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THOSE ST . LOUIS BLUES

A Repdy to H. D. Coleman

By James M. Fenwick (llewark)

One of the points of uhe ‘Amepicah Crédo, whose exicstonce 18"
periodically brought to our attention by Comrade H. D, Coleman, is
a bolief in the harmonizing influence of a hobby upon the self, A
hebhyv = so the theory goes-—-*is & fime -dékerrent to all varieties of
malfeasance, misfeasance, and nonfeasanoe.

Faithful to this concepticn, uolérwn over the recent ¥years has
dilignetly pursued a hobby. It consists of _acting as the p“rty are
biter of polemical tone snd 1¥:er¥hFFCYISL~ IS modést correspor¥nce
has accumulated at the National Office, in which Coleman has pibtie
lessly tracked down mixed metaphors, specimens of the pathetic fale
lacy, weak negative constructions, anu other stylistic barvarities
in the literature of the Leag ue.

Now this isn't necessarily a Dad tﬂlng. God knows, cven grante
ing the smallness of cur foress, the pressure of time under which
Jch of our material is wr l*bon, ande~let us insist--the nigh level
f technical excellence of our literature in comparison with that of
the rest of the political lefs, it must be admitted that were finished
writing is both desirable and possible., Similarly, therc is rcom for
1:orovement in the tone of cur polemics, One of the minor lessons
of the Stalinist experience is surely that polemical crudity is not
only an index of ideological decay but that it can serve as a con-
tributor to it, Furhter, in & period when Marxism is being chal-
lenged from every point of the pelitical compass polemical cxcesses
arc only one more impediment to attracting the tyne of deitocratice
anc informed personality we want in our movement, Wihile our polemie-
¢ai record has certainly been superior to that‘of other socilalist
orzanizations it has not been entirely free of overly-perscnal ate
tacks and polamlcal vulgarity,

Therefore we could cnvisage the -seleetion' of -a Pontifex Marimus
who ‘would adjudicate matters of style and tone, Coleman-is not our
candidate, however, HHis articlc attacking Shachtmen in the firdt
issue of FORUM is, to begin with, 1tself couched in an 1wocrm1s31bly
uncenradely tone, Like 2ll of Coloran's recent output, the avproach

of the article is that of someond whi¥ 15" %Tanding” outside the M8ve-
ment, and not that of a person who is, in a responsible fashion, try-
ing to work out in common with all of us the many very difficult prob-
lems which press upon us for solution. The venomous rcference to
"the whole theoretical and oroanlzatlonal tradition of the Comintern”
as “that malogorous burden;” the sncer at our poverty and cur pas=
sion for democracy and clarity which is contained in the phrese,

the very hard seats and ondloss harsngues at endless conventions and
membership meetings;" the ironic reference to "that great coducator,
L. D, Trotsky;" £fhe off-hand dismissal of the"October Revolution

(in the original sixty-five volume, Russian cdition)"-=all of this
we have heard before, but not from within our renks. Ve have heard




"1t from the bourgeoisie~-and not, we nust add, from its serious
. ideologists but frem its philistines.

—

The question is not exhausted, however, by an examination of tone
or style, no matter how rigorously it may be conducted, A~iAfter all,
the times are rudew--and how few there are in any camp who write with
grace} In the end, therefore, it is the content which is decisive,
But the political content of Shachtman's article is, of course, pre=-
clsely what Coleman is not anxious to grapple with, For Coleman
the bankruptey of Shachtments line does not, in fact, have to be -
demonstrated pclitically at all, It suffices for Coleman that "this
stubvborn adherence to the polemical tradition of the Comintern 1is
alone guaranteed to prévent the ¥Americanization?! (hateful wordl}l) of
the party - that is, its transformation inte an organization with
something approaching a mass base in America, 2s distinguished from
an organization with a fine circulation ror its press in Europe and
Asia"

" 9he first two pages of his article consigh of such pious rumbl-
ings about tone, The last thrce consist of a whirlwind expnsition of
vhy we should support U, S, lmperialism in Verld Var III--all dene
with that current hardboiled realism which is possible only when the
intorests of U, S, iMperialism and the weorld rcevelution happily co-
incide, How Hook roars thesc daysi Listen to our own Cclomans
"But, given the situatien as it 1s today, if we rejeet pacifism, we
nust accept some varicty of defensism, critical eor uncritical, tem-
porary or permanent, sccialist or reactionary,” Politics will out,

Letts see how our meralist arrives at this conclusion, To demone
stratec that he is a bit of a radical himself Coleman begins with a
giicoping proncuncements "The develepment of a mass socialist moveoe
ment in Amgriea lies in an eutirely dif'ferent direction: in a come
plcte break, -so far as Trotskyists are concerned, with the tradition
of the CP, and the reduction of Leninism from the rank of sacred
soripture to the level of other socialist dectrines and théories =
all subject to reeexamination, revision, and amplification,"

To date only an individuzl er two still in the Leapguc have pro-
posed "a complete break...with the tradition of the CP," & break
with the organizational and pelitical practices of the post-1923
Cowintern? That has been done, A break with tho pre~l923 Comintern?
That has been done only in minor respcets, for we regard pro=l923
Bolshevism, by amd large, as becing a lopgical extension of the doce
trines of Marx and Engels, If we have failecd to reeexaminc, revise A
or amplify Leninism in the aggrogate, it has not been becausc we have
ro~arded it as holy writ. ‘e have, as & matter of fact, long since
pevised" a number of Lenints ideas and have brought under inspection
a larger number of others, Is net the respect with which weo are held
througshcut the radical world based in god part preciscly upon our
willingness to reassess receivod doctrinee-and change 1t whore we
find it nccessary in the lisht of experience?

It is possible, of coursc, that the changes have not boen sweepe
ing enough. This is nct the opinion of the present leadcrship or

the ranks of the Iecague, however, It is the cpinion of Coleman, With
the cexception of his major point, vhichh we shall deal with shertly,
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Colemants "complete break with tke tradition of the CP" consists en-
tirely of substituting the following for it: "A full utilization of
specifically American political traditions and methods, which Marxe
ists have always been backward in doing; a more flexible approach

to the whole problem of the socialization of industry, with the em=
phasis on the decentralization of control, these are some of the ele=
ments of a socialist program for America," Nobody in cur organiza-
tiom, we can guarantee, is going to give up Bolshevism for thils two-
1¢.scd stool, one leg of which was rough~hewn by the old American
Jorlkers Party and the other by Bakunin,

Lfter having cxhausted his inventiveness with these two modest
practical proposals, Coleman, obviously a little unecasy, hastens to
adds "I do not intend to cnter into a discussion at this point of the
theoretical questions that Shachtman raises..selhese rigid catogories
hove 1o meaning for MCeeee" In other words, Colecman has no program,
In laudable fairness to those who might tend te yicld before the
virility of his assault Coleman hastens to warn than net to expect
too tuch., One is so ofton dececivedl] But this movenent might, nce
vertheless, have a very different character from the social=demodracy,s”

"Such a mass socialist movement," says Coleman, "would nccessarie
1y bc based on a minimum program which would leave most purely the-
orctical questions cntirely onen," There is cne point, however,
which Coleman with his gencrous attitude toward theory has no intene
tion of leaving opene=-and that is support of United States imperialism
in Jorld War III, This is what all his crabbing comes down G0,

His positicn is similar te that of Erber and Greon, with whose
goneral approach he says he is in agrecment. ‘e shall, howcver, not
assumc more than (Coleman explicitly states, Therefore we shall con-
finec the argument to Coleman's ovm article, In any event, In many
ways the article of Colcman is more interesting than the article of
oither Erber or Green. Their rcspective positions arc cexplicitly
stated and arc thereby casily accepted or rcjected, Colcimants ap-
proach is vague, inferential, and disturbede=-and 1In this rcspect more
adccuately represents the moods of a number of individuals in the
Loaguce than do the clearly stated positions. of Erber or “rccn,

- In his fivrst argument Coleman grabs us by the lapels and says:
“cone on, be honest with yoursclfe-admit that in practlcc during
“loprld War II we behaved likc defensistse" Tho appeal is to logical
consistency, That goliticallz weo were oppogsed to the war Colcman
doocs not contest. 3ut. to the war in the concrcte, we adjusted ours
sclves very successfully; and I do not sce how our protostations of
not being involved politically altered the fact that by th one
single political act did we distingiish ourselves from those sociale
ists who admitted That they were defensists of one kind or another,”
The auecstion is thens did we in practice rcfuse to give support to
U.Se Jmperialism in World VWar .II%

The classical method of domonstrating socialist opposition to
war has been for socialist rcpresentatives in parliament to vote
sainst the war budget and cgoinst the declaration of war, The
t is that rcscarch discloscs that we did not have a singlc repro=-

G
cntetive in Congress during the war perilod, This fact was not only




unfortunate in itself but indicates that the anti-war strugsle in
this country was forced to begin on a much lower level than did, s
that of the German Social Dewocrats in 1914, They had, alter all,
party of one million membcrs and 111 members in the Reichsteag, This
abscnce of socialists in Congress 1s one more evidence of & fact
which should now be a banulity in our movement, namecly, that the
working class of tho United Stotes is pelitically one of the most
backvard in the whole world, /¢ recognized this in the past by ote
tempting to devise a program of transitional demands which would
bridge the gap bctween the limited class-consciousncsswewlargely cCoe
nenice= of the U.S, worker. and what was sccially desirablc,

ay,
a

On the quostion of the war, it sccems nccessary to rccall, we
similarly began on the level at which the U,S, worker found himsclf,
Our varticipation in the campaign against the noestrike plodge at
home and in the domobilization demonstrations abroad was govorned by
the undcerstanding that the demands expressed goenulne necds, that
they were direccted sharply aceinst the intorests of the capibalilst
class, and that their prosccution would raise the level of consciouse
ness of the participants. "Our opposition to the tNo Strike Pledge!,”
says Coleman, "took & form fully in accord with nonepolitical trade
union policy as interprcted by the morc torogressive! unionists,”
Without insisting upen the value to be attached to the word "fully,"”
of course we addresscd ourselves to the more nrogressive trade unione
ists, Whom else should we have addressed oursclves 109

"To have cngaged in a policy bascd upon "purcly political consid-
erations' (and Coleman is carcful not to spoccify what such a policy
vould have locked like) without considering that the class conscicuse
ness of the United Statcs worker 1s manifested almost exclusively on
the economic levael would have moant our total isolation and discredite
ment. This was not the Germaany of World War I, where a Lichknecht
could go into the strects and hundreds of thousands of workers would
,rospond, '

As for political activity, we did what we cculd-e~and that was a
groat deal, Ve distributced miliions of copies of LARBOR ACTION con-
taining our political lince-which even Coleman admits vas anblewar,
Our tactic was not the product of covert support of the war but of a
rccognition of how masses arc put in motion, It 1s not donc, cere
tainly, by abstract pelitical propagenda, Fortunately, if Cecleman
did not understand the content of our policy, many workcrs dideein
hoeth a positive and negative scense, Nor did the bourgeoisic, the
lebor leadership, the Communist Party, the SVP, or the left in geners
al have any difficulty in understand ing the content of our line,
Just Coleman, '

And unlcss conditions change radically in the next fow years, it
is safe to say that we will follow mucly the samec tactics in UVUerld VWar
ITI that we pursucd during World War II,

However, it is obvious from reading Colemants articld that he
docs raise this point in order to attack us frowm the loft, Heo raises
it in order to indicate vhat{ he considers our inconsistency in not
proposing to be defensists in ‘Jorld War III, when from his point of
viow we were actually that in Vorld Ver II. This brings us to a,
shall we say, delicate peointe Just what 1s Colemon's presont pesition

s
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toverd our non-support of either side in Vorld ‘ar II? He doublew
talks all around the issue but in an article in which this is a cene
tral point never manages to coimlt himself, For examples 'Among
onrsaslves,” he says of the no-gtrike=pledge campaign, "we exaggerated
she political significance of this campaign, because we did not want
56 acknowledse the fact of our complete apandonment of what was once
called tdefeatism,!"  Lssuming that the statement "we did not want
to acknowledge the fact of owr complete abandonnient of what was once
called tdefeatismt" is tru@‘jﬁkﬁx we would like to lmow iz Coleman's
present reaction to this abdndonment. Docs he think that wWhat he
considered our abandonment of defeatism was correct? An unambiguous
ansver to this question would round out the pileturc of Colcmant's pree
sont development, A further quecsbtlong would not such a policy of
objective support of the war hevc strengthened U,S, forcign policye=
and thereby have strengthened the position of rer ally Russia, which
Coleman now considcrs the main danger?

Coleman's second argument similarly attempts to prove that we
should be defensist in Vorld Yar III because that was actually the
meaning of our policy in supporting tho resistancc movencnts) Like
»olierots hero, who was surpriscd to ind out that he had becn
speaking prosc all his 1life, Wc are cqually surprised, and with more
rcason, to lcarn that we werd dofensists visea=vis allied impcriallsm,
Our only consolation is that up bo yestorday Coloman was cqually Une
svarg of it

, Yihat was our position in regard to the resistance moverents,
anéd what determined it? Let us take tho example of France, for
simplicity s sake.,

niven the decline of tho rovolubionary temper in Eurcpe and the
occupation of France by the Nazis, we stated that French socicty had
becn thrown backward and that the vroblem of national liberation had
oncec ‘iore boen put on the order of the day  For the time being demoe
cretic demands had Haken preccdence Over socialist cones in the eyes
of theo overwhelming mass of the werking class and petty pourgeoilsie
in Wranco. In order to ald the regroupment of tho socialist cadres
wo stated that our forees had to fight in thd rcsistanec along with :
the best clements in Fronch.soeiety, In that milicu we vould ade |
vance our program--diffecrentiating ourselves from the CGaullists and .
from =1l othor imperialist influcncese=-and scek Uo channclizc the
obvicusly existent sentiment for a different world in a socialist
dircction, Wo cnvisagod that as tho war drew §e a close and the
Ngzis werc oxpelled, national domands would morc and more turn into
social ones, particularly if wc were in a guiding position, '

Events confirmed our oricntation, That the final desired cONe §
surmation was not achieved was due to a nunbecr of factors, not the
1cast of which was the small size of the Trotskyist forccs in France
and the false policy which was largely pursucd, That our strategy
was the correct one in the situation was amply confirmcd whoen,
against the genceral line of the PCIL, it was put into practice by
spall groups within the French party. Tho bourgeoisie, intorestinge :
1y cnough, did not regard the cvolution of cvents as being "defensist” ,;%

in character, as was rcvcaled by the haste with which they moved to %
disarm the resistance. Unlike Coleman they did not opcratc on the :
basis of formal rescmblances}



Needless to say, were Irance to be similarly over-run by the
Russlans wo would advocate ruch the same policy. Is this vhat is
bothering Coleman in his very :ucddy nort-toethcelast peragraph? I
it 1is, he neced worry nc lenger. Yo have long sincc commibted oure
sclves on this issue,

% bet her te analyze
2 Hig articlec says, ¥
in the coming war as 2 vhuh
any in Vorld Var II. c for the sake
nwumbnt that thls is ruc, the same CPLtCTl@ [e} n narél" be autow.
lC&LlY applicd to the Stalinists--unless, pertaps, Colomen cone
ﬁiécrs the two socictics as identical formations, If he dons he is
then certainly obligated to note the fact It would, in addition,
malzec nls casc more coherent and our task “”%10?. Vihat has to be
avalvzed 1s the results of a pelicy such ags the one C0101un advocatos
for ‘jorld War III. OColeman, of course, attempts no analy
B esegiven the situstion as it is today," says Colo
inc disregard for invidious distincticns characteristic o
Tif wo “cacct pac;flsu, wo accopbt some varicty of UOanSiSL
or uncritical, tomporary or psimaenent, scclalist or ro &
The [irst thlng to be sa2id about such a policy on cur puru is
it would bc a real boon te the Stelialsts, In the U11+gd Sumtes they
could capture the peaco SﬂQﬂ;uunu. They could underminc us DY savlng,
“Y¥ou sec, we told you the Trotskyltes were agents of ca a;lvmx
Abread they could s+rﬂnvthnn im“LP rogime in Russia and the oce
cupled countries by 1m111w1y portraying us as agents of thce not too
pooular U,.3, impsrialisit,

i

ni%
in

But what are the war aims of the combatants? What would be the
rosult of & victery by eithcr side? Coleman deesn't pursuc the
problem this far, Ve assume thot with Coleman we do not have to di-
lote upon the results of a Russian vietory. DBut what would be the
rosult of a victory of U,S, imocrislism? Incalculable destruction,
a vorld in cgconowmic and polwuw,ul bondagc to the U.2,, ariics of oce
cupation all over the world, end nationalist revolts, With "luck"
she Ul.5, wWorking class Woulw cccupy & privileged pos ition bascd upon
the exploitation of the wholc worlds Then the now..Ice Azc vould bheoe
ginw~the long docl*na of canitelist bharbarisme This igs wﬂpﬁg for

=Y

botter or for wor we cormit oursclves te by a policy of docfecnsism)

These are the results \Uich fellow from the war aims cf U,S3,
capitale~not simply some droamily concelved defeat of Stalinist totali-
tarianism. These facts must constantly be kept beforc the c¢yes of
Uh@ working class, It will wooken the struggle apainst 5S¢ talinism?

nly if you fcel that capitallism can rcsolve the ceonomic, social and
pC_*tlcal contradicticns which crcated Stalinism. DBut Lot us suppose
thot rhough out prosccution of the class struggle capitalis: would be
so undormined that it could not continue the war, Thon, Wwe can reply,
the sociclist seizupe of power would be on the order of tho dayew
and so would 2 geonuine, a rcvclubtionary, asseult upon the Stalinist

world positions,

And if we werce to meintain a pesiti on of defensc cur the war?
So long as the social patrictic moed was cominant nc onc ¥ 1d look
at uc--thby would preier thosc whe werce dLlu to dcliver tho (30008,

nz
\-’
u




.o what 1s historically inc

nurply, the big bourgeo isie, not our organization, which fom the next

period will be able te conduct only a srall scale war waged with pins
on o Iape Thosb pecple whe would join us would be much the same

ﬂoe as Joined the CP ducirL the latter phase of Worlé ‘er II., And
v Tthe war~weariness began, with what polLulcal capital would we

be oble te approach the resses? They would have no causc to support
o party which proved itself to be no wore perceptive than they Worews
or cven leSs SO

‘«")(

Coleman?'s thesis--typically improssicnistic, typicelly income
plete, and typically illusory eos such thesc seem ordaincd te hee=-is

i ov, It is the old thesis of the lesser evil which -ave us

Litler after the defeat of the srcater covil, the Kaiser, in 1018w~

and Stalin after the defcat of the greatcer ov11, Hit]er, in 1645, In
yviclding to it Colcmen is WM”Cly rb ving another sccicles 1(:1 lavrs
thet In pericds of revecluticnary dofeat or stegnaticn sccinlists bend
under the pressurc of cepitalistic preopaganda, It is hordly more come

plox then that,

T4:Ls’cor'lc:(ﬂly it may prove that cur generation has boen conduct-

Sinc o gigontic reoar-guord action, whose fManeticon will be scen to have
“bheen uﬂut of prcserving the #“in bedy of Marxist doctrinc, Porhoaps,

Put teday, at this mement,
in o thousand ways its will

yorld working class 1s domonstrating
n gs te strugglcﬁ ccwplatelly oblivious
blo=-ag viewed by an intollilgentsia
"ich is weary of CV\rrtth o ocpu cotmittinCeesets Littlosqee0f its
wenriness to paper, The cursy “ont strugmlo% feroshadow the mwjor one
waﬁomants te oome, £~nd that 1t struggle is all thot o rovelutionory

con roascenably ask the werking class te de, The rest is lorgely up

L

In the nmecantime we have ne intenticn of flying from proscnt dif-
icultics te sclutions which o2rc in advancoe gu&v"nteod te foil,
‘novicev, Trotsky cncce said, tricd to maneuver with histerir, but
A’story cnded up by mancuveriny with Zinoviev, Gic fear that this 1is
t

B
},l l'

}.‘

c pegition ”%1ch. oleoman iz avout tr find himseclf in,

oy
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MUNIZ SEEKS NEW TACTICS =e AND REJECTS MARXISM

By Jacques

- s W

‘It has been long since we have read any documents by Iuniz,
‘Tow several articles have come to hand, notably one on the french
miners! strike of November 1948 led by the Stalinists, ancther
on the RDR, Here we have not mere attempts at interpretation,
but a summation of what Muniz considers to be the fundarentals
of doctrine. He deals with the tactics and stretegy to be ac-
cepted by the vanguard if the working class nicvement is to go for=
ward. Reading these documents leaves one with the curious feeling
of listening to a violinist with but a single string to uhis fid-
dle, Muniz is forever keyed up to the point where the revolution
i8 «=- must be =~ immediately on the order of the day. Twvo years
ago, upon his arrival in France, Muniz hastened to write an ar-
ticle in vhich we were privileged to read that the whole cuestion
of power in France lay in the streets of Paris, That is, the
situation was revolutionary, or, in the well-knovm expression of
Trotsky with respect to Germany before Hitler's advent to power,
everything was poised on the edge of a knife, Two years have
gone by and we read now that the epoch is such (it is no longer
merely a situation, but a conbinuous situation, l.e., an epochl)
that no tactics and strategy are permissible except those that
call on the workers to tumm every struggle into a political one
so as to raise at once the question of power through the prole-
tarian revolution. If we are taken unawares by the urcency ate
tributed by Muniz to events, it 1is unfortunately because he does
not help us to reach his exalted position by cne single sentence
of analysis.conceming what is actually transpiring. But without
such analysis, it is ubtterly impeossible to prove one's correctness,
e know that revoluticnary situations do net prolong themselves
over a period of years, but must be resolved in a relatively
brief period of time. And 1s it permissible to inquire whether
even in the "final' epoch events can move downwards on the curve
of the class struggle as well as upwards, so that concecivably
tactics might still have to ' modified depending on ths cxact
gituation? One thinks, for example, of the tactics of the Bola
sheviks in the months between February and October 1017.

But Muniz has an outlock that is simplicity itself. llarx and
Ingels - he tells us - werc not permitted in their studies of
capitalist development, great as was their genuis, to sec certain
e lements now in evidence, Today the possibility of the decline
of civilization faces us as an actuality; we can even observe
its concrete form in Stalinism, Yet all the tactics of the
vorkers' movement (including those advocated at various times by
the Fourth Intemational) issued out of a period when this actual
danger of decadence could not be taken into account. It follows
that thesc tactics no longer apply and must be changed radically
in accordance with the ncw character cof the epoch.,.

Let us quote Muniz in his owm words: "Partial struggles (that
is, struggles for immediate demands) are ne longer conccivable in
the same manner, for real partial victories are henceforth ime




possible, Not that the workers ere incapable of wresting from
capitalism increases in salary or a reduction in the hours of
vierlk, but that in the actual conditiens, this can prove nothing
finally but a trap; ecven the simplest workers begin to understand
this, The fate of the proletariat can no longer be ameliorated
undcer capitalism and consequently the cond itions for the rcvolu=-
tion can no longer become better. It flows from this that those
orranizaticns which have in view only partial ameclioration are

no longer refcrmist, but rcactiocnary: they serve only to bind the
proletariat te capitalist socicty or even to of fer to this society
& new counter-revolutioncry solution, just as does Stalinism. Lt
flows equally from this that an cconomic struggle 1.6d by rcvolu-
ticnists tekes on Immediatel a political character,... Today,
cithor the partial struggle becomes rapidly a general rcvolution=-
ery movement, or else¢ it can obtain nothing durable., For us,

it involves therefore not partial strugglcs, but rathcr the or-
~anization of the working class for the final struggle,”

Muniz goes on to say that whoreas formerly one could look
unon the big trade unions and reformist organizations as partake
ing of a dual nature, consorvative in relation to the revolu-
tion, but progressive with rcspect to the bourgeoisie, today this
contradiction has disappeared, Both reformism amd Stalinism are
now unreservedly react ionary. VYhen it wos pozsible to seize on
tho progressive side of the rcformist working class moverent to :
win over their adherents to the revoluticnary cause, the tactics 2
that could be utilizecd suited the necessities of the situation.
The united front, workcrs' control of production, opening of the
company books, trade union unity, etce, proved cxtremely useful,
But all of these cease to be useful from the moment when capital-
ist socicty exhsusts all possibility of further developmont, and
vhen reformism, from being the cxtreme left of capitalist society,
changes into one of its reactionary pillars, These tactics are
cven lgps appropriate in the case of countor—revolutionary Staline
ism. Yurthermore, vhat renders all these tactics, and above all
the united front, obsolete, is the fact that workers no longer
believe in these parties, ne longer have illusions about them but
arc profoundly skeptical,

There would scem to be a painful lapse in the logic applied by
Huniz here, If the trade union, for examplc, cngages in 2 strike
struggle for betterment vhen capitalism cannot possibly afford to
grant amclioration, the struggle must incvitably tske on a more
bltter character. Far from doing away with the contradictory nature :
of the reformist organizaticns, the naturc of the epoch should :
thon accentuate the contradiction more then ever, lMuniz acknowledges
this himself when he says that every struggle for partial gains
mist be transformed into a political struggle. Evidently the
sltuation must make this vpossible or it would be unreal ., But it
is still the reformist (or Stolinist) organizat ions that control
the workers in their present struggles, and not the revclutiocnists,

Thus these organizations come face to face with their inadequacy
cach time they are forced into a rcal fight. The fact that the
leaders act to betray their followers docs not change the objective
situation which should thus terd %0 set the workers in cpposition
morc and more te this leadership. If this is the casc, then it
follows that Muniz is entircly wrong and. the old tactics which re=-




lied on the contradictory mature of the reformist organizations,
should prove more effective than ever before in this epoch.

But thirty years of defeats, says Muniz, have taught him that
there is nothing to be gained by working with the old parties.,
Mote this well, Muniz demends a change in tactics because the
epoch is entirely different, Yet he cannot help bringing in the
previous defeats which have taught him the self-same lesson. That
would indicate that the tactics were wrong even in the previous
epoch}y In fact, Muniz is of the opinion here and elsevhere that
the defeats were due to false tactics and appraisals by the revoluw
tionary leaders. Ve shall see that this forces Muniz into full
retreat from all the ideas of Marxism, But Muniz still thinks that
the revolution must be carried through by the lead:rship of the
vanmard organized in a party. The revolutionary party rust win
to itself the most censcious and courageous workers as the necese .
sary condition for winning the masses, This vanguard, says Muniz, Ry
is not won on the basis of such slogans or ideas as the united '
front, but by the most general ideas of the revolution, IZvery :
day struggle leads directly %o the pelitical struggdd wihich per- i
niits raising the revolutionary slogans, Only in this way can new e
hepe be roused among the workers, the hope necessary for struggle
and for victory,. \

Muniz is nothing if not consistent. His rejection of all
the old tactics includes that of the nationalization of the means
of production in a workers! state. Muniz, like Chaulieu in a
long, pretentious article on this question, sees no need for any
transition periocd in which &ll industry is concentrated in the
hands of the state. No, not any more concentration thon now exists
is necessary, but the immediate socializing of this property,
The means of production must tecome an instrument in the hands of
the workers to satisfy the needs of consumption of sociletys. Naw=
tionalization according to the Russizcn model can lead only to the
same type of Stalinist reaction and decadence., Muniz thinks of
nationalization in thig scnse even in the workers?! state as a mere
continuation of the Pr@cess of concentration that takes place under
moncpoly capitalisme What then of the workers! state ibtsclf imme-
diately after the revolution?  Muniz tells us that on the morrow
of the revolution the workers! state, as well as capitalist dis=-
tribution must enter in their phase of withering away. Dut a
state owning all the means of production and cbtaining all the sur-
plus value, will never withcor away. Therefore the means of produc-
tion should have, "au lendemain meme de la revolution, the same
structure or form of property (an inadequate expression in the
eyes of Muniz' as in socialist society. The whole concept of a
transition period, worked out by Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, is
thrown overboard, Muniz wants nothing but socialism, pure and
simple .

Muniz reclegates Marx and Engels, in their analysis of society,
and in the strategy and tactics which they advocated as a result
of this analysis, to an obsclete past. He has apparently forgotten
whatever he may have knowm vreviously concerning the founders of
socialism when he spoaks of them as having raised only thc broad
and general idcas of the revolution, Is it necessary for us to
send him back to the ir works in which they deal with the trade union
cucstion, the question of parliaments and reformisy, the question
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of economic demends, the housing question, the relation of the work-

ing class to the middle class, yes, and even the question of per-

menent revolution which itself involved for Marx precisely the

relation of partial demands to ever more general demands up to the

most general ideas (and practice) of the revolutich? Tut if Muniz

thus .unwittingly denigrates Marx and Engels, he does far orse for

Lenin and Trotsky. He casts overboard evorythlng for which they \
stood, everything which Trotsky devoted himself to saving from i
the corrodlncr influence of Stallnlsm, without so much as giving

then honorublc, mention. Marxism in the hands of these four tovere

:mg figures, was a rich integration of all the expBrience of the

vorking class, This integration took the form, above all else, »_
oi’ the sharpening by all-sided analysis, of all the woa apons of j
tactics and strategy in the arsenal of the revolutgonists, The '
interrelation of all the ideas of minimal and meximm programs,

the dialectical transformtion of tactics with every Iimportant 3
tirning point in the situation, the correlation of, tactics and A
strategy with the oconomic conjuncturéd -- these w the rethods of
thinking that, worked out over two decades and mor§, becoric the

art of Bolshevisme The grcatest-art of all, the g‘c of leadership,

vas shown to be tied to fhe ability to reco pnlze, timely fashion
sharp turns in events and to the readip=ss to cha Pe tactics just
as sharply "tCCOI‘dlngly. Trotsky worked out -~ warning, of course,
that it must not be used dogmatically and sthemotical ly, &s though
it were the unchangeable letter of the law -= a transition program,
the purpose of which was precisely to show the movement how to win
the sympathy and confidonce of the working class with partial deo=
riands, and, as the situation became more revolutionary with the
decpening of the- class struggle, how to aid the workers to bridge
the zap between tho se partial demands and the more advanced ones.
that would direct the struggle- far power., .

All this WlSdO"H, the summation of a lifetime of experisnce -
(and vhat ezperiencel) Muniz finds not merely unneoessary nut
reactionaryl He prcposes to drop all the middle terms of the pro-
gram, all the slogans and idcas that lie between the prosent status
end consclousness of the mass of workers, and tle final insurrece
tion to take power, and to rctain only the end point, the revolu=~
tion itself. Muniz asserts that it is necessary, in the light of
the changed epoch, to modify radically all our tactics, What
change has he-proposed exactly? What are the new forms? Let him
point to one single rew onel All that he proposesyls to drop tace
tics = is, negatn.ve. There is not one iota of crnatlvlty in his
tm.nklngl Does he seriously think that he has disgovercd something
new in the fact that the epoch iIs the final critic®l one in which
capitalism 'stifles in its own contradietions and tMPeatens by its
decay to drag all civilization under with it? But : - rotslty based
all his thinking on this very view, His transitign program is ‘
tied directly and unequlvocally to this analysis of the present B
epoch, although Trotsky never dreamed of basing woﬁlnr“ class
strategy and tactics on the nature of the epoch when he lkmew, as . .

" we know » that the changes in situation during the epoch mmust deterw

mine these weapons. The epoch, final though it be, isnevertheless
prolonged and its historic movement hns, cven since the end of the
war, shown tremendous swings both upwards and downwards on the
curve of the class struggle. Both Lenin and. Trotsky t’tught that
capitalism had reached its death agony in the first world ware ‘

1
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It is truly amazing thet Muniz, who has rcad Lenin's work on
"Left Communism, an Infantile Disorder," should be sc forgetful ,
as to repeat the forlish errors against which Lenin polemicized == v
and repeat them in almost the identical words}! Due allovance must )
be made for the status of the CP in that period and this., Lenin
quotes- from the documents of the German ultra-leftists: "The
Opposition has selected a different road, It is of the opinion
that the question of the supremacy of the CP and of its dictatorm
ship is only a guestion of tactics., At any rate, the supremacy of
the CP is the last form of any party supremacy. On principle, we
must strive for the dictatorship of the proletariat, oand all the
party measures, its organization forms of struggle, its strategy
and tactics must be planmed to fit accordingly. Therefore, every
compromise with other parties must be rejected. There must be no
turning back to the already outworn historical and political forms
of the parliamentary struggle, no policy of maneuvering and tempor-
izing. The specifically proletarian methods of the revolutionary :
struggle mst be strongly emphasiged., In order to embrace the «
grcatest mass of the proletariat which is to carry out the revolu- :
fionary fight under the leadership of the CP, there must Dbe created 3
new forms of organization upcn the broadest foundations and within £
the widest limitse" One of the new forms is that of shop com=-
mittees, and the document of the ultra-leftists rejects the reace
tionary trade unions in favor of building these shop committees.
Lonin also quotes Sylvia Pankhurst, the English leader, &s fol=
lows: "CP must not enter into. compromiseseess A CP must keep 1ts
doctrine pure, and its independence of reformism inviolate; its
mission is to lead the way, without stopping or turning by the
dircet road to the communist revolution,” EHEven more appropriate
is a quotation from Engels on the Blanquists, who wrote as follows
in the ir manifestos: "We are ¢ommunists becausc we wish to attain
our aim directly, without stopping at imtermediate stations, with-
out any compromise, which only postpones the day of victory and
prolongs the period of slavery," To which Engels replies: "The
Gemman communists are communists because, through all intermediate
development, they clearly scece and perpetually follow the one final
aim, the abolition of classcs and the creation of a social system
in which there will no longer be any place for private property in
land or in the means of production, The 33 Blanquists are commune
jsts because they imagine that, since they want to leap over inter=-
mediate stations and compromiscs, the cause is as good as won, and
if things begin wovi one of these days and power gets into their
hande, 'Comtrnisy will e inkmcduced?t the day after LomMoOrroW..es
That ohildish naivete =« to put forwaprd opefs own lLmpstlonce a8 |
o theoretical argument i" —

We may well apply Engcl's remarks to Muniz. Lenin, learning
from Marx and Engels, teaches us precisely the opposite viewpoint
to that of Muniz and the Blancuists, He tells us that communists
must utiliZe every possible form of tactic -=- only filling the
tactic with communist comtent and meaning. He warms again and again
of the neced for participating in and mstering all forms of social
activity, and of the meed to be ready to change rapidly from one :
form to another, He says: "Communists, adherents of the Third P

International (written, remcember in 1920 before the International K

degenerated under Stalinism), exist in all countries procisely for
the purpose of adapting along the whole Yine, in every domain of
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life, the old socialist, trade-unionist, syndicalist and parlia-
nentarian activities to the now communist ideas" And to cmphasize
most strongly this view, he -adds: "We do not know.,. which of the
inflammable sparks..e.fanncd by the economic and political world
crisis will be the one to start the conflagration...; we are
therefore bound to utilize owr new communist principles in the
cultivation of all and every ficld of endeavor, no metter how old,
rotten and seemingly hopcless,"

) The real heart of the quwstion of tactics lies in the analysis
oi cach concrete situation and the determination of vhat will

roisc the level of class 'consciousness of the workers, <Zenin and
Trotsky rciterated this on cvery occasion, Thus Lenin sayss: "The
vhole point lies in being able to apply these tactics to raisc and
not to lower the general level of proletarisn class-consciousness
ond revolutionary ability to fight and conquer,"” Muniz informs us
that the workers today are completely skeptical as concerns their
parties, He rofers to the socialists and the Stalinists., Assuming
that he is correct (which is most unlikely, sincec skeptics gencrale
1y lcave parties and do not join or remain .in them) this mood is
surely the last one on which to base direct appcals for revolutione
ary struggle, The skeptic is not ready to risk 1life and Llimb

in a struggle which calls for the greatest sacrifices, HMNuniz adds
as an afterthoucht, that it is necessary to instill new hope in

the masses, and this he proposcs to do by the simple process of
appealing for the direct struggle for power through a party that
does not yet exist - no leossi

No matter what the quoestion touched upon, Muniz haos his readye-
made abstract formula on hand to apply. This simplifics thinking,
since there is then no nced for any sort of concrete anclysis of -
the actual situation, the state of consciousness of the vorkers,
the rclation of thc classcs, the strength of the workers! organizaw
tions, the economic conjuncture, and above all, the develcpment of
prcesent cvents out of previous enes, Take for example vhat Muniz
has to say on the question of the RDR. He finds that this organizaw-
tion is complctely ne gative, noy rcactionary, with demazoglc, rce-
actionary lecadecrs, and with o program that pretends to be radical
in order to attract left clements, He calls attontion particularly
te the dishonest use of revolutionary phrases, such as: "Le RDR
rcaffirme qu le meillewr moycn de lutter centre la gucrrc ctla
dictature cst de preparer la rovolution socialiste," (The RDR re-
affirms that the best way to fight against war end dictatorship is
to prepare for the socialist revolution,) Muniz tells us that
"Les autcurs du progromme ont crus cans doute ctre tres radicaux
ocn adoptant presque mot par mot le programme dc transition du
parti trotskiste official,” (The authors of the program thought
beyond a doubt that they were being very radical in adopting almost
word for word the transition program of the official trotskyist
partys) This organizgtion (RDR), it is very evident, docs not
have the same program as Muniz, Therefore it must be eiposed and
its really forthright revolutionists must be appealed to in order

to_get them out of the RDR and in the Muniz organization wherc they

belong,

It mever scems to have occurred to Muniz that the RDR arose
at a pamticular time and that it therefore throws some light on
this papticular period. Vhy did not Sartrc and Rousset and the
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othe re come forward two years or even one year prior to this partice
ular moment with thelr present views? End is it to be sncered ab

and rejccted off-hand that now they find it necessary to come out , ,
with views that corrcspond at some points with the Trotslkylst prow= {
gram 2 The organizetion is obvicusly a loose and confuscd foyrm of ‘
contrisme The first qustion that Marxists ask with rcspect to

such a grouping is: Is it moving leftwards? What symptoms does it

offer as to the working class of France, or as to the netty boure
gooisie? Vhat does it indicate concerning the grip of the Staline

atg on these workers? Is this grip loosening or tightoning?
(anedomwumg1mstmm@mna]9ﬁ;mmmm;ﬁmﬁetﬁzmmsoas

to win the whole organization or a goed part of it to the revolu-

tionary ceuse? Muniz had nothing at all to say on the RDR until

its large meetings caught him (end others) by surprise, Hc spoaks
cntirecly as an outsidor, evidently having dene nothing at all to

czplore it near at hand. Yet ovents force Muniz to attend one of

its meetings and, at the very last moment (tco late, indcedl) to

try to have something to say to its membe rs and sympathizers. Re- -
ports make it abundantly clear that tle membership bccanc very ¢
rmaech dissatisfied with its leaders, particularly with tholr conduct ‘
jn inviting reprcsentatives of Yankeo imperialism, or spolesmen

for this imperialism, te their anti-war congress, The RDR held

its gencral conference shortly after this episode, which cave a

splendid opportunity to thosec inside to aim blows at the incpt

lecadership and to cducete the membership in the need for an organi=-
zation that could control this leadership democratically, in ordcr

to have it carry out a good program decided upon democratically

b the majority. Bubt Muniz is not one for making & step at a time,
shorter or longer, in the right directions. He wants all or nothing

~= and so0 he got preciscly nothing, (Plsewherc we shall criticize

t1e Shachtmanites for their cpportunist rolc,)

Muniz has tho usual miscenception cof the sectarians end ultra=
loftis®a. Thoy criticizo tactics with:roforcned to ar finished prow
gpam (or "final" program) of revolution. This is, so to speak, &an
inncr proccss with not the slightcst refercnce to the outer world
(funiz nced not be living in France this yoar in ordecr to write

his doeuments; he could do so anywherc and at any timc ). Yheroas
“ho discussion of tactics -- in whatever "gencral" period -~ 1s
totally meaningless without some attempt at evaluation of the situa-
tion among the workers and the relation of all the clasgscs in sO=
cictye, Muniz cschews all interest in situations other then the
revolutionary one for which he sits and waits, He kwops repeating
that cverything clsc 1s today mecaningless. This is, of course,

the very best way to scparate himself and his handful of misguided (
followers from the actual day-by-day struggles of the Viorke TS - o
Tekc again the attitude of Huniz on the miners! strikes lcd by the _
Stalinists. This strike wvas a criminal misuse of the torrinle

stpaits of these workers to accomplish pelitical aims in the

forcign policy of the Kremlin; of that therc can be no duestion,

Did the miners understand this? The vast majority did nob, bub

accepted the Stalinist loadershlp because there was no othecr to

1cad them in their dcsperate struggles It is unfortunately still

true (look at the figuresl) that many workers centinue to think

that the commnists fight sincerely for the working class. Yes, '
many mine rs were coerced into jolning the strike, but thoen again &

it took very many to participate in thec process of cocrcion, as

in otler big strikes. Frequently in the class struggle largeescale =




 ’trave11ers found the position so obviously untenable that they had

’ "&3&?'?;

strikes occur with which we have. little sympa+hy, nlther because
of the false, betraying 1éad°rgh1p, or because of the -situation
at the time and the ajms of the -strike, which may tend te play in-
te the hands of the bosses and bring serious defeats. ‘e take no
responsibility for these sfrike s, and ‘we criticize them openly,
Sut we tell the workers -~ sust agNOpeg;y == Lhat we march with them
even when they are wrong in order to show our sclidarity in the
struggle against the capitalists, We are with them alsc %o teach
Them lessons in bactics and in - leadership andin politics. Ve have
scrie chance to gain a hearing if we are with them, but none at all
if we are against them or iIf they are persuaded that we are against
tkem, True, the tagk is infinitely difficult with the Stalinists
in control, but no amount  of wishing and cussing can evade this
circumstance. The situation is not made tc order for us. Ve are
forced to accept it as it is,.

We repeat the unfor *unate fact is that many militant vorkers
(not Just careerist scoundrels) still accept the Stalinist leader=
shipes Many accept it because they sée no other and because they
think that the power of Russia (still to them the land of social-

ism) behind the communists may help bring some gains to them,
H W shall we reach these werlers? Are they worth reaching, in
Py ance, in Italy and elsevhere? It would be ubter folly merely
te tum onels back on them, Ye are convinced that sooner or later
they, like many other workers, will become disillusioned with their
foreign-directed leadership, We must be ready at that time (only
the most careful attention will indicaete when this begins to occur)
to try to win them over to our new party- rather than to see them
guit all politics in disgust, as so often happens. Can we¢ reject
the united front tactic once and for all with Stalinists, when
masses of misgunided workers are involved? That again cen only be
termed the worst kind of felly. We do not at all propose on each
eand every occasion (as do the Cannonites) to call for a united
front with the Stalinists or with any seetion of them, 3But we de-
mand that this tactic. remain in our arsénal, that this cuestion be
Lcft open to depend on future events, If . na_when the oo~slb111ty
opens up to break through the Stalinist leadership by of fering and

- participating in a common struggle, we must be ready Tor it,

There is at hend on a small scale a most instructive cxample.
ﬁe have little sympathy with the rigidity of the Canncnites op
with their views on Stalinism, Yet we mugt freely admit that

'th31r tactics with regard tc the Civie Rights Congress in the

United Statcs had excellent rcsults. This congress was obviously
Stalinist controlled 2and had as its aim the rmblllz ation of supe
port for the CP leaders on trial in bthe foderal courts, The
Cannonites could have pointed to the reccord of the Stalinists in
rclation to the trial of the 18 Trotskyists in Minneapolis just be-

- fore the war, and could have rldlculed the whole congress, In-

stcad they showed rare good judgrent by entering it, offering a
unitcd front against capitalist oppression and for the oolltion
of the abomineble Smith gag act, Bubt they elso prODosed that

-the congress go on record for a pardon for the Trotskyists con-

demned under the same act now being used against.the Stalinists
vho had previously supported it. The Stalinists were in such an
obvious dilemma that the entire press gloated to watch their
scuirming discomfort, Many Stalinist hacks and close Tellowe
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to take a stand publicly against the CP, The Cannonites thereupon
foolishly erred in calling these hacks "liberals," thereby perw=

mitting types like the infamous Schuman and the not=so=naive ‘ /
Shapley a loophole to escape completely the responsibility for all

their past foul deeds, But Huniz should study this episode and

learn something from it,

The present period may woll be compared on an international
scalc with the period insidc Russia after 1905-7 when the first
revolution gave way to blackest reaction, The Russian revolution=
ary movement came close to the vanishing point and suffered in-
credible depression, demoral ization, schism, dispersal and renegacye.
The entire Russian revolution may be looked upon as the "1905" of
the world proletariat, On the world arena we witness precisely
all the same effects that were seen inside Russia in thc carlier
period:s decimation of the workers movement; schisms, demoralizfe
tion on all sides; yielding up of the struggle and permitting the
philistines to place their stamp o disspproval and distorting criti-
cism on the revolutionists who presumably "failed." Renegacy we
witnoss on all sides. There is the same retreat as after 1905 --
with one big difference. The Bolsheviks had to make a grand re-
£reat, but it was made under experienced leadership. Lenin says
of the retreat after 1907 that "the Bolsheviki only attained this by
mercilessly exposing and throwing out the rovolutionists of
phrases, who did not wish to understand that it was necessary to
retreat, that it was obligatory on them to leam how to vork legal=
1y in the most reactionary parliaments, in the most rcactlonary
trade unions, cooperatives, workmen'!s insurance and similar organi=-
zations." Today we do not have the experienced leadership that
rénnained after 1905, That is what has made the rotreat lore pro-
longed and more confused, And that mekes it all the casiér for the
rene gades from Marxism to call everything in the past, above all
the Russian revolution as led by Lenin and Trotsky, a grcat mistake,

Muniz has unconsciously given way to the moods of this period,
Heo makes the task of the anti<Marxists far casier by himself ace
quiescing in everything they say. Muniz started by criticizing
Trotsky justa wee bit., In his case that seemed to start a complete
erumbling of the dikes, so that the waters have now overwvhelmed
him. The revolution ended in failure. Therefore all thc tactics
and strategy connected with it were wrong and must be rcjected.
Is this exaggerated? No, far look at what Muniz Pejects. He says
that all the old tactics must be rejected and must be rcplaced by
new ones. Nationalization of industry under a workers! state is - E
wrong, for it places power in the hands of a bureaucrady that must ot
inevitably become like the Stalinists., (Thus he swallows Burnham
and the other "critics" in onc big lpe) There cannot be a transie
tion period for this same rcason, %Xnd what happens to the dice
tatorship of the prolotariat, and the nced for coercion against
the capitalists who remain though defeated?) The workers must
take over the industrics ("possession") and immediately proceed
(efter a civil war?) to run them to satisfy the needs of society.
A1l industry must be “"smocialized" at oncel What becomes then of
central plenning? Obviously this attempt was all a mistake. (And
how about the backward countries? How exactly will they satisfy Q
the nceds of "society"?) Here Muniz takes over the views of the ~
antieauthoritarians (the anarchists) against whom Marx and Engels
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bitterly polemicized. Engels says concerning them: "But the antia=
authoritarians demand that the political state should be abolished
et one blow, even before the social relations which gove birth to
the state are themsclves abolished, They demand that the first

act of the social revolution shall be the abelition of all authori-
tye" - In what way does the attitude of Muniz differ from that of
the anarchists? On what bagsis can he still call himself & Mariist?
17111 he not advocate the old anarchist idea of small worlkers!
cormunes? He has given no clear view of vhat he proposes instead
of the "old obsolete tactics,"

Muniz is like o gambler who mekes his wager for oll or no-
. thing. His outlook is in reality one of despair and can gain
/- only the "nothing." Revolutionary situations arise in society,
- but they do not comec for the asking, nor arc they prolongecd in
time., Trotsky emphasized, along with Lenin, that therc come situ=-
ations in which even & fow hours are decisive and maeke all the
difference between victory and defeat, But these few hours must
be peinstakingly (end patiently) prepared for through the building
up of real discipline in a revolutimmary party. Such discipline
depends abeve all on correct guidence by 2 lcadership which gains
respect prec isely by its correcctness, This leadéership rmust know,
hew to tice the party closely to the masses din their everyday
‘struggles, Muniz cannot pcssibly supply this type of leadership,
for all his views now militote against it. He is unablec to apply
the Marxist tactics; henco ho rejects them as wrong, But they
are the only cres by which =2 revolutionary party can be bullt and
fthrough which it can accomplish its grcat tasks, Thus Iiniz asks
us to reject all Merxism -~ ond of fers nothing in return.

##




TQ"ROD””TION THE POSL-PLuFU“ DT‘CUSSION

The following are motlons on po’l*lcal action wnlch came hefore
the recent plenum of the National Cormiitee, Ncne of the resolutions
or motions was adopjted by a majority vote of the National Comriittee,
despite a considerable discussion of the varying views »resented,
Although no technical measures have yeu been adonted for arriving at
a decision at this time, the materlal is nresented to the IsL for a

membership discussion in the branches and the I3L bulletin,

The discussicn is onened with the he: d cuments,
All corrades are invited to particinate o ‘ n ¥ as
it takes place in the branches, but to c<1 ute ijevs in writ-
ing for a discussion bulletin,

A number of ot! her deciaions were taken by.ths Plc enun, the rnaterial
for which appears in a seoaratf bulietin which will reach you very
snortly. Though they deal with quest*oLs that were not in disy pute,
they are also sent out for a. general membersais discussion since
relate to problems of ISL activities and persnectives, _

The branch ive comr ittees are gdvised to crganize the dis-
cunglons in the 1 Waen you have done thiz, leaue rofL“y the
National Office of th Seps you nav e Balten and how the dlscussion

- develops, :

°

When the | : Cozjitteﬁ arrives at a decision on the dig=-

osition of the on political action, it will Le communicated
& 2

at once to the brar

Fraternally yours,
Albert Gates,
Secretary

AG::m
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‘Ben Hall motion (defeated by plenunm):

The slogan "For a Labor Party" serves the I3L as a means of
putting forward tha concent of the clsss "ururj ¢ 1n Jouliar language
and of pushing the labor movement toward a bresk with thic existing
capltalis tt parties, The orientation of the labor movement today,
ineluding its most leftist sections, is gener ally toward the Democrate
ic Party, in particular its Fair Deal wing, Our Labor Party slogan,
put fomward essentially as a ologﬂr for urcaklmg with the Democratic
Party and for the forma tion of a new party, does not allow for the
support of candidates on the Democratic ticket either in the prinmaries
or the general clections.

The amendments are conceived of as a sccond trench defcnse of
class politlcs after the Labor Party proposal has bveen defeated, The
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nrincipal argument for the Labor Party ﬂu“t reject thc concent of an
alliance with Falr Deal Devocrats, If the new tsctic ig to have any
mecaning from the point of -view of the Iu it muct be pronosed in the
same sense, Once the proncsal for a Labor Rarty (or independent labor

ticltet) 1s defeatad, the prooosal to coernteat the Dﬁwoc“at;c primaries
with union canuvdqreq and to gsupport -them if victor: a3 Demoeceratic
candidates can only arnear as ludicrous ar decei*ful. In attenpting
to apply the proposcd tactiecs, cur union corrades can only cscape from
suchh a dilemma by abandbning the slog“n fvr a Lavor Party completely
in practice or rclegabting it to an uni 3 nlace '

The new tactic presumably 1s especic nplicable ameng the more
wdvxrco militants as insthe UAT, & L ne w?‘it4nts lcoked

toward the fornastion of a new »narty b v or the nressure of
rlghb¢st tendenciss in ths lavor .aovemsnt sy have rctreatcd back
toward thc Democratic Party. By initiating oroposals for »rimary
fights within the Democratic Party, the ISL will asncar to cendorse
thelr retreat and will find imposgsiblc to contrast ticir correct
lecaning of the past with the false tendency of tiic drcesente

Where unions actual¢y do run candidates In thc nrimaries, they
will run them as rnart of a labor-liberal ccalition within the Dewo-
cratic Party against its right wing. Supucrt to thesc candidates in

the primaries as in the “O"ul;x clections will not be suodoort of inde-
nendent labor candidates mut of Fair Deal coalition,

The motions are rejccted hccause in the s»neccific
labor's role in thc Demoeratic Par at the present time, they would
makc 1t imposcible to present a ,AﬁSﬂs ent narty nosition
a genuine working class conitant,.

Mox Shaechtman motlon (delesnted by olenum):

The leader
CIO, gives gvery
in the Iicld ol political action
pr'>1cu*t;al elac
of the mer bersbip,
1ave in
dunt lamor

1ovr“ﬂrt sarticularly of the
ol*ow tixs some course
clections as In the 1048
’OtLV O vassive supsort

ant sect
gvﬂvqthetic to

arn turn in the pcl t le

suel: 2 J“r*" or even

trade union auvsnices,

. ; ailling policy of worii

"fTLuPd ;ddt@o' she canitalist partices, priﬁarily

cratic, me N3 tum ne 1o movercnt continuss

left wing of the capitalist parti and not yet a3 an

political movement. Our »roi 2 continusg to

wing - the organizcd woriing . S. awvay from the

so that 1t can ocpsfvthto 'uSm? a3 A independent

main pelitical slogan thercforce cortinucs to Le ths

labor partye. :
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If, howevecr, it appcars in the pre-electicn periocd that the
unions will follow their present policy unaltered, and if the slogan
of the lef't wing 1s. not accepied by the union ranks, it is permissible

- N [ . ’ * : . ' 3
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‘and under certaln conditions nccessary, to present to the ranks
another slogan cor pronosale Where the policy of sunporting the candi-
date of a capitalist party is adopted by the unicns, it would be
correct for the left wing, after a declar 2tion that 1t retains its
views on the labor party and recogriizes the fact that its views have
for the moment been rcjected, to nropose that the unions at least put
forward their own candidates for the nominations, cl.oscn democratical-
ly by the membership, and organize a fight for these candidates, in
the primary c’octlor 3, as against the coificial nominccs of the capi-
alist party machinss - pladging 1ts support of the union ncminecs if
rea win in th primaricse. The left wing should certainly give aid
and comfort to those militants who may meke such a pro-osal indep end-

-

ently and should cven stirulate them to do so,

The aim of thls provcosal is & 17 ¥ anl -file milit-
ants, by an appeal to their class T ings ¢ neir groving aware-
ness of the organized political strergth they have shown themsclves
able to muster and exert in rccent clecticns, to supoort a line that
will deepen and sharnen the conflict of interests etwcecn the bureau-
cracy of the official capitalist parties and the labor lcadershin.
that has attached itself to thesc varties, thereby contributing to a

eparation between them. Consequentiy, it should not be identified
with any of the customary sgrecments by means of which the oificial
Oafty machines promise thoeir suprort of a trade-unlon leader for a
ninor office in bxchangc for thie sunjport by the traode-union movement
of the machine candidates for ma or offices., It is orecisely the
major and outstanding OIingu unleh ths left wing should provnose that
trade~unionists, responsiblc to the unions and chozen Dy them, shall
contest against the capltalist machine candidates,

This being

opportunist interpretation, it

2 new policy for the ISL, and one wh.

s imnortant to vmanbs

it
or

1t may be om oroletarianized and organ-
ized locali w“crc : ! rcw~0ﬁ1bl” expected teo gain
51gn1flcart su130ﬂt from : ion Wll;LERtS, wiicrc it can
force the officizl leadership o bove all the unions them-
sclves to the left, whare the or: tution of such candidatcs
would constitutc in tho merid ol the coplc a labor ticket
counterposed to a capitalist tici and in gencral where 1t
would contribute to the only ¢ purnosce that the
proposal aims tc achieve;

nowhere may membors of the ISL sponsor or support such a
proposal without the preliminary anoroval of the Political
Committec,

E, Garrett amendment (defcated by nlenum):

While we 4o not particinatc in Derceratic Party prinaries, or
curge the entrance of labor unions into such primarics, we hold that,
in consideri ng ﬁartlcular 1nuthnccs, 1t is grooer to suowort snch




candidates appearing on Demoorabic Party tickebss whico are of o kind andad
the »roduct of a sltvation as described in the Shaciit ar nohion,

L T
Re. Ferguson motion (defexted by plenum):

le Join the Democratic Party? No!

s Support labor-supnorted Devocratic politicians? Nol

3¢ Support Democratic machinc-supportod laboritcs? No!

4. Support individual labor- (or pro-labor-) Dcriocrats merely
running in primaries against official Democratic machine
candidates (like Zdwards)? HNol

5. Support individual coddidates whe declarc trhe nced for a
separate natlonal Labvor Party but run in clcebticns on such a
plhtform on Democratic ticket under the mistaken belief that

this will lead to building a sufficient sogment of labor

Democrats to launch later a Labor Party by subgequcnt split,

These reject the liberal-labor coal tilon in favor of

-~

A

Tabor

Party perspective and enter candidates to ~iv morc concrete

“7

meaning te their dsmand for and aet.vity in behal? of »romote-

ing the sbgan "Bulld labor's indensndent

ma ALne" on a none

burcaueratic, dciwoeratic busls of rank and filc particination?

Yes!




