough then. Reply: "We don't get it," ~ .

And on the same level an entlrely extraneous question 1s Intro- 3
duced in Ewo places in this article of less then two pages, Both
are parenthetical remarks: "(Why anyone shoGld have.to hesltate
about opening up a discusslion on such a question in the Vorkers Party,
‘where discugsion is not prohlbited or even frowned upon, only God’
knowss )" "(Perhaps bécause our lcadership doés not tolerote the pre-
gentation of dilfferent opinions In the Commlttee or in the 'pabty as
a whole?)" Ve will not discuss the polltigal Implicatlon that in a-
revolut lonary party sny member é¢mm at any time ralse any question -
for dlscussion. The intent of these 3entences seems cleaft Jolmson
implies that the party 1s not democratic. The reason that Comrades
Johnson and Forest hesitated in ralsing the question of the gerieral’ .
strike 1s stated very clearly at the beginning of Johnson's artlcles
As responsible party lesdérs they hesltated to False a posltiofi which ¥

had béen decisively rejected at the last conventiofi of the party,. \
Garrett and Shachtman™ know this, If they thought the réason invalld :
they could have disputed 1t. Instead they choose to introduce thé o

question obliquely to put the reader In the proper frame of mind %o
rejeéct Jolnson's point of view without a serlious polltical reply to
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that point of view, This, too, goes under the name of political dls=
cussion,

The errors and confuslon of the party "line" on the mine strike
are a consequence of the FTalse-theoretical conception of the class
forces at work In the United States today. When faced wlth reallty
the theory proves Inadequate and leads the party to the morass of
confusion and hesitation, “From this same source comes the need to
deal with political opposition with lightminded wisecracks and Innu-
endo rather than a serious political reply. The demonstratlion of ~
this in the article of Comrades Garrett and Shachtman speaks for 1lt=-
self. 'They have no serious political llne and do not propose to de~
fend 1t serlously.

If tnis article has in some Small way helped to resolve thelr
dilemme as to Johnson'!s meeriing it 1s only to replace 1t wifh an~
other, the real dilemma of the majority of the parfy. How to lead
the party, guide it pdlitically from day to day with a théoretlcal
approach that leaves the party diSarmed and unprepared with every
movement of the proletariat, That 1ls the dilemms,

###
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A SCIEITIFIC DISCUSSION WITH COMRADE FOREST
By AlVert Gates

]

I suppose one could say wlth some justification that there 1s
sarcasm intended in the above title, But what i3 one to do about
en opponent whd does not know how to use quotations - to put 1t in
its most charitable way - accurately? 'We had that business up once
before In the polemlc between McKinney and Foreat and we shall try
to clear it up in this dispute,

"There is little polint in adding to what I had written on the
question of the inevitabllity of soclalisn. Howe has a2lready taken
“up that point in the BULLETIN (VOL, II, No, 3)., Naturally, I should~
have treated 1t somewhat differently, but what appeared is sufflclient
for the moment, I should like to cldse that point for the time
being by saying that Forest's comments evaded the charge of "ideal-
1sm" which I made. The "polnts" she makes, aslde from the moménts
when she proves my charge, have nothing in reallity to do with the
dispute itself, "And 1t 1s, frankly, difficult to discuss objectlve
theoretical questions with a pérson who flles in all directions =
but always away from the disputed questlon,

"I have, however, one addltlonal contribution to make to this
point in the discussion. In the coufse of his voluminous and excit-
ing writings, J. R. Johnson oncc wrote: "Engels and Lenln inslsted
thet Marx deduced the inevitabllity of soclallsm not from the nega-
tion of the negation, out by en observation of soclo=-economic phenom-
ena," Freddy Forest would do well fo pay grcater heed to this
authority in her theoretical study and thinking,

I"tried, In =2 wholly objective mamner, to dliscuss the question
of stotiflcation, taking my point of departure the false implicdtions
contalned In the Forest outlline, Does Forest renly to what I wrote?
No! She slnply miuddies ug the water by lrrelevant references to
the Dona Torr edition of "Capltal," '/hat is 1n dispute heFe?
Centralization and concentratlon of capital? Obviously not, Is it
then "the question of the inherent tendency of capitallsm toward a
"1imit" which would not be reached ™In any pearticuler soclety until
the entire social czplfal would be united, elther in the hands of
one single capltalist, or 1n those of one single corporastion?" To,
end Comradé PForest falslfies the issue when she trles by implication
to say that my criticlsm of her is based on a denial of the tendency
described by Marx, .

Let me put it so plalnly that Forest ¢annot evade Pesponsibilli-
ty for her loose writing end loose implications, I wrote: ~"Forest
presents the tendency (is that a denlal or recognition of it?) as™a
finished,; completed process in a sentence whose grammatical structure
suggests some thing w%icﬁ Warx did not say, explicltly or Implicitly.”

Whit didn't Marx say explicitly or implicitly? ‘What Forest
attributed to him, namely: +thst the tendency is already present as
a finished product, The use of the word "is," where Marx used the
word "1F" and "would", whether cofisclous or unconsdots is a misrep-
resentatlofi, because Marx was cautious In déaling with probable

developments, especially when dlscussing a tendency which was merely
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inherent on the basls of certain economic laws of Gapltellst économy,
Some comrades may think this discussion halr-splitting, bot it is
really not, Because 1t seems quite clezr to me, Forésf nitwithstand-
Ing, that without her Russian position to the effect that we have ~
reached the limit of Marx's "tendency" in thé collective capitalist
economy in Russla, or the single capitalist trust there, she could

- not have so abandonedly iriserted the word "is" to replace the word
lef" op "WOUld.' f . . :

I trled then, In as mild a Mménner possible, to indicate some
of the problems Iinvolved In sn attempt to make a sclentific assess~
rment of the "statification process" in modern soélety, You would
think that an objectively, sclentifically motlivated comrade would
attempt to grapple with a problem on which so many theorles, ex=
planatlions, points of view, have been disputed, In bourgeols as
well as proletarian clrcles, Her esttitude is flippant, supércilious,
An example? I wrote: "The task of Marxists today 1s to determine
how tendencles develop, whether or not they have been reallzed in .
modern sollety, or whether soclety has taken other turns, in opposi=-
tion to the tendency," :

Whet does Forest say: "And what ‘turn has modern”soclefy tiken
tin opposition to the tendency??! "(Note: I say Marxists must detér-
mine "whether soclety has taken other turns." Forest turns "must
determilne" and "whether" into a challenge which shé dischirges ludi=-
crously,) Gates has nothing to offer :# % % He wrltes that: 'The
blg bourgéoisle, the dominant monopolists are compelled to oppose
statification,'" And then follows a footnote in"which Forest "dis-
regards" my reference to Germany, indicating that she not only doés
not understand what happened in Germany during Hitler's reign, but
knows nothing about it, More than that, she understanids liftle
about what ls happening concretely in bourgeols soclety or the role
of fhe big bourgeoisle In the questlon of statification which af-~
fects them at lecast as much as the proletarlet, This is( apparent-
ly, of no importance whatever 0 a person whdo 1s slways 'coverhed
by efonomlc laws," and refuses £o recognlze the dlalectical inter=-
relationship of cause and effect, objective and subjective socilal
forces.

" Then she quotes me (accurately to be sure): "As a matier of
fact, two parallel developments occur in modern bourgeois soclety
springing from a single common couse,”

And what does Forest 46?7 With the same sihgleness of purpose
which compels her to distort guotations she writes? "If so, the
'two parallel developments?' are not opposing tendencles...” Where
did Forest find in my article that the psrallel develdpments are
opposing tendencles? Why does she transfer my comments about the
oppcsition of the blg bourgeolsle to statificétion, and the rise of
statiflcatlon™ in the backward countrles (countries of lower industri-
al developrient ratler than fhose in which the "confentrntion and
centralization had reached thelr highest point"), to the point -
about ‘parallel developments?™ Only Forest can explain such z school
of polemics,

Yet, as & matter of fact, the parallel téndencles are contained
within contractions, oppositions, stresses, efc, nroduced by the
tendencles, Only they hcove escaped our new school of dinlecticians,




-
It was in this connection that I referred to the Engels?' quotation,
Against mysterious persons? Forést should know much better, ~“She
should know that many of the most recent adherents to thé state
capltalist theory of Russion soclety base themselves on the Engels
quote,

~

Since Comrade Forest challenged me on hér outline itself, I
might say that I have now looked over the “entire outline more care-
fully. 1ith all due respect to her efforts, and I méan this sincere=-
ly, there 1ls nothing profound and outstanding in what she did, The
outline 1s a compllation of quotatlons from "Capital", chapter for
chapter, something that has beén doné mony times before In t£he move-
ment, It can serve an instructor with & krowledgé of "Capital® as >
a weekly gulde iIn teaching a clsss, But 1t cannot be of much ald”
to the student who might just as well, and as easily, go right into
"Capital" itself, ' Lo

And so far as Forestt's (and Johnson's) articles on the economy
of Russla Is concerned, we shall turn %o tkem soon enough, For
there, too, hangs a tale, ’

i/
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A NOTE FROM CONRADE AV:EL VICTOR

April 22, 1947

To the Ecdltor
Workers Party Bulletin ) ) o
I would like +to polfit out what is probsbly on unintentlonal
error, either on the part of Comrade Irving Berg or of the technical
helpers who asslsted In the publication of the Bulletin, _
Sigmund Freudls stafement on Marxlism and Russia 1s not contalned
in "The Gefieral Introduction to Psychoanalysis'" ag the footnote on

page 8 states. There is no reference of any length to Marxism In
"The General Introduction,”

Thére 1s a long reference to lMarxism end Russia In"Freud's
"Wew Introductory Lectures to Psychoonalysis." The statément runs
from page 241 to page 248, and Berg's quotatlion is from this sectlon,
“Comrade Berg, however, repeats with substantial accuraéy Freud's
point of view and certalnly more accurately and more completely
and with more honesty than does Comrade Stller.
Fpraternally,

Avel Victor

b
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IN ANSWER TO SHIELDS |

By #¥illiam Gorman

EA

IA the 'JORKERS PARTY BULLETIN (voL, II, Wo, 2), Comrade Shields
subjects my article on the Zionist Congress to a page and a half
of ridicule before hé declares 'enough of this forced facetious~-
ness.," Iad he kept this in mind at the very beginning, he could
heve avoided glving s painful display of how serlous political ques-
tions can be treated with thoughtless frivolity.
- Shields writes, "Gorman finds nothing whatsoever in the delib-
eratlions of the CongPess to take serlously enough to analyze, com-
ment upon énd indicate the Bolshevlik solution....He finds it suf-
ficient...to laugh at the whole proceedings, solutlons and problems
alike." We shall see in a moment who 1s displaying a lack of serious-
ness., Shields suggests that my proposed solutlon to Jewigh=Arab~
British differences is ™and~-holding end joining." Glven the pro-

. per degree of sophistry, a joke can be made ouf of anything, I was

discussing in en earlier pert of the artlcle the ineffectual nature
of individual acts of terror and the dangerous nature of 1its source-
-=the geml-fascist, anti-Arab Revisionlsts. Rather than izolated

‘terror actions, "what is required first is a political program

which could mobilize both Jews and Arebs In Pal estine, which could
gain the support of the neighboring colonial peoples and the sym-
pethy of the workers of the world.," Shields overlooks thls guota-

‘tion because it provides him with nothing to laugh about. It is

at the heart of the present lmpasse in Palestine,

Shields, armed with a powerful magnifying glass, notes care=
fully that I use the phrases "Jewish people” and "Jewish workePs"
interchangeably., From this he deduces brilliantly a contradiction
to my previous point that the Jewlsh workers must breask thelr pre-
sent coaléscence wlth the Jewish bourgeoisie, Further down, Shlelds
makes another brilliant deduction, From the almost axlometlc state-
ment that the Jews of Palestine should appeal to the British work-
ers for support, Shields deduces that I want the Jews "fo throw
the ir full strength behind the Labor Party of Great Britain.” One
heavy tlow follows another, He finally dedutes that I really mean
that Palistinian Jewry should support the anti=Jewlsh immigratlon
position of the British Trotskylsts. From all this I ¢an only con-
clude that there 1s no sure-fire, guaranteed defense agalnst polltlc-
al kibitzers In our movement, ' )

I have no desire to explain avay the serious errors of the
British Trotskylsts or the incidental errors of Cormrade Gates., There
are a few general nolnts ralsed by Comrade Shlelds upon which I
would like to comment, '

" Shields writes, "...all the other peoples whom Comrade Gorman
mentions, he supports simply by virtue of the fact that they are
struggling against imperialism and lays down no other condition for
his support. For the Jéws, however, this 1s not enough,” This 18
another brilliant deduction by Shiélds. Like the present party _
position, I give critical support to every anti-impériallst struggle.
But there was a different point involved when I wrote that Palistin-
fan Jewry must turn away from the Zionlst leadership which was €Xe=
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posed as bankrupt by the whole préceealngs of the Zionist Congress,
and "begln to look elsewhere, to the peoples of Egypt, Indo=-Cplna,
Indla, Burma, Malay, the Philippines, Indonesia =~ all of whom aPe
gtruggling valiantly to free themselves from imperiallst exploita-
tion and terror," In all the countiles mentioned, there has oc-
curred or 1s now occurring a violent mass military effort to expel
the inperiallst power, This 1ls not and has not been the case in
Palestine., Up to 1939, the whole Zionist leadership and program ~
based itself upon the military intérvention of the British agalnst
the possible threats of Arab resistance, Since the 1939 White Pa-

per, we have witnessed Individual acts of terror against the British,

But we know fram experience and from theory, that Individual acts
of herolsm as a substltiite for mass action only indlcate the disor-
lentation and even impotence of the masses due to lack of leader=
ship, program armd perspective, An objection might be ralsed that

a violent Jewish uprising in Palestine today would be sulcldal,
Given the present relationship of forces betwéen the small Jewlsh
population and the large Bpitlsh troop concentration, this would be
the only possible result, The problem then ls one of changing the
present relation of forces. Concretely, thls means the Arabs of
Palestine, of the nelghboring countries and, in a final sénse, the
work ing people and colonisl people of other countries must be drawn
into the struggle against British imperialist rule, Thus, a Pallis~
tinian Jewlish worker who paild serious attention to the striuggle in

‘Indo~China, Indonesia, etc, would see (1) that the 6nly alternative

to individual terrorism 1s not pesssivify but mass "terrorism” and
(2) that the present resistance and hatred of British rule In~
Palectine 1s an integral part of the world-wide revolt against im-
periallsm rather than a part of the plang of bourZeols Zlonist chau-
vinists who énvision an exclusive Jewlsh Syate wlth Jewlsh mile

and exploitation of the Arabs, Shields Interprets thls point in

my LABOR ACTION article as an insistence that tle Jews of Palestlne
"must also shake hands with all kinds of exotic people before Com~
rade Gorman will support them," VWhat can you do with this joker?

Comrade Shields exaggerates the role of the slogan of .the ~

_right of self-determination to resolve the differences between the

Jews and Arabs in Palestine. The revolutionary movement stands for
the right of self-determination for any ethnic, racisl, national
group., However, this abstract right has nothing to do with the con-
crete struggle in Palestine today end tomorrow, The prime oppres=-
sor of both Jews and Arabs are the Britlsh, The Jewlsh and Arab
ruling classes vie with each to be the excluslve instrumentallty

of British rule. The Jewish workers are in constant economic con-
flict with the Jewish capitallists and the Arab workers wlll not téo
long from now demonstrate thelr bliter hatred of the Arab effendi.,
The struggle agalnst British rule 1s therefore 1ldentlcal with the
struggle against the Jewish and Arab bourgeolsle; and, conversely,
the class and colonial solldarity of the Jewlsh and Arab workers,
How Shields continuously can compare the relatlon of the Jews and
Arabg to that of the Russians and Ukranlans or Russians and Finns
at the time of the Bolshevik Revolution 1s beyond comprehension.
All available evidence too confirms the fact that the growing soll=-
darity of the Jews and Arabs s built on the neceds and objectlves
of the class struggle. The next stage 1s to comblne unity on the~
class economlc front with uniity on the anti-imperiallst front, It
1s only by the most abstract schematic thinking and total blindness
to the socialist potentialitles of the present struggles in Pales-
tine that Shields can predict "with mathematical certainty” the
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destruction of Palistinian Jewry aftér independence is achieved,

(As examples of independent Arab states Shields provides Syria _
and Lebanon which are no more independent of France than the "banana
republics" are independent of the USJ) This lefrrhended apologia for
7ionlsm is based on at least some of the theoretical premlses of ~
Zionlsm; awe before the "ldeological cement" of "nationallsm® without
confidenge in the capaclty of a unlited working class to shatfer it
within"the dynamlcs of the class struggle; indifference to the
character of the epoch which is revolutionary on a continental and
world-wide scale which objectively changes the character of "the
gtruggle within Palestine itself; 1Indifference to £he plvotal role
occupled by the acdvaiced Jewish proletariat in relation to the op-
presséd Arab peasantry of Palestine and the nelghboring countries,.
Like the Zionists, Shlelds sees snti=semitism and national hatred

as a statlc, constant factor unaffected by the class struggle., He
assumes fundamentally the political préemises of the Jewish bourgeol-
sie = fear of an Arsb numerical majori&y , and the pollitical premlses
of the Arab bourgeolisie - fear of a Jewlsh majority. He preoccuples
himself with the schematic problem of numericel majorities after -
independence and even after soclallsm ls achleved, rather than with
the living, olmost identical needs of the Jewish and Apab masses in
the present-~day class struggle and anti~imperialist struggle.

—

“(Lest sfiyone attempt to apply the sbove arguments to the Negro .
question in the U.,S. ¢ the Npgroes have been eéspeclally enslaved,
oppressed end exploited on a racial basis br the whilte slaveholders
and capitalists for over one hundrec and fIfty years. The objective ¥
premises, therefore, exist for the applicaetion of Lenin's posltion
on the natlonsl question. This is not so in Paledtine where the
~ Arab ruling class has not oppressed or explolted the Jewish masses,
nor has the Jewish ruling class explolted or oppressed the great '
majority of the Arsbs. Rather, Toth natlons have horizontal class
struckures and both nsastions are decidedly oppressed and exploited
by a third - the British,)

One final polint. Shields objects to Trotsky's opinion that
the atfempt to achleve a Jewish state under cepitalism "is %o pose

a reactionary Utépla." - He makes it clear thet if 1is our dity In- .
stead "to stréngthen the exceptlonally weak strateglc position of -
the Jewlsh nation." What doés Shields mean? Does he propose that
we rolse Jewish immigration to Palestine as the practical solutlon R

to the problem of sntli-semitism? Or, perhaps, the slogan of a Jew=
_ ish national homeland or & Jewish state? It 1Is impoesible to reply -,
to Shields' cursory objectlons to Trotsky on this "question until o
.Shields makes adequately clear how ruch of Zionist politics and posl-
tions he now embraces., WWhat began as a few belabored jokes at the -
"éxpense of a LABOR ACTION article may end as =2 total capitulation
to Zionism,

g g

A TR /]
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JEWISH QUESTION DISCUSSION

L) A1} A3
e e %R

Introduction

Pollowing the symposium at which Comrade Ed Findley debated the
Jewlsh question with me, I belleved that we had Peached a more com=
mon point of vliew than we had at the last convention, I expressed
an oplnion fo Flndley that if he subscribed to the N,C,'s posltion
on the constituent assembly, it might be posslblé to present the
party with a common resolution. Shortly thereafter, the following
questlons were recelved by the P,C, from Ed and Al Findley, I pre-
sented the followlng draft to the P,C, as an answer to their questions,
The P,C, had a rather lengthy dlscussion of the question which re=-
"sulted in the declslon to elaborate and bring thls resolution phe~ ~
sented to the convention up to date, This the N,C. was iAstructéd to
do by the conventlon which ordered a discussion on if in the party.
The following material 1s part of the discusslion on the Jewish ques=-
tlon which is now taking place, ‘

~ Albert Gates

January 3, 1947,

Politlcal Committee
Workers Party
New York, N, Y.

Dear Comrades:

At the end of the symposium on Palestine in which Al Gates and
Ed Findley particlpated, Gates Informally and apparently on als own
responslbility proposed to us the wrlting_of a new, common resolution
to which the adherents of the N,C, and Flndley resolutions could
subscrilbe,

He based hls proposal on the impression that he obtalned from the
symposium presentations, It secemed to him that the actual differ-
ences between the two positions were less sharp than the resolution
formulations would lead one to bellieve,

Therefore, In thke interest of clarity and with the intent of
exploring the areas of maximum agreemént, we submit the following
questions which are designed to test the limlts of the M¥.C. posltlon:

1, Does thé P,C. belleve that it 1s still incumbent upon revolu-
tionary soclalists to urge the Jewish masses to assimilate as 2 more
progressive course than fighting for continued survival as a dlg=
tinot national grouping?

2. Does the P.C, cgree with the "Polltlicasl Affalrs" strichure
that the conception of a world Jewish natlon is reactlionary?

3¢ Is 1t the position of the P.,C, that any struggle for =2 terri-
torlal strategic base for natlonal survival lzn Palestine) 1ls in-
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evitably bound to be reactlonary under imperiallism? Or, 1s the form,
that this struggle has tcoken, the basls of objectlon? '

4, Does the P.C. visualize thée Jewlish aspect of the Palestine
problem merely in terms of protecting the natlonzl Interests of the |
exlsting Jewlish community in Palestine or is there the full recogni-
tion thet the Interests of millions of ron-Palestine residing Jews are
involved?

5, In whct concrete way does the P,C, prescriptlon for o Con-
stituent AcsembIy wIth usucl minority stotus for the Jews differ
from the moderate Arab nationallst program for an Arab Natiornal State
with minority status for the Jews in Palestinel

6, Has the P,C, glven full consideration to the role played by
the disillusioning experlences of East and Cenfral European Jews
with Gonstitutionally guaranteed minority rights in the reactlons of
Palestine Jews to political progrzms (whatever their source) that
offer them gurden varlety minority status?

7. What valld objectlon c¢can there be to corfectly applylng the
Bolshevik conéeption of the "multl-nationsal state," in the applicable
form of Bi-Nationallsm with majority rule, as does the Findley re-
solution (the Bi-National state is no more thm o variasnt of the
Bolshevik "multl-national state! 1dea)?

Your answering these questions will help stiImulecte a healthy,
frultful dlscussion of the issues Involved in the "Jewish Question,"
Furthermore, we would like to see both our questlons and your answers
published in the Party BULLETIN for the Informatlon of the member-.
ship, o

Fraternally yours,
Ed and Al Findley

DRAFT OF REPLY TO THE ABOVE QUESTIONS
" PREPARED BY ALBERT GATES AND PRESENTED
TO THE P,C. AT MIETING HELD APRIL 24,
1947,

I want to take up flrst the specific Findley questlons:
1, Assimilatlion 1s progréssive, but this general observation

has no great importance for the Jews of the world, The concrete

circimstances of thelr present existence mckes it impossiblé to ad-

vocate this "way out" for the Jews as a serlous proposition, And In

politlics you must be concrete,

It 1s therefore meaningless to say: Assimilation is a mmore
progressive way out for the Jews becnuse thls road Is blocked to them.,
In this respect, the P.C, position neéds modification: =2t present
our position has a somewhat ultimatistic and unreal ring, '

That this 1s §o 1s revealed in our own effort to léave the
0ld traditiénal posifion end solution, In recognltlon of the new
factors in the situation produced by Hitlerlsm, If the questlon of .

4y
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-an situatlon, the carving out of a Jewlsh state from on Arab natlon,

" majority of the country.)

_Jewlsh question in 1ts present form,

. on this and lnve not been successful beyond the more famillar materi~
-8l which nppears.primarily in the form of resolutions, You .ére ao=
fualnted In general with the Bolshevlk solution to this question
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assimllation, therefore, has been a barrier to z common resoiutlon

on the Jewish question, I believe it should no longer be one,

2, Do we agree with "Political Affalrs" that thé conceptlon of a =
world Jewish nation 1s Peactionary? It is difficult for me to quite” s
understond what is meant by this question, It is sufficlent ™ for us to .
understand thnt we are dealing with aon oppressed and persecuted '
people who are dlstingulshéd from other peoples by tradlfion, langu=~

age, religfon, absence of territory, etc. To recognize the vecullar ﬁ{
and separate position of the Jews 1ls, of course, not reactidnary, ‘
Whether the Jews are a natlon In the same sense as other nations, in i

conformity with the classlc déscription, 1s beside the point, “The i
questlon does have relevance to the agltation for a Jewish State, '
The P,C. pOsition on this questlonr 1is concrete, for it 1s 1mpossitle
to answer the questlion abstractly. For exomple, in n sensé, the
Birobldjan éxperiment was a sort of "Jewish State," a Iimited eXperi~
ment whiéh the Marxists supported. In the context of the Palestini-

would be reactlonary.

3 Question 3 rélates to our attitude toward Jewlsh desire for
"a terrltorlal strateglc base" for Jewish natlonal survival, “We do
not oppose the present Jewlsh struggle for a tertitorial strategle
bagse for natlonal survival, cnd in Palestine, I is the Jewish pro-
gram and attitude toward the Arabs which 1s reactlonary and which we
oppose, (For exemple, some Jdews, Findley informs me, are for @ bi=-
national state, but not now; only when the Jews have a guaranteed

4, Do we see the Jewlsh problem as a world problem? Of course,
We do noft beliéve that it 1s essentinlly, 6r primarily, one of "pro-
tecting the national intérests of thé existing,..,communlty iii Pales~
tine." Were 1f not for the world situation, the Jewish question
would not exlst in 1lts present form,

5, How does our poSltion on the constltuent assembly differ from
the moderate Arab position of cstablishing an Arab natlonal state” b
with minority status for the Jews? I do not know what the moderate P
Arcb view 1s In detall on guaranteelng minority rlghts for the Jews N
in o Arab national state, But our whole position ofi the national 4
question, Indlcates that we are for the fullest rights and guarantee
of those rights fof the Jews, To us, this is not a formality, but
a living thing, with a rich meaning, It means full rights of the
Jews to exlst as Jews in Palestine, In every sénse of the term - 1f
the Arabs are a majorlty, and there is no quéstion obout it, or 1Y
the situation were reversed. This forms part of a dynamlc confeptlon
we have on the whole natlonal question ns part of the soclallst
struggle,

6+, This relates to our appreciatlon of the role played by the
"d1sillusioning expériences of East and Central Europesn Jews," W&
are fully aware of this, otherwise, I repcat, there would not exist ¢

7. The last point in thé Findley gquestions, dealing with the
Bolsheviks and the multi-natlonal State éxpericnces In Rusala, I am
not fully prepared to answer as yet. I tried to look up the matérial
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(a) National minorities, 1iving in thelr own territories, vere
« gunranteed the lr dempqnatic rights even to the point of seces-

-sion (Pinlmmd). i
{v) .Thosé that remalned, rémcined as part of a federatiofi of °
. Wgpeialist states," at -least in theory. They had full national
-rightse - ' L : ~ _ 2
(é) :Nétiondl-groﬁplngs within minoritj'territory were guaranteed
~thelp full national rights olso - o sort of frmersed national ¢
“right within o nntional righte : 5 -
(a) ‘Thus thé'ﬁnidn Ofvstétés,’making up Russla, was & rialt 1= cay

" national state. It does not appear to be applicable to the
. palestininn situetlon., Without going into the historical rea- #
- igong for the differences ( I have indicated them in previous -
articles), the fact is that Palestlne, a tiny céuntry, 1is <
primarily an Arcb natioen, by céenturies of tradition nnd ocoupa=
“%£ion, connected by borders to the Arab world, In recognlzing
thid, it would be obstinate formnllsm, however, fiot to récognize
‘that in recent yesrs there hids been a change in the relation
of population t%at has brought asbout a change In tum in the
_question et Issue. The two to one population relationship has
altered things considerably, end In Jewish favor,

Given the context of the world situstion of the Jews, ocnd beaPing in
mind our new position In favor of Jewlgh immigration to Polestlne, i
we are perforce required to recognize that 1T our program should be ¢
won,; the new state would In a sense be blenatlional, l.e., " 'state .
. .composed of two peoplés, with an Aranb majority., Given the terpitorli~

' - al separation of the two peoples within one .geogrephicnl territory
. of tiny Palestlne, you would not avoid such-expressions of this se~
‘paration ‘ass . ‘ o : I

Jewlsh press © = Arab press
Jewlsh language .« Ayab language
. Jewlsh reglonal ond™ Arad reglonsl ond
local governments = local governments.

over wrﬂnlxwould'atand s constituent assembly
with m Arnb majorlty, the aésembly'guaranteéing
full‘democrntig rights to both peoples =2llke,

The teri bi~national, given the aétual relationship of fortes and
the concrete nature of the present struggleé, nppears to be not merel¥d '
~unwige Tnctleally, but 1s wholly misunderstood becnuse of the context
given 1t by the Jews themselves. Thus, n series of events have :
served to dlstort n rather extended series of ldeas on 2 complex prot
lem. That 1s why tolk of bi-nntionalism ls so confusing md disori~

enting, :

I am not sure we have come to grips with all aspects of the Jewls
Palestinion question whlch takes on many external forms of thé old
MIpi sh™Question," Obviously, the larger qestion is that of the

- @a~minaetion of Palestine by British imperislism. No solutlon is

posiitle witlout the expulsion of the Britlsh, This cannot be doné&
‘ag the Jewlsh terrorists are trying to & 1t now, That 1s a road %9
‘defeat = though it can, glven a different aet of clrcumstances, S

"’ pg pelations between the Jows and Arobs, serve as a sperk £o a re
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olutionafy struggle of grand proportions, Right now it 1s a rear-

guard action, partIy the product of the criminal pollicles™of Zionlsi,
For sall our admiration and defense of the Jewlsh ferrorists, we must
not cease in our criticism of thelir course or in the advocacy of our
general progrsm,

We have now one serious oppdnent to our policy, namely, Leon
Shields. I cannot say yet whether we can have a common resolution
with the Findley comrades or not, I will say that I was undePr a

‘wrong impression when I first read tleir letter to the Commlttee,

belleving them to be moving further and further away from us rather
than moving closer., That was not my experience from a discussion Cm
with Ed Findley last Saturday. I cmnot say for sure whether we o

will be able to write a common resolution, but I thihk there are

good prospects Tor it. In the case of Shields, however sincere he 1is,
we are far aparte, Some of hls criticisms in the BULLETIN of the
British RCP, T. Cliff end the CI in general are apt and pungent. This
41g true of his remarks on the more dbstract and formal advices
given by Gorman in his article, But his maln argument agalrnigst the
P.C. 1s revegled in hils advocacy of "self-determination of the Jews
in Palestlne," .as a primary conditlion to the struggle againit Bri-
tish imperinlism, or one concurrent with it., He rejects totally
the value of the unifying character of the class struggle In Pales~ |
tine as an instrument of bringing Arabs and Jews together, Vhile
our position 1s unavoldably sbstract In parts, glven coficréte con-
ditions in Paleskine, he places no importance whatever to the Iinflu-
ence of the class struggle In the country, '
“He places tte Jewlsh questlof on the same plane with all other
nationgl minorities (Ukralne, etc,) when obviously there are profound
différences in the problem. This grows out of his r&jectlon of our
position on the character of Palastine os an Arab nation - which he
denies and olso his denial that the Hitler éra 1s responsible for K
Jewish desire to gd to Palestlne as the last havén of refuge. He b
does ralse some interesting questlons on self=determination on the LR
basis of Russian experiences, quoting Lenin 'and Trotsky, which™X ~ %

_have been unaoble to Investlgate or gilvé thought to. They relate fo

the unwillingness of a people to accept on mere offer, the gunrantees i
of self-determination from a former oppressing people, even though S
all the formalltles may be corrects

'In another article I shall toke up Shields! article in the BULLETIN
as well ag discuss the question of partltlon and self-dgtermination.

~ Albert Gates
i ##
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SHOULD FREE IMMIGRATION BE THE MAIN DEMAND FOR THE DP 5%
| | "By Miriem Evans

N

Albert Filndle » in the May 5 1lssue of LABOR ACTION on the ~ ~
"Plight of the DP's" (Jewlsh only), onie more tries to prove that the
asplration for a Jewish state In Palestine as a partisl golution to
anti~-Semitism In Burope is not utoplafi under capitallsm, The Findley
resolution on the Jewish question stntes: ) ‘
"The Workers Party warns the Jewlsh magses agalnst the donger

of a despaliring attitude towcrd the . defense of Jewish ond

-other democratic rights outside of Palestine," . :

But Findley lends himself to instilling a despnirlng attitude in

" the Jewish masses struggling for thelr democratlic rights in Europe,

The resolution stntes further:

"Phe world character of tle Jewlsh problem and worlde-wide arena
in which the struggle for its solution 1s fought must lead to a sharp
rejection of the fnlse counterppsing in practice ... of the struggle
fop. Jewlsh rights outside of Ponlestine as agalnst thefr fight for
national rights within that country. To permit one strugglsé to die-
vert the attention from the other, signlfles the abandonment of key
battle positiong in the war against natlonal oppression.'

In thls LABOR ACTION article Findley, though he doean't counter=.
pose ‘the two struggles in so many words, poses the stfuggle for snd
In Palestine as most important. His article”ls welghted heaVily in
the direction of the . demand for free immigration and a bi-national
state In Panlestine, He gives lip=~service to the need for' Jewry to
unite.with the working class and the revalutlonary party In struggle
for the obolitlon of capitalls., And he quotes liberally to prove ,
his thesls from the November NI editorial on the Jews in Europe and~
immigratlon te Palestine. He can only do so beiause he nccepts that
part of the majority position which recognizes the existence of fa=-
tionnl consolousness among the Jews in Eurdope today. The majority
position lends itself to an overstress of the Palestinian question
because of its fallure to disouss adequatély 'the roots of anti-
Semitlsm and the fallacles and illusions that are rampart in Jewish
natlonallsm as a solution to_nnti=Semltism, The msjority position on
the Jewish‘questlon states generally the road to the solution of anti-
Semltlsm In Europe but 1t does not Implement tke struggle In Europe
itself As 1t does the struggle for immigretion to Palestine and
fmmigration iln general. .

Says Findley in hls article on the DP's:’

"Thus In » fundamental sense and In a very real personal sefise,
the survival of the Jews is dependent upon the overthrow of dapital-
ism, 'The Jewish proletariat 1s in need of revolution more £hmn any
other,? If anything can be learned from the post and present bestlal
agsaults of caplitallst anti-S8emitism, it 1s that the only real and
fundomental solutlon of the Jewlsh problem lles in fhe unity of the
Jewlish people with the working class ard 1its revolut lonary vanguard -
the Workers Party." .




"resp6nsibllity for_antl~SemitIsm? Why does anti-Semitism exist In

"the Unlted States™ and "Open the doors of Palestine."

the Americen zone In Germany.

» . further aid to all non-Jewish Polea, Yugoslavs, and other nationals

) ' 19 4
Is this solution posed for imericen Jewry alone? For European
Jewry Findley offers the mirage of Jewlsh statlsm,
M7he fight for the right of Jews to go to Palestiné connot bé
considered as a substitute for the need to fight against all reaction~-
ary restrictions upon immigration (emphasis mine, ME) whenever they ¥
oceur, ' , T

Now 1t 1s this discussion of the problem solely in the 1light of
immigratioh as a solution to the plight of the Jewlsh DP's thit I
take exception to. All possibllity of a struggle for democratlc
rights of Jews in Europe 1s el ther tompletely ignored or spoken of
with such pessimlsm md despair ad to Indlcote that there 1s no other
answer for European Jewry but "out Jew}"

As revolutfionists it 1s our job tc dispel the illuslons of Jewry,
not to give further credence to them --- leave that to thé Zlonists,
The Jews in America and Europe have lllusions about Ponlestine, a
false sense of security from the evils of antl-Semltism and the
class struggle that Palestine seemingly holds out to them, Palestine
1s The Hope =-- the Last Hope, or better yet, The place where Jewry %
can grow strong in the land of the Jewish natlon, How do we combat o
such despair? By lgnoring all signs of struggle 1ln Europe = in the S
DP camps§ By proposing nothing other than. itmigratlon? The Jews in o
Europe have a tendency to lay the blame for the murder of 6,000,000 ;
Jews on blocs of nationnlities and ignore class distinctions, How’ 37
do we expose the errar of dimplng the basket of respons §bilify on the 7
doorstep of tle Germans or the Poles, etc,? How do"we educaté the”
Jew and the non-Jew In the importance of class, that Is, capltillst

-

capltalist soclety? What 1s the role of anti-Semitlsm? A disdussion
of the plight of the displaced persofis in Europe could snswer these
most important questions amd end, not on a note of despalr, but
confidence In the struggle for democratlc rights In Europe, amd rid-
ding Burope of the Americon, English, Fprench and Russlan imperialists.

The mein demamds for the DP's should not bd "Open the doors of

On the diaplaced persons camps, just what aPe they? Concentra=

.tion camps, without the special contribution of the Fascélsts of gas

chambers, crematoria, etc, ~The "democratic" impericlists dangle
death in the form of slow starvation. The experlencée of fhe Jews In
these camps has shoW¥n them that Afseriéan imperialist treatment is
not much different than Nazl treatment,

Who is,in the concentration camps? Only Jews? No, There are
political refugees from the Stalinist_ regimes in Poland, Yugoslavla,
Czechnoslovakia and Russla -- Poles, Yugoslavs, Balts snd Ukranlans,
There are 1,200,000 refugees and dlsplaced persons in ‘Europé. ~About
one-fifth of these are Jews ind 153,000 of these are concentrated In

" What 1s the role of UNRRA in the3e concentration camps? TUNRRA
fosters, as only an agency dealing with food can, the division be- s

~ tween the Jews and the rest of the prisdners. 'As an example of this,
in July, 1946, the New York Times reported that a directive was ls=

sued end slgred by TIeut. Gen. Sir Frederick Morgan indicatliig that
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of United Natlons countries would be refused unlesg they c ongsented to
retum to their fowmer homes, )

There ls greater desperation zmong the Jews in the DP camps
than was ever visible among the Jews before, They are wllling fo
riskt everything In a fight for freedom, For them this"ls z lagt”
ditch fight, This has produced a deslre to fight for their existence
&s & group, as 2 natlon, - The militant struggle, hunger strikes,
mass demonstrations, for Immigration to Puleqtine 1s one evidence of
this, "The sporadic struggles agoinst the'Americean imperinlist srmy
1s another evidence. .One more is the rloting in Bavarla lest April
on electioh day -~ 5,000 Jewlsh displaced persorns in the Landsberg
area ‘swept out of t“eir camp ot Dlessen and attacked German civilians,
Two persons were killed and scores Injured before United States
soldiers quelled the riot," The hunger sfrikers and the 2,000 in a
May Day- demonstration in Landsberg to protest the twenty Jews jalled
in connectlion with the riot attest fo the mllitancy of these Jews,

 The Jewish DP's have thelr own elected governing boaies, governing

within the limlits thot militﬂrv rule allows them,

How should we as revolutionists direct this militansy on thé
pert of DP Jews? By moking a political program 6f their desperatlon?
Or by directing thelr energles into channels that lead them to & ~
sociallst solutton? Like Findley, I belleve thot many Jews want to
emipgrote, a good portion of them want to go to Palestiné in particu-
lar, Unlike Findley, I do not counterpose immigration to remaining
in Europe cnd struggling there for democratic rights. How many Jews
want to leave Europe? How many want to go to Palestlne? How msony
want to go to Unlted Stafes? Why do the Jews want to leave Europe?
Why do they choose? What 1s the role of the Zlonists In the cholce?
What 1s the role of American and British imperinslism in all this se~
lection? In what way does antieSemltism, the scourge, the léader in
capltalismts hote parade in Europe, flgure Into the wish of the Jew
to leswve Europe? . .

The nnrlo-ﬁmevlcan Inquiry Cormmittee Report of qu 1, 1946,

gives us information on the condition of the Jews in Eu“ope. The
Jewish workers and petty bourgeols are competitodors of the non-Jewish
worker and petfy bourgeols for jobs in the chaotic European econonmy.
Private property, once owned by Jewlsh smell business men, is often -
restituted to the Jews at the expense of a non=Jewlsh small business
man., This produces o greant deal of hostility rmong the petty bour-
geols, Jews desiring to leave Europe are advised by Zlonist organi-

zations 4o stote Palestine as their cholce, Some Jews state thelr
preference for Polestine in view of the restriction of the United
Stuates Inmlgration Law, although they have indicated o preference for
Unlted _States if it dere possible. In the Stolinist domliicted couht-
ries, Jows: arc government employees and members of the hated sccret
police, Many refugces and DP's fiInd it difficult If nof impossible
to get work or travel permits. Mony Jews in thelyr countries 6f orie-
gin find 1t impossible to pget 2 job, Many of those who want to
emlgrate vwiould remain 1f they could find 2 means of livelihood., " In
some countries Communist and Sociallist Jews haove stated thelr inten~
tion of remalning where they are, thelr countries of origin,

From all this we can come to the conclusion.thct:

The DP Jews want to lecnve thelr prisoned existence Inside the
concentrntion camps misnomered "asgsembly centers,” The non~Jewish
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" DPts also want to leave the concentration camps - which are for them

as much a prison. We should demand the -freedom 6f the prisoners = a
demand never once mentioned by elther the majority or Findley resolu-
tions, And we certainly should not worry about General Ciay closing
the camp§, as Findley does. ‘e should put forward & slogan for a
unifed struggle by both Jewlsh end non~Jewlsh DP's to win thelr demo- ,
cratic rights to emigrate, return to thelr countries of origin, or ~
remain in any country in Eurdpe unhampered by any of the imperialilst
armies, They should join with the workers and the refugees outslde .
the prison camps in struggle for food and freedom from all lmperlal-
1sm in Burope. In cases such as the electlon riots in Bavaria we

should show the Jewish DP that instead of fightlng the German worker,
he should join him in. fighting for food and the right to work,

Inside and outslde the concentratlon camps the Jews are belng

* discriminated against economically., In almost every Case this dis=

crimination is fostered by the Stallinlst or US supported govérnments
that cannot solve the economic ills of the Europesn continent and so
seek the scapegoat, Under Stalinist dominated governments there

appcars a new varlety of antl=Semitism fashidned after that which-

first cropped up In Russia with the degeneration of the Russimn Revolu-
tion, Thé Stalinists use the Jew as a polltleal scapegoat., The
government employee and the secret pollice are, broadly specking, In

the same relation to the bureaucracy and the workers as the small .
business mon is to the capitollsts md the worklng class, Opposi-

tion, political or economlc, vented by the working class and the
petty bourgeolis on the Jew, the scopegoat, 1s a safeguard for capltal- -
1st ard Stalinist dominated governments, Rudzlenskl in hls article

in the January 1947 NI portrayed excellently the role of mil=Semitism
in Poland. Our job 1s not to call the working class or middle class
indigenous anti~Semites but it la rather to point out who Is respons-
ible for poverty and undemocratlc governments. It is our jeb to

point out how and why those responsible propagnondize anti-3 mitism,
Bresk the work ing class and middle class from the prejudices that

keep them from fighting €helr recal enemles, the capltallsts nnd the
bureaucratic collectlivists,

For those Jews who remaln in Europe elther through necessity
or desire, should we propose = program of déspalr as the Zionists do?
The New York Times of April 15, 1947, reported that "A Jewlsh Tele=
' graphlc Agency dlspatch from /arsaw asserted that 15,000 Pollsh
Jews in the American zone had reglstered for repatriatlon,

"Phe admlsslon that some JeWs are reéady to call qilts to thelr
abortive nttempts to reach Palestine or the United States marks 2 new
low in Jewish ieaderd outlook here, That a JewIsh news agency car=-
ried the dispoatch with the categorical stafement of the reglstration
figure is Gonsidered little short of sensatlonal in view of the Zlon-
ists efforts, :

"However, n Jéwlsh immigratlion official sald that as early as
lagt February, at the Parls conference, he heard of Polish Jews tum-
ing back home, If nothing ls done on the Palestine situation, the
ttendency' wlll probnbly develop into o mass trek, One thing is
certzin, he declared: 'The Jows will not spend nnother winter In
Germany, !

"Jowish leaders ... sald that any Jews return to Poland was
simply a matter of sheer hopelessness, Dr. Jacek Marecki, Polish



‘Polish masses? And Is It true of only the Poles_or maybe the Germans,

~ the world.

‘United States'is beginning fo bend s little becsuse of thelir growing
- Imperiallst burden In Palestine and the Near East., But, of course,
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consul general, conrirmed the growing Jewish despalr, but added other
reasons for the change of heart. _ v
What program has Findley to. ofrer theSe Jews réturning” to Poland? ¥
The Polish masse3d are indigenous anti-Semites? Go to Palestine, do SR
not attempt to struggle in Poland? 1In Palestine the Jew in his
"state within a state" has a measube of gower'which‘he cannot hopé to
achleve in Poland struggléng with the Pollsh working class agalhst
the Stalinist buresucracy? Why 1s antie=Semitism indlgenous to the

the Rumenians, and the Czechoslovakians, etc.? Is there a work1n§ , ,
class anti=~-Semltism and g "capitelist totalitarian anti-Semitism? B
The Jew and the non-Jew are competitors for government Jjobs, " Some "
Jews are In the secret policé, The Stalinlists utilize this to de-
flect the struggle against 1ts readétlonary regime in Péland, A na=
tional c¢onscliousness exists smong the Jews today but it reflects it~
self ‘not ohly as a desire to go"to Palestine but as a -readiness fo
Tight Tor thelr demdcratlc rights in Europe as well, Ve should try
to unlte them with the Européan working class in the fight for .these
rights - not separate them still further.
England 1s teking DP's from continental Europe Into Englafd as”
slave lzborers. We must exfose end flght this. In thils situation the
demand for the democratlc right to work, to a job and job seclrity
in Europé has t6 be placed foremost, Ana at all other times the de~
mand fst be put on an equal basis with the démand for freé, unre-
stricted irmmigration to Palestine, United States, and all the rest of

- - ) - - -

" United- Stﬂtes policy with regard to~ 1mm1gration of "DPts to the

thére is not going to be any fundamental éhange. The Immigration
Act will remain, This 1s jJjust a measure to help deflect the struggle
of those Jews who are determined to go to Palestine.

Immigratlon demands cannot take precedence over demands for
democratic rights .in Europe itself, The American and European workers

should ‘demand that the Anglo-American-Fpench armlés free the prison-

ers In the concentration camps, They should fight for the polltical

‘and personal .securlty of the antleStalinists in the DP camps, Jew~:

ish and non=Jewlsh DP!'s should join with the European workers in
forming workers defense guards., The IP 's and the working tlass
should ‘demand that there be no discrimination in employment. The DPtsg
refugees and the working class should demand for the DP's and re-

fugees the right to a. Job and Job security in any country the DP's
~and,refugees choose to work, . They should be gIven thé right t6 work

in Germany, 1f they wish, Poland i1f they wish, Palestine, 1f they

 f wish, or Amerlca, if they wish,”  And all the workeps, refugees,
- and DP's should fight together to rid Euroge of all of the 1mperial-
‘Ist armlies that make Europe a prison for a

1 the workers,

# A
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‘tablan partles., Yet, thé Johnsonltes Insist on calling the sStalin-

- Tt would be uttérly ridiculous and defy the understanding of any

"Jeoting the concept of bureaucratic collectivism, Jolmson is forced
. to .call them a workers party. .That the term working class party -

23

' ( THE NATURE OF THE STALINIST PARTIES
(AFTERTHOUGHTS ON A BRANCH DISCUSSION)

By Al Findley

. 3 * [+ ' . ' 5;-;;
LY - . ) .\p\
~ The Stalinists are agents of the Russian rullng olass, Every
action, every decision is based on the interests of the Russian rul-~
ing class._ ' )
The Stalinlsts operate within the working class not "as repre~
sentatliveés of elther the historical or irfmedlate interests of the

&
M
G
iy

. workers, or of a special privileged strata of the Wworxers, Thelp

only interests in fighting for workers demands is to manipulate them
in the Interests of their Kremlin masfers! struggle with the bour-

geolsle of France, England, etec, That much,,everyone In the ‘jorkers
Party agrees, are the facts., The differences_arise iIn the conclu~
sions we draw, ”

It 1s difficult to Imagine how such agreement in fact can 1ead

to such differences in conclusions., It would appear simple enough

that glven the evaluation of the Russien State as bureaucratic ~ R
collectivist (W.P, majority) or capltalist (Johnson) and the fact :
that-the Stalinists act solely in the Intérests of this class, no o
other conclusion 1ls possible except that the Stalinlist partlés are ‘
elther capitalist totalitarien .or buresucratic collectlvist totall~ o

1sts a working class party. o ) . ek

- -

- Unlike the Johnsonltes, the Cannonltes have some juaﬁification v-i
in considering the Stelinist parties as working class partles. To B
the Cannonites, Rusdin is a degeénerated workers state, The Stalln- f

ists in some distorted, degenerated manner, act in the interests of
the working class, Thrt i1s the crude essence of thelr concept 6f a
degenerated workers state., +It 1s logical for them t6 conclude that -~
despite the fact that the S;allnlist partles are agents of "the Krem-
1in and only manipulate.the workers for the interest§ of the Rusilan
rulers - they still are a working class party. For the Jolnsonltes
such a conclusion is a travesty of logics,

This- travesty of logic by the Johnson1+es has its own reason,
It is all well and good to call Russia, & far off country, capltallst,

Lot T
R | DN

worker t6 call the American or French Stallnists - capitalist, Re-~

loses oll meaning 1s secondary. MNone of the established strategles-
or tactics usually appllied to working class partles can be applled to
the Stalinlsts, as so eptly proved by Max Shachtman In his article

in the NI. Nelther ¢en the Stalinists be accused of having thelir

" soclal roots (l.e. representing the interests of) In the working .

class, What then is the meanlng or purpose of calling than a work-
ing class party? »

The Johnsonltes afgue as £dilows:.

1, The CP appeals to ond 1s composed of woﬁkars, has 1ts mass
base ln the working class,
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- 2, The CP's avowed and declared program ls that of aoeiallsm
:and class struggle. .

: 13. The S‘alinists are necessarily dependent on the working
clagd, Without tha,working class the s*allnlsts could not exist or
function, L . 1

‘4, The Stalinist parties cannet take power and establish - ‘

: bureaucratic collectivism in countries outside of the orblt of the !

) "Red'&rmy. .

. w;;‘u5., They a"e no less worklng class parties than the Sooial Demo-
-¢reata, :

The first two- arguments are nothing more then words. ¥We never
-¢haracterize s party primarily by 1ts mass base or the subjective ~
ideas of what .1t thinks it 1is fightlng for, Ve zlways judgé a party °
~ first and f.oremost by the objettive guiding prinecliples’ of its ACTIONS,
'4 1.8+, by which class interests 1t serVes,  The o mposition of a party

“gcts .enly as a clue not- & detenm nant of which classlinterests 1t :
serves.' : . '

" The- third argument of the necessary dependence of the Stallnists
“does not fallow from the Johnson position. - The réformist lazbor lead-
era 6annot exist without a lebor okgmmization that in some way fights
for the workers, For the 3talinists thers Is no such necessary tie,

- As agenta, nctording to Jehnson, of the state capltallsts ol i) ussia,
- thelr operation within the worklng class 1s, so to speck, a historic~
al' aceldent due only to the fact that the state cepitalism of Russia
evolved é6ut of the: destruction of the workers state, and the verious o
Stalinist parties deVeloped out of the ranks of the revolutionary N
movement, o ;

‘Frem the Jolmson point of “view, thepe 1s absolutely no renson
why the Stelintsts, being agents of a capltalist class, cannot bnae ’
themselves entirely on sections of the bourgeolsle such as the
Wallaces and FPoppers, Further, from thelr point”of view, It 1s net
theoretically excluded that the Siallnlsts, hgents of a totalitarian
stote caplitallsm, comnot unite with that section of the capitallst
elass that seéeks to -introduwe totalitarinn state capltglism (fasclsm)

in Fpanee, etc., provlded they accept the hegemony or are at least
pro-Ru3313. :

The fou"th argument that ﬂltrough thev alm to, the CP cannoﬁ
 éstoblish its buresucratic rule in cointriés” outsbde of the orblt of
the "Red Amy, s certalnly no drgument that they sre -2 working €lass
 party.” Even wére wé to grint this point, 1t would not Invil 1date the -
definition of the Stalinist parties =as “bureauctatis collecEivist ~
nqrties. All it would do is LIMIT that definitlion; The Stalinists
‘would then be bureducratic collectlvists only of a forelgn class
with no soclsl Poots im the cless structuré of the country, in the
same manner ¢s8 the German Amedicon Bund was en agent of Ger'man
capitulism with no social roots in this country.
, The lagt argument that the Stalinists are similar to the s

- democracy and reformmist trade uwnion leaders, deserves more att
ot beesuse it has any valldity, but because even comrades of the
ity ape cenfused on this. subjecb. o
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"jspite his'sel;outs, etc,
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The srgument Continués as followsi{ True, the Stalinists and
the Soclal Democrats function differently (democratic vs, tofalitarl-
an), but the Soclial Democrats, agents of the boufgeoisle (native)
are considered by you as a working class party; the Stallnists too,
though they operate in the Interests of a rullng class (Russian)
should be considered a working class party,

Those who use this argument are falling for the crude vulgariza=-
tion of Marxism that is the theo.y of Soclal Fascism ~ that the ~
Soclial Democrats are the direct agents of capltalism, The Marxlsts
have al¥ays considered the Socleal Democrats as-representatives of the
immedlate interests of the workers, or more accurately of a séctlon
of the working class - the labor aristoctacy. It is only historically
and in the long run that they represent the bourgeolsie.

It 1s true that even in thelr defense of the 1lmmediate 1nterests'

of a seoction of thée working clais the Social Democrats are unrellable
and capltulate to the capltallst class, Thus, their sell~out of~

"strikes and the shooting down of revolutionlsts, etc, Howéver, their

soci al roots are in the working class, i.,e.,, they represent the tem=-""
porary interests of these workers - without that they could not exlst,

. The Stalinists, on the other hand, are direct agents of_the» _
Rus8ian mling class (whatever lts nature may be). They necver repre-
gent the interests of any.group of workers, thelr socleal Toots are

‘not in the working class, but In the Russian rfuling class. Théy do

use the needs and demands of the vorkers for thelr own Interests =
when thelr own needs can be served by champloning the demands of the

workers, That this heppens often 1s true, sincé both the Stallnlsts

and the workers are snti-~capifalist, each for its own réasons =-.

the workers for their immediate needs and for thelr hlstoric¢ social-
i1st interests, the Stalinists becesuse they represent the anti-caplital-
ist, anti-working class rulers of Russla,

While analogles are dangeroug we can use them as Illustrations,
not as proof =-"so let us illustrate. The difference between the
Social Democrats and the Stalinlsts 1s similar %o the difference -
betweén the reformist lnbor leader and the agent provocateur, Both
operate withln and sppeal to the working class. "Oné is the direct
agent of snother class, while the other represents the workers, de-

One has the feeling when arguing with intelligent Jpohnsonites
that the real question ighot whether or not the Stallnlsts are a

- working class party, but something entlrely different. They see lurk-
" ing In the shadows the monster of the concept of world bureaucratic

collectivist society. Ignoring loglc, the¥ charge at this monster
via the road of the nature of the Stalinist partles. The argument ~

mMay have 1t§ (mass) base in and afound the question of the Stalinist

parties, but has 1its (social) roots in an entirely dlfferent fleld,
’it would lead to clarity both in the party and amongst the

Jolmsgonites themselves if these comrades were to discuss the question -

on its own merits.
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© AN ANSWER:TO COMRADE HOWE

-~ By Charles Morgaﬁ
PR | | A
. Bowels latest journallistic putsch ("A Question to Forest,"
o WLLRTIN, Vol, II, No. 3, April 21, 1947) has Doth politlcal and
ciinlcal interest,” However, time dictates that we leave to the Come
pades Psychoonallsts the fasclnating problem of the degree to which
revial oniam has influeced Howets style (adventurism), his nalvete CoT
("Thy did Forest call pragmatfsm American?™), his intellecfual nihiI-  ~°F

1sm, MaoDonaldism ("the inevitability of socialism ,., whatever that 2
may mean™), hls falsetto iron ("as you live you learn"), otoc, ) "
: N

Howe asks the question, "How d1d Marx deduce the incvitabllity “"

. of Soclallém to begin with?" We propose to disregard hls braggidoclo

 and trest the question ds though 1t had beén asked in the splrit of
humility more appropriate to the Iinterrogator, , :
o The éntire. question revolves around the relatiofishlp of Marxts
method, dinlectical moterinlism, to hi§ analysis of the funttloning
of bourgeols .soclety pfesented in Capital. In spesking of this rela-
- tlonship, Forest asscrts that those who disséclate the two use the ,
. some polnt of departure as the bourgeols critfcs who lmpugn the eco-
nomlc rcnalysis becnuse of Mardt's prior conviction of the inevitabill-
ty of Sociallsm, '

T TSI
- N ttaingy
.

In reply to thls, Howe clalms that Marxlsts have always stated
that the cconomlc analysis 1§ valld and veriflable opart from Marx's
‘goclalist bellefs and that 14 'rctains objective sclentiflc valldlty 0
apart ffom hls political owmeitions before writing Capital," Thit this k..
1s a 'satlsfactory refutotlon of the bourgeols critIgs who hoVe treated -
Capltial ns o cosmology desigfied to ratlonallze Mari's_subjeétiﬁe o
1oyaltles may be freely gronted. That ls onec qiestion, But 1t is &
certainly no cmswer to Forest'!s assertlon thot the Marxists who ar- RE
bitrarily dlvide the economic analysis from the sociology uge the some
point of departure as the petty bourgeols critlcs, a guestion of an 5
entirely dlfferent nature, . , o ﬁ u

i

As o matter of fact, Morxlsts have been sble to naserf the valld-
ity of the economic doctrines only as an integral component of the o
social philosophy of Marxism which culminates in the inevitability of .«
the soclal revolution. It 1s now a commonplace, even among educated T
bourgeois, thnt Marxts &conomlic categorles are sofial categorles, Y
The validity of the doctrIne can be found qnly-wIEﬁIn the context of
the problem. The category of surplus value, for example, 1s obJec- N
tively verificble only as the expréssion of the production relation- h
ships which pertaln in a capitalist soclety.,” Let him who &bstractly
hypostasizes Marx's economic cotegories apart from the historical con~.
text of the socinl relationships of & clnss soclety do so at Lis
peril!

Thus Howe's sole citation In support of his contentlon that the

economic doctrines may be dissociated from the soclological strticture ;,
of Marxlsm proves, in reality, only the converse. Forest asserts 'j
that to deny the integral relationship betwcen Marx's dialectical ‘
soclology.-and hls economic doctrines 1s to use the same point of de~ -

parture as the petty bourgeols crltics who have denied the valldlity
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of hls economic doctrines, Howe's position 1s the negative ngpéct of
this sime spproach. His sole exaiple monasges only to demonstrote -

§ _ {rréfutably the nexus between the economic annlysls and thé complete
| system, Thus, sans fig=-leaf, he trkes his stand on t he petty bour-

- geols point of departure from Horxism,

§ How, then, did Marx deduce thé inevitability of Sociallsm? What
. s the relationship between the method of dlnlectlcal mnteriaolism,
' Marxts soclology, mnd the economic doctrines? Here Comrcde Howe

correctly poses the problem but immedintely falls to distinguish ;
- between-two relatively common wordd: "how" ~nd "where," "Marx took | &
-  his faets, emplrically, from socliety., Nor did he choose them ec- o
) . lectically, to flatter a preconcelved goal. One of Marx's great e
£ 7" contributions was the ellmination of teleology from social philosophy.

. he Wos a materinllst, not o utoplan, That, we hope, needs l1ittle”
defense, within the party at least. But the question is how, what
method. . —

Marx was the product of his time, the synthesis of the French
Utopion Sociallists and German philosophy. Hls baslc philosophlc
‘problem was the relatloashlp of ‘men to soclety, Thé class Struggle
was not “"discovered” by Marx but it required the materinlist dinlec=
p . tic to understand that men are dlvided into classés because of the
4 alienation of nctivity in productlion asnd to draw the logical conclu=-
’ : .glons from this divlislon, _ .

To Marx the application of lsbor to neture in thé consclous
planning of “production 1is the specifically hummm function which
differentintes men from other animals, - This interchange befween mén
and nature in the procductive process is necessary and inevitable at

: all times and In all socletles, But the method, or mode, of produC-
’ . tion, the particuldr Iorms under which men work, varles acgordlng to
-~ the state of developmeént of the mesms of productlon, '

A Thé mode of production in turn dctermines the activity of men S
in relotion to the process of praduction and the relatlonships bétwee: ¢
men arc thus established according to the nature of thelr actlvity,

N 1,e, classes arise, As stages in the development of the mcans of

B production succeed one nnother different classes rise to play 2 pro=

*i grossive role in the process of production and. any older, no longer
socially necessary closses di sappecr,

The concept 6f classes determined by the ‘role of labor 1n the A
" process of production presented all hlstory, to Marx, 2s a pnnorama -
of struggling clnsses, In anclent Greecc ngriculture wad the basls
~ of production ond the tools which Fhen existed necessitated o large
pody of manual workers together with only = few directors, This pre-
cipitnted the classes of slave and slave owner. From the slave not
_only labor but 1life could be aliencted to the master, The feudal
o system of production which arose after the collopse of slavery per-~
o mitted the olienation of lsbor through a different mechonlsm; €he
L gerf was bound to the land. And, similarly, in bourgeols soclety”
B Mark saw the labor of the worker nlienated from him to suc¢h an extent
- that his mode of 1life was @ tnversion of human existence, Harx. .
2 " noted that the animal functions of men, eatlng, sleéping, reproduc~
g tion, and so on, were regarded as the only hummn functions while tha“
which was specifically human, creative nctivity, had becoms only an
~ onimal liabillty. ' - '
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The bourgeols mode of productlon negntes thé very meoning of
life for thé explolted class, for the proletarlnt, And thé progres-
sive nllenation of labor coupled with the pPogPessive growth of in-=
dustry will force the working class to negnte thé negation, to destroy
the womb which glves birth to the proletoriat but which binds it in
gervitiude by the Invisibie cord of woge slavery. The conditlion of
existence for the working class will be the condition of the destruc-~
tion of the bourgeols mode of production which progressively draws
more and wore workers In%o the orbit of woge slavery,

This, then, is the proletorian revolution, the socinal revolution
which will 1inevitably relense the springs of humon créativity and
restore men to thelr "natural” relatlofiship in productlon and to one
another. No more wWill labor he allienated from the individual, no
mare will men be blind slaves of an uncéonsclous historicnl proceséd,
Rather, the true frcedom which lles In the recognition of necessity
willl permit men to consclously create thelr ovwn sociéty, thelir own
history ~nd thelr own lives, Thls is the mighty vista which Mabx sur-
veyed from the surmnits of hls dinlectical method, the vista of the
irevitable soclallst revolutlion, clearly seen, profoundly undeistood
eee In 1844, a full 15 years before the publication of the Critique
of Politicnl Economy,

This, Comrade Howe, is the onswer to your question, It is in-

“teresting to note that 1t wag upon this hnsls (incrensed production”

occasioned by the new Socinrllst worker) thet Merx predicited ultimate
communisms: not at nll upon’the technological feorgenization of the
material elements of produwetion 23 the sdministrators would hove us
believe, .

Why was "1t necessary to undertske an exhoustlve malysis of the
actunl operatlonal princliples of bourgeoils soclety? Becouse, even
though the Inner essence of bourgeolsdom hrd been fathomed, it was
necessary to dlscover the concrete form taken by the nlienation of
labor, to dsplay the specific nature of capitalist nllienation,

A problem correctly fomulated is embryonically solved, And~
once lMarx formlatéd the problem from the theoreticsl ifevitability
of Sccialism operating through the reflex of the nlienatlon of lnbop
it was but 2 step to thie comnrehension of the secre: of surplus

value: the role played by the dusl nature of lcobor whizh is central
to "all understanding™ of Marxion economlcs.

Marxim economic categories wust be understood n3 expréssions ot
soclnl relationships which arlse from the process of production and
not =8 things In themselves which lead gome sort of esoteric existence
beyond the prle of micrascopes, They are designed to ennhle us to
seo behind the cnmouflage of technlcnl and veriodienl forms thus to
undorstand the brslc rlienation of labor whish iz not chmnged but
only magnified by the growth of the vroductive forces, 4 refus~l to
accept this distinguishing charucteristic of Morxian ecdnorics lends
miny comrades for astray In mwmny ©ields., Ther are led to mistnke the
methold for the result, the form for the content and t+he exnression
for the esscnce,

Comrade Howe in his own frshion hts b en ~n outstonding flghter
for proper “arxinn metnodology for cuite some time now; Ye hrs ea-
t"blished a tradition. #is vilinnt onsloughts, in » neeative ¢omse,
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have done mwsh good in orienting young comrcdes toward the nethod of
Marx, To further this excellént work Howe closew his polemie 2gninst
Forést by erecting na brilliantly ridiculous dllcmma, "You must be," .
he tells Forest, "a pragmatlst...or nn idealist," Présumably, every=
one who reads Howé'!s aPticle will not only recognize that he has
overlooked the nlternative of/dlﬁleétlcal materinlism, but will em-

brace that nlternntive -- fervently,
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