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STATEMENT OF THE POLITICAL COMMITTEZE
ON THE RESIGNATION OF IRVING HOWE
AND HENRY JUDD,

It is pever a happy ciroumstance when individuals resign from the ISL and announce
their intention to leave the soocialist movement; this is particularly true when,
as in the ocase of Irving Howe and Henry Judd, they were prominently assoociated
with the organization.

But when two people like Howe and Judd quit the organization, the act is a measure
of the fierce pressures exerted upon individuals and movement alike by the ob-
Jeotive oiroumstances of the present world situations These unremitting pressures
should be olear to everyone. They are anit-socialist, anti-Marxist, anti-

. internationalist and anti-soolal world opinion (all of it equated with pure and
simple anti-Stalinism), more severe in the United States, beceuse of its unique
world position, than in any other country outside the Stalinist orbit. It is

- abundantly olear from the Howe~Juld statement of resignation, that their motive-
tion is the most obvious refelotion of objeative pressures.

The statement presented to us by Howe and Judd is exoeedingly brief. It could
have been briefer still, for the signifiocant motivation given for their step is
clearly stated in several sentences announcing their intention to support the
"West" in the impending war between the two imperialist campse All else in their
dooument 1is gratuitous agd of no great moment. What else is the meaning in their
mouths of the words our place is in the Western world," and the strioture that
.sooialists oannot "retire to some i’ isle cf rectituds more or less equidistant
from both sides"? Whose formula is this, by the way? It was first expressed by
.Howee If the ISL never questioned him about the mesning of this statement, it was
because it gave him the bemefit of the doubt, Yet, only a few weeks passed before
this formula made its meaning clear to hime It was inavitable therefore that the
"third camp” position should become to them "meaningless, a fetish." Their talk
about opposing the war and urging resistance "to those who accept or desire a
Third World Wgr," then becomes a violation of the political logis of the newly-
stated views whioh they have taken over from the chauvinists and is.e hesitent
acoommodation to the "vicieus" influence of "tradition".

So far as the war is concerned, Howe amd Judd have adopted a wulger, praotioal"
-®stimate of the world struggle, based upon the relative strength of the two main
conterderss In the oourse of this evolution they have had to cast eside those -
few remaining prineiples whloh ha ve kept them in the movsment in the past few
yearse.

Neither Howe nor Judd have ever oommunioated their "new view of American socialism"
to us. At the most, they have posed "problems," to which rmeither of them hase
oontributed the slightest clarity, nor even an intelligent statement of what the
"problems" weres Of lamentations we have had plenty. The difference between us
is that we have tried and continmue to try to solve our problems on the besis of
our principled views and ar ganizational existence, while they have solved what
they consider their problems by abandoning socialist prmciple and the sooialist
future, .

Let no one make any mistake about it- the act of ‘resignation by Howe and Judd is
the result of their current "theories" add polities, or more specifically, the
evolution of these. The difficulties and wesknesses of the IsL, oondi‘b:.ona whioh
offeot all socialist organizations today, have only served as one of the exouses"
for their resignation, .- :
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All else in the statement are merely unthaught-out and undeveloped hints, father
then boldly stated, clear-cut views, Hasn't this been characteristic of both

Howe and Judd? How did their present decision to leave the ISL come about without
discussing a single question with the responsible bodies of the organization?

The membership ought to know that in a sense the resignations came as a surprise
to the Lea.gue. It was rever a secret that Howe and Judd had"differences" ,
entertained "opposing views" or disagreed with the ISL on this, that or another
question _

In the case of Howe, it was known that he had "misgivings" on the anti-war posi-
tion of the ISL and that he had "defensist" leanings, But what was rever known
to the ISL, and what Howe ocould never meke olear was a ooherent amd expliocit
deolaration of his views, mew or old, so that we could understand and discuss them
with hime His doubts about Marxism (‘bo the extent that he knew and understood it)
wore expressed,to be sure, in other journalsy; he had "feelings" about the move-
ment in gemeral, its theories and programs, and its history. But they were never
based on solid knowledge. Inddirectly, and sometimes direotly, the organization
gried to assist and correct Howe &n his more heady and ridioulous flights in the
world of theory, history and politiose That it didn't do enough of this, may be
true, but here also, it should alweys be borne in mind the organization was dealing
with an "independent spirit", whose own "feelings" about the organizetion and its
leadership precluded that kind of intellectual relationship,

‘Not many weeks ago, Howe wrote a long defense of Marxism, soocialism and the

"tendency" ‘represented by the New International in the magazine, answering the
Princeton volumes on Ameriocen socialisme He spoke at a large forum of the New York
ISl developing some of the views of the artiocle, True, not all of the comrades
were -satisfied with the manmer of this defense, the errors of ommision and the
somewhat primitive understanding of Marxism in Ameriocas. But the fact that Howe
made this defense seemed satisfying to most. He has spoken a great for the SYL
in recent months and more or less reflected the general views of the ISL, His
present step, therefare, does ocome as a slight surprise to those who interpreted
the above aotions as indications that Howe was being drawn closer to the mmvement,
or rather, driven closer to it by the stupidities of its oriticses But Howe's
political instability is not a new thing and his present amotion is an expression
of it, not in contradiction to it.

Judd®s oase is somewhat different. Since the end of the war, we have obsrved
his evolution from the most hide-bound end terrifylhgly "orthodox" Marxist to a .
political chameleon, The first publls sign of this evolution oame with his article
The Rélevance of Trotskyism". The views of this article, carelessly joined and
half-developed, were mever followb,d up in an orderly manrer so that the organiza-
tion might know what it was exaotly that Judd stood for, or even what he was try-
ing to sgy. Since then, Judd has followed so completely a zig-zag political course
tha.t it has been diffioult to know oh what day he would unoeremoniously ocast aside
" views"thoughtfully" arrived at the week before,

We have observed the presentation of his "orthadox" position on Jugoslavia prior
to his departure to Europe. Within a few weeks theredter, he adopted a violently
opposed but obscure views A vigorous demand for support of the Bevan movement
inside the Labor Party (a view conforming in general with the position of the ISL)
was followed by attacks on Labor Action for alleged failure to advocate this
position, and ended finally, with a warning that we must be careful about Bevan
because he was dangerous (gratuitous advioe, as everpmember knows)$ A demand that
we get out of the political rut by adopting "a new end fresh approach" to the
presidential election, was followed by Judd's adoption of the very old position
of abstention. By itself abstention in the present oleotion was not horrendouse




What is horrendous was the way Judd attacked the leadership for the decision which
was adopted, and his feilure to presemt any view on the elections, distinguished
or otherwise that might have been discussed as a eerious end furdementd differ=
ence with the Leaguee A vigorous enti-war position detsi led in the NI of a year
8go, is now followed by a shallow and even chanvinistic support of American ime
perialisme v

And final ly, the promise to present the ISL in September with a full-dress dis-
cussion of "new views onh all the main politioal questions of the day, is oapped

by e sudden resignation from the ISL without the presentation of a single idea

in eny form, unless the proposed position of abstention in the elections is essumed
to cover everythinge - - ‘ '

The mﬁm%rship of the I SL should know that siroce his return from Europe, Judd

- has attended few meetings ard in the last two months, none at alle The long~
-promised presentation of a dooument or doouments containing his views came to
nothing, for now we: laarn that no fruitful discussion can be held in the ISL, and
aay, it would be a waste of time, since neither he nor Howe, are ocertain that,
in this period of social or political development, en organization like ours or
any other "small" sooialist organization, should exist. '

A disoussion of organization with Hows and Judd would indsed be vaine Hed they
presented and fought for their views, or sought to win support for them, a fruit-
ful, educational disoussion would certainly have resulteds But they chose not to
do Bhise They insinuate that such an attempt was mede. But that is 8imply not
trues  What we have been presented with is a speotacle of imtelleotual and poliw
tical irresponsibility by two individuals who have never besn sble to formul ate
. their views, let alone to state clearly and unambiguously what they considered the
"new" and "startling" grave problems of the socialist movement to be '

For us, the ideal of the greatest importance to our generation, is the maintenance
against all odds of & socialist organization, a movement to keep alive the great
social ist traditions of the past and present for the ocoming generations, to carry
on an unceasing, continuous struggle for demooraoy, intermationalism, socialism,
Anyone who abardons this task, _ - " with a sliok slogan like "we support
the west", identifies himself with one of the imperialist powers or cmmps, and
ceases to be, in the real sense of the word, a soocialist, In the ocase of Howe and
Judd, it has been dons by a desertiom of sooialist ideals and principles end there
" is a moral, as well as ‘politioal, lession to be learned from their action,

' ~THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE
OF THE ISL

AN .
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STATEMENT OF RESIGNATION OF IRVING
HOWE AND EENRY JUID FROM THE ISL

Oot, 12, 1952
Independent Soocialist League,

Dear Comrades:
With this letter, we formally resign from the Independent Socialist League,

Our long membership in the ISL, our partioipation in its wa k, and our respect
for its members, require that we explain this setp whis, of ocourse, has been teken
only after long and painful reflectione

We are and intend to remain demooratic socialists. Our motive in leaving the ISL
is a oonviotion that it has ceased to be useful for advancing the cause of demoora=-
tioc sooialism or for providing a lively oenter in which its problems can be dis=
cussed,

The chronic orisis in whioh the ISL finds itself is due, primarily, of course, to
the hostile atmosphere in which we live, the general breakedown of world sooialism.
It is possible that the deoline of all the small groups of the none:.:" - Stalinist
left indicates simply tha t there is no longer eny place or need for such groupse
But these faots do not quite explain the inner collapse of the ISL, its loss of
vitatity and intelleotual resiliemces The intelleotual incompetence of the ISL
seems to us primarily responsible for its much-mooted ‘organizationl crisise

The one major role the ISL could have pleyed in the past period = that of a esnter
for free socialist disoussion - it has rejectede The organization has d ways been
characterized by a political split personality; between its ties with the heritage
of Trotskyism end its healthy fumblings toward a pew view of American socialism,
between its need for "orthodoxy" and its meed for reassessment. It has repeatedly
struck out toward new ideas aml then retreated to femiliar formulas, sometimes simp-
ly in order "to keep the group together". At one time, in the early 19L0's, it
seemed as if it had not only abandoned the errors of Trotsky on the Russian question
but also the now largely irrelevant tradition and tone of American Trd skyism.

But in the past few years there has been a hardening of ideologiocal arteries. The :
shell of isolation has begun to seem almost comfortable, and what was once felt to
be the tragedy of sect life has now oovertly beoame glorified in the psychology

of the "saving remnant”.

Marx's definition of a sect applies to the ISL of today with embarrassing accuraocy:
"The seot finds its reason for existenoce in its point of honor; it does not look
for it in what it has in ocommon with the labor movement, but in some particular sign
whioch sets it of f from this movemente," The ideaological baggage, the pretentious
organizational structure and the aura of moralistis self-justifiocation have now
become its "point of honor",.

That the ISL i1s & seot need mot, in itself, have been fatal; at the present movment
no socialist group in America can be anything but a seote What is fatal is that
the bad habits and outlooks of sect life have been acoepted with increasing pride.
Labor Action speaks in tones that are strident, dogmatio and often lifeless; it

refleocts the desperate intransigenace of its oonmtributors rather than emy effort
to think aboyt the presemt world in terms that have some relation to people outside
the seot. The New International, whioh should hawe been the foocus for a serious
study of both Marxism in orkis and of ourrent intellectual and political life, 15
dead. Negle gtéd by the ISL leadership, seldom oontaining an article that is more
than e ritualistio rehearsal of familier platifiudes, Its influence in American
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. intellectual life is nill; its valus is hardly greatere At a time when the major
‘need is for serious study « for the writing of books, for self-education, for
the reestimation of eccepted dooctrines - there is only tje steady stream of flat
"propaganda" which is equally boring to the harndful who read it and the hendful
who write ite "Die-hardism", particula rly as reflected in the editorial policy
and tone of Labor Action, has become the dominant force in the ISL. Its press
oconsists of ‘a monologue devoted to ferooious self-convincing.

It is the condition of the ISL, even more than the disagreements we have with it,
which prompts our resignation. Each time during the past years that a step had
been teken by its political and theoretical spokesman to develop a more realistioe

" and relevant position = on the Marshall Plan, the Korean War, the British Labor
Government, the role of kdbor in the demooratio primaries, the problem of the
national eleotions, etoe = tho same dreary pattern has resultede The ISL ohairman
advances a necessary modifioation or change of program; the "die~hards", primed

by intellectual furstration to seek factional struggles, pounce on this latest
"deviation"; and the ISL chairman, to keep peace in his house, retreats behind a
smokescoreen of diplomaoy and maneuvere. Things are "fixed up" ‘while the intelleote
ual muddle thiokens steadily. The most importent and depressing example of this
oococurred recently when the ISL chairman wrote an articls on the war question which,
in effeot, involved a sharp change of position. Then, under pressure from the "die=
hards", he maneuvered his way into a cloud of embiguity. This is an atmosphere

the very opposite of frank oontroversy and open disagreement, It makes all ideas
impossible because none are taken seriously and as a result there is no olear undere
stamding of whioh ideas are held and whioch rejecteds The politiocel condition of
the ISL is at present little more than a state of floating anxiety covered up by
dootrinaire rigidity.

This, in summary form, 1s the way we see the ISL at present, Were it an organiza-
tion of liveliness and viability, we would consider remeining in it to persuade,
or attempt to persuade, its members to our point of view. 4s it is, such an
effort could only leed to frustration and pointless bitterness on both sides.

We have e number of political disagreements with the ISL, but we shall here mention
only one: the war questione The "third Camp" concept seems now to us meaninglpss,
a fetishe There are not available, at the present junoture, those histar ical
energies whioch alone could activate a *hird Cemp =~ and as the slogan drags alone
in I SL propagemda it has no partiocular relation to the shift of events. It tskes
on a life of its own detached from the realities of Eurcpean or American politios.

We are opposed to war, aml urge resistance to those who accept or desire a Third
World Ware We believe in the medd to cooperate with whatever forces resist this
tendency while also resisting the advances of Stalinism. But, as democratic soociale
ists, our place is in the Western World, the democratic warld, no metter how sharp
our oriticisms of its bourgeois leadership, The struggls between Stal inism and
the West is not merely a struggle for the imperialist division of the world, but
also, and in terms of oonsequences, more fundementally a struggh between two ways
of living: between democracy, however marred, and the most bestial totalitarianism
ever knowne Consequently, we do not believe socid ists cen retire to some isle

of rectitude mare or less equidistant from both sides; we must be the socialist
wing of the west which propounds tle idea that the defeet of Ste inism ocan best be
achieved through political means, but recognizes simultaneously that the survival
of demooraoy as we know it is indispensible for sooialism, for the working class,
for humenitye We retaln every right to criticize the bourgeois ls adership for its
policy vis-a-vis Stalinism, but we do so from a frank recognition that we are
alligned with the West in its struggle against the Stalinist worlds We do not
accept the notion that the struggle of the West is merely for the retention of
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oapitalist power; &t is one in whioh the people of the world are vitally involved,
in which the whole heritage of oivilization is at stake, That this should be so
shows how desperate our politiocal situation is, but the truth must be recognized,.

We have not tried here to el aborate our description of the ISL or argue in behalf
of our position on the war question. We have merely sketoched our oconolusions in
the hope that the members of the ISL, agree or not, will recognige the premises
end evidence from vhich they follows ‘

We beliewe that the major task of socialist today is to engage in sustained intell-
eotual activity, mainly with the end of reorientating and eduoating themselvese

Were this possible in a sect atmosphere, we would have remained in the ISL despite
our differences of opinions As it is, we must face the mecessity of doing what we
van as individual scc dalists, left to our own resources end responsibilitiess We

ere eager to disouss with all who face the seme problems we do, but we do not be-
lieve that at the present moment there is any useful role for hard-a.nd-fast "parties"
a "leagues",

We regard the ISL as a socialist tendency, an ong others, with which we presently

disagree. Toward it ®e feel no hostilitye If there will be a coming to gether

of American socielists in the next few years, we hope that the ISL, or elements

of it, will pley a parts In the meantime, we are ready to maintain those fri iendly
relations which should dlways exist emong democratio socialists of all persuasion,
as Wall as whatever mutuel ly acceptable collaboration mey seem desirables But

we cannot, in honesty, believe that our further membership can have any valuse

Fraternally,

Irving Howe,
Henry Judde



LETTER TO THE POLITICAL COMITTIR BY
GARRETT and BRAD

Dear Comrades:

In the Committes's reply to their letter of resignation, Howe and Judd are
oharged with having deserted soocielist ideals and prinoiples. ile consider
this so serious an eccusation, and the making of it so serious an error, as
to require protests The accusation is insupoortable in fast, and irceiens-
ible in theory. It has mever bcen our way. iie have never held membership
in our movement Lo be the sine qua non of socialist ideesls and principles.
Nor have we lightly equated these ideals and prinociples with any givon
opinion on a particular political issue, or political tendency.

This is not, in our view, a matier of harshness or softness. It is rather

a matter that deeply involved the integrity of the ISL « and the methods it
employs in dealing vwith problems, in this case the problem of & resignation,
We oan be as harsh or as soft as we feel obliged to be, but to reduce tha
issue to one of "toughness" is indeed the saddest kind of soft-headednsss
- namely irresponsibility. 4re Howe and Judd less socialist than ouvr erst-
while presidentiel ocendddate, Darlington Hoopes, or eny ome o a number of
unaffiliated socialists? We ocan argue that this or that position is not in
our opinion socialist; we ocan answer Howe and Judd with a severity that
equals or exceeds tha t of their statement of resignatione. We have no
avthority to deoree ex-communications To pretend that vie do is to exceed
tre limits of practiocal and theoretical propristy. . Already
the representetive of the Committes at the New York meeting felt it necsssary
(to his credit) to "interpret" the meaning of desertion in the Committes
statement in a sense different from its diotionary meaninge

We therefore prorose that the Committee rectify its er.ur by striking the
acocusation from its stetement - as well for its own re~ord, as in consider=-
ation of possible future collaboretion (as speakers, writers, etce) with
the comrades who have resigneds Hows and Judd are, after all, still
socialists,

Comraedaly yours,

Jack Brad
Manny Garrett
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STATEMENT OF THE POLITICAL COMVITTEE
ON THE LATTER OF GARRETTBRAD

le The Politiocal Committee regrets that comrades Garrett and Brad saw no
necessity of saying anything about the statement o” resignation submitted
by Howe and Judde It seems to us that they would have felt it desirable
to do so in view of the very close political relations they hed with the
two who quit the ISL. The PC also regrets that these two oomrades did
find it necesmary, however, to make a complaint about the PC statement
which is neither valid nor pertinent, since whatever they have to say
bears little or no resemblance to the many things that the statement of
the Committee did saye. ' ' ,

2. OQur organization has never held that e man who does not belong to the

ISL, or is a member of some other socialist organization with which we dis=
agree is not a socialist. We have never held, as Garrett and Brad know well,
that there is only one socialist organization in this country and that is
the ISLe There is po reference of the kind in the statement of the PC.

Many people heave left our ranks for cne reason or ancthere Some joined
other orgenizations; some remeined sympathetic to us; while others felt
they oould best function in other wayse. We have rever treated these people
as deserters from the fight for soclalism simply because they quite the ISL
and believed they were working for the socialist principles and ideals we
hold high, in another way. In turn, they never made any demands on us to
give up our ideas and activities. We just parted company ard went our
respeotive wayse

3¢ The PC statement dealt with the resignation of Howe and Judd with all
the restraint permitted by the content and tone of their dooumemt, about
which Garrett and Brad have nothing to saye In the case of Howe and Judd
We experience for the first time a demand from two people prominently
associated with the organization, that we ought to dissolve altogether;
that there is no way open for us and no room and prospects for our idsas,
or of any small sooialist organizatione The reason whioh they have given
for leaving, and the proposals they make = and not some abstract notions
which they might hold - oconstitute a desertion from the fight for socislism,
This is whaet the PC statemsnt did say, and not what Garrett-Brad suggest
that it said, .

Dece 15, 1952,
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TEE N2% YORK MSMBERSHIP MEETING

Several weeks ago, the New York City Committee invited Irving Howe and Henry
Judd to speak at & membersliip meeting of the local orgeuization aml to pressnt
their written resignation fram the ISL in oral forme Some comrades believsd
the invitation to be unwarrented in the nature of the case, because meither
Howe nor Judd thought it fit and proper to present their views and reasons

for resignation prior to their -decision to leawes Those of us viho *hought
the City Committee in error, folt -thet °  the invitation was undcserved.
The City Committee, however, believed that such a membership would redound to
the benefit of the ISL, ard it must be admitted that they were correcs,

The membership meeting, open in character, was well attendede Howe vms given
forty-five minutes to d what he should nave domm before his resigration,
namely, to present whatever views he held, Judd did not receive ary time
-because he had rejected the invitetion of the City Committee on the ground
that no useful purpose would be served by such a meetinge 3It would eppser
that the statement of the PC on their resignation produced an awry response
in both Howe and Jucd, and the latter also eppeared on the night of the meet-
inz asking for special timees Since the meeting wee already organized, he was
given the same time as other speskers in the disocussion pericd. -

Undoubtedly, the lerge meeting resulted from an interest in the views which
Howe and Judd might & reason for their action, i.e., political
viewse Vhat thi;?rg 3§§§§§§§t§aegg%wés a spectacle best described im psycho-
logiocal terms, not politiocale 1In the 15 minutes which Howe took to present
the reasons for the joint resignetion, not one was used to refer to or ex-
plein - 1ts political basis or motivatione In view o” the statement whioh
they submittoed, this was indeed a surprisees As a result, comrade Smith,
speaking in behalf of the PC at this meeting, found it impossditble to come to
grips with any of their political views, except in the extremely shadowy form
in which they were presented in the ir statemente

The performance of Howe was, in a sense, a sad thing to watohe How it was
possible for him to speak for L5 minutes on his resignation from the move-
mént with whioh he has been associated for 12 years without alluding once

to the politiocal reasons for the action is difficult to undevstande But he
did it by e studied evasion of politics in his speeche Instead, he devoted
himself to a long list of oriicisms of the ISL and its leading personnele
Let us assume that much of the oritioism was correct Psome of it was quite
ludicrous)s But resignation from a political orgenization is a serious busi-
noss and oritioism of a variety of failures, or the shortoomings of this or
that individual, cannot serve as the motivating force for what Howe and Judd
dide In faot, it was note And the type of speech Howe made was obviously
caloulated to avoid debating politios with use the politios of his statements

Therefore, enything said a bout his speech could hardly toush upon politios

in a serious way. Howe gave a performance, an act, It began with a purported
search for the author of the PC statement, which the speaker discovered to
boeeesCarnone It didn't bring the house downe But it was an indioation of

the kind of speech that was to followe Howe did not di seppointe He described
his disappointments, his problems, his desirese The organization was an impedi-
ment to literary aotivity; no books were produced, His articles were critical=
ly received; LA did not refer to his artioles in the publio press; the ISL

hed nothing to offer him, He hed learned notking in all the years he spent

in the ISLe And so on, ed nauseume That is why I referred to his speech, in
a letter to the NC, as undignified, ungraceful, and above all, ungratefule



The New York Membership Meeting
P

Undignified in its utterly subjective character, ungraceful in the material
used, ungrateful in the failure of appresiation for what our movemeni has
given him in the more than a decade's membershipe Only an unwarranted
snobbery ocould have produced this speeche

It was the combination of these attitudes struck-off by Eowe which repelled
so manye. If Howe had any sympathy for his action pricr to the meetingz, he
had little or rone after it, My oconversations with members of the League
and the SYL verify this, Some of the comrades desoribed his conduct as
infantile; Judd's as olownishe The latter, who rejected the invitation to
speak, became quite affable at tie meeting armd declared thet if he knew the
meeting was going to be such & good one, he would not have refused to speake
He requested that he be invited to speak at some future meeting of the League
and he would be glad to dresent his political views3d Afver his resignation;
not befored

Any number of comrades of the New York orgenization spoke and their remarls
wore of a high order. Not one of them missed the degreding charaoter of
Howe's presentetion, and frum one plane to another, they took him quite to
task. .

The League was given a leason in political bankruptoy. Let us hope it learns
this lesson well,

AG
12/15/52



SOME RTMARKS ON THE WAR QUESTION

The political position and practical activity of the inter-
national socialist and Marxist movement in the face of the Third
Imporialist World War will b» the touchston> of intornational
politics in tho years to coma. The indepsndant socialistc in
Amorica, and thoss of similar viows in the rost of th: world, havas
the duty to bs 2sp2cially cloar-cut concerning a problam of such
1ife ond death importance for ths continucsd axistsncs of tas frae
labor movsment and ths futuro possibilitiss of socialiom. Atomic
war is th-s most extraome exprassion of tho bankruptey of tho presint
civilization. The 1lifc and doath struggls boetwosn capitalist and
Stelinist imperialism which has giveon birth to its moro ord nore
proximats dovelopmont, dsmands more than evar bgofor: ths activs,
indopendent intervortion of the int srnctional workirg class. Taos
problsm facing tha movarent is the oxact for~ which this intorven-
tion is to taks.

Thas only "frosh thirxing" that has bssn done on thiis problon
sinco tho discussion on ths war broke out in sur ranks, appecrs 1n
the two N.I. articlss by M. Shachtman on Sacilalists and the War. N
Throe rocont articlas appoaring in Forum from comradss who f ol
unoasy about Shachtman's position, ard attack it from various points
of view, have provokad mo into making somo adiitioral romarks on thae
goneral porspsctive surmed up in ths phrase: Transforr tho Imper-
{alist War into a Domocratic War! It is hopsad that theso remarks
will advencs tho discussion to a rnoro aphropricts stago.

1) This coming war will be arn impsoiallat war. This proro-
sition, fillod in by Shachtman (and by our pra.s) with its concrotoe,
prasscnt-day contoent, rmeans, I take it, sxactly whet 1t says. It
means that thosc who support this war (thos Atorm Bomb "e,clalists"),
who support it "critically", with or without raservations, lave
givon up the titlo of socialists and hava gone over to the camp of
imperialism. Thss» pooplo, and they ar:s myriad, indicate in ©d-
vancc, for all the world to se3, tiast if giv-on power they would
carry out substantially tho samo war, with ths same snds, aims and
mothods. They havs no nsod of transforming tuo charccter of tho
war (it is to thom already 2 war Tor "daocoacy" agsinst "totel-
itarianisn") but must concontrate on cerenting national unity,
dofonding govarnrmcnt policy and mobllizing th~ populations of the
world bohind one or the otihor war bloc.

Soclalists, on the contrary, basing thewsolvss upon 2 con-
creto study »f tlie imperialist war, must confront thoe program of
frightoned social-chauvinism with a program of clacs strugglo
suitad to the nseds, tho strongth, and the actual devolopment of
thoe labor rioverwmnt all over ths world. For this program to be
offactive and officient, for it “o oxprems, that 1s, tae actwel
forward movoment inhcront in tae presont ralation of forcoes, thoe
present consciousness and tas present state of activity of the
labor-socialist-Marxist movoriont, it rmust takoe its noint of depar-
turec from a concrate and continuing examination of the unfolding
of thes class struggle.

Thus, at proasont, socialists (as opporsced to the prosent brand
of frightenod and cowardly social chauvinists) must boe the sharpost
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and most clear-cut oppononts of tho political, social and military
proparations for tho coming war, and must, in genarcl, corry on 2
strugglc against all trends lcading to the transformatiosn of tho
Kornan war into a full-scale, intar-impoarial ist military conflict,
Socialists cannot subordinate their social-pnliticnl struggls to
the "solution" of this imperialist conflict by 2 war whose onds,
methods and objesctivs rasults can only succsad in (1) doebilitating
tho intoernational strength »f tho working class z2nd raducing its
powers of rccuparation; (2) throatoning th: various nations (inclui-
ing tha biz two) with annihilation and subjugatiocn; (3) dostroying
the productive forces, and thus the possibilitios of sycialism on
an unhoeard of scalo; (4) resulting in tho ussless slaughtor of
millions of human boeings, moist of them civilians; (5) dircctly
threatoning the independoncs of all the small nations »of ths oarth
(Korea, Indo-China, otec.).

In other words, >ur opposition to thoe pressnt rotten imper-
ialist "peaco", nnt only doos not proclnds, but demands, tho most
principlsd and poersistsent struggle against the continuvation of the
Korean war or its deoponing in thoe directlion of a full-scale show-
down. Although Truman's intorvention in Grossco and Korea "saved"
thess countries from military subjection to Stalinism, although
the American a2ilrlift "saved" Borlin from thoe hands of totalitarian
Stalinism, and althougzh other intorventions of Wostarn impsrialism
may in the future provs to bs the only affoctive military offort
standing in the way of Stalinist invesion, sociaslists nelther pro-
pose nor applaud this imperialist intorvention, for its goneral
political purpose and objoctiva raesult is to transform tho "saved"
arcsa intc an advance-post of Westorn iImporialism in the coming
world war, A political program basecd on, and limitod to, U, S.
military intervention, is tho program of American imperialism; tho
polltical problem for the sociallist movamont 1s how to proposs and
carry out a positivs alternative t» this type of intervontion, or,
if this is impossible, to transform the character -- tho moans, the
results, the objoectives -- of this intarvontion. ‘

In short, although we ars pposed to ths continuation of the
present imperialist poacs (or twilight war), wo ar> cvsn mors
opposcd to its resolution by an all-out imperialist war which would
shut off the possibilitios for soclalist intorvontion and lay the
basis for anothor, and ovon mors dostructive, impsrialist "poacoe".
Thus follows our active anti-war strugglo.

2) How Not to Discuss tho Problem: Soms comrades, taking
their point of departurs from ths indubitably imparialist (roac-
tionary) character of the coming Russian-Ameorican military war of
attrition, and from our goeneral program of socialist opposition to
both Stalinism and capitalism, seom to profar the cortainty of the
"finished program" of "defsatism" to the working out of a positivo
soclalist program in tho face of tho gigantic cvents of the day.
They argue against Shachtman's articles making use >f the following
series of -disconnectoed propositions: (1)"...what the working cla ss
wants 1s a democratic peace not a Jdemocratic war.." (Borgz);

(2) "...a factor in sharpening tha class strugsgls at homo is the
rise of war weariness.." (Borg); (3)"...the basic strategy of
intornationalist socialism relies not on the wsakening of the class
struggle (or the pursuit of the class strugzlo 'in othor ways', as
somo delicately put it) but on activoe solidarity botween the forces
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of thn exploited in each camp.X (Berg); (4) "Have w> nnt always
assertad, and doas not ths historical oxpsrisance of rsactlonary wars
provo, that dsfoats holp ths couse of the roavolutionnry class?"
(Lenin, quoted by Thompson); (5) "...Shachtman..dlsos, in fuct,
oxclule the possibility »of socialist ravolution in war time..”
(Thompson); (6) "...thors ars important diffoerences..(betwssn th>
tws bloes)..but..they are not those qualitative difforcnces whieca
would warrant tha abandonmant of tho struglso for socizlism in

tha courso >f th> coming war.." (Thompson), etc., etc. It 1is pos-
sible to go through thoso "axioms" ons by one, demonstrating their
onc-sidodness, thoair falss smphasis, their lack of corraspondence
to present problems, It is possible to demonstrats, for oxamyls,
that tho dafeat of tho American air-1ift to Berlir (part of a
reactionary war), resulting from the wrong kind of gocialist strur,le
against American impsrialism, could have resulted in tho enslavcment
of tho active socialist workers of Woest Berlin -- a soverc and
torrible defoat for tho rovolutionary class; that "wer wearincss'
(troatsd as an undiffer:ntiatod malaise by Borg), 1f it takss tho
form of capitulation o Stalinism, doos not "shorpen the class
struggle", but, on the contrary, leads to ths annihilation of tho
working class movamont as a factor in moaern socioty: that it is
possible (delicately or not, Comrade Borg) to pursuo tho class
strugzle in as many differsnt ways as thors aro differsnt political
situations; that what excludss soclalist revolution in war time

(or any time)  is tho actual balance of forces, degroeo Of organizo- '
tion, strongth and readinoss of the international working class

and not at all... Shachtman. But all this would be ussloss, for
the comrades prasent no thoroughly thought out alt srnative to
Shachtman's position., They proscnt, instoad, a scerics of dis-
connactnad phrasecs culled from Lanin's works, or short, choppy (2nd
very modest) trulsms served up off-the-cuff.

3) Is Thors Only One 3ocialist Position on Imperinlist War?
Tho goeneral eim of socilalist anti-war actlvity is not to "stop
an imporialist war snd "institute" a domocratic peace; nor must
socialists contont themselves with vonting thoir moral indignation
at war in genoral. Marxists (not utopians) unlderstand that it is
a quastion of the procoss of strugglo bofore, during and after &
war, and that for s,ocialists tho most important clement in this
procoss is thn consciousness of the rovolutionary class as exprossed
through its organization, politicel intervontion and active strugglo.
Especially today, Marxists must "live with" imporialist war, 1.e.,
they must face its ugly comploxitins and cope with the problems 1t
raises., In this situation abstontionism has the most fatal con-
sequencas.

Thus, any talk about there being only on» "octablishod" man-
ner of intervening is thoroughly mistzkon; any talk about "contin-
uing the socialist strugslo.." when it is & problem of how (with
what. perspectives, strategy, demands, methods, limitations, otc.)
to continue that strugsle, is mors than slightly ludicrous and
reproesents a rsfusal to facae the problem, a capitulation to the
discase of soclalist conssrvatism or tragitionalism. Any tendency
to lapso into a rigld "revolutiosnary defsatiasm” (in the presont, a
synonym for political irrasponsibility) in tho facs of this coming
war, instoad of solving tho now problem of how to continue and
oxtend the class struggls in the most corroct and offoctivo mennor
i1s soctarian blindness and not Marxism; in short, anything but a
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serious, persistent ef fort to solve this problem in a socialist manm>r
will result in a small-scale disaster for our movement.

4) "Transform the Imperialist War into a Damocratic War"?

Sociallst war strategy must be based on two "factors" (aspects)
of an interdependent situation: the overriding character of the war
and the state of the international class struggle. No one in our
movement has seriously opposed the characterization of the Russlan-
American struggle as a reactionary, imperialist struggle for world
domination wth its peculiar intermixture of soclal and national
aspects; few have any illusions about the present state of the revo-
lutionary movement (the necessity to enter the mass movamant as a
loyal left wing, stc.); fewer yet can refuse to recogniz: the threat
to socialism and the fres labor movement of a victory of the total-
itarian Russian bureaucracy. Yet we get rumblings of opposition whon
somoono draws the inovitable conclusions for sociallst war strategy
from this analysis sharced by all! Even Shachtman 1s influenced by
tho scctarianism still provalont in the E¥.S.L., for ho basos his
pressnt position (partially) on an analogy with rovolutionary Russia
of February to October 1917 -- an analogy which can only load to
unwarranted conclusions about the state of tho international class
struggle and the political consciopsnoss of the international working
class.

The February revolution gave birth to the dual power. Lonin's
abrupt transition to "pationt oxplanation", fortification of the
Soviets, opposition to tho imperial ist war led by the "rovolutionary
democracy" (a war in the intorests of the Entento), his stratogy
of the transformation of the impsrialist war into a democratic war '
via a serios of moasures which "will not yet be socialism, but ...
will no longer be capitalism" rested upon his analysis of the growth
of tho revolutionary movement in Russia and Burops. The Korensky
govermment "rulod' through a combination of "rovolutionary" demagogy,
decoit, inertia, lack of a correct political opposition, etc., and
was at constant loggorheads with tho dual powor in overy field.

It did not, and could not, rule by mors force against the will of
tho population. Thus to transform tho imporialist war into a demo-
. cratic war (and later a democratic peace), the proletariat had only
to come to powar peacofully through the Soviets. This, in turn,
involved the predominanco of the revolutionary party in tho Soviets,
i.e., the transformation of organs of struggle into organs of state
powsr. This was corract; this was what ha ppenocd. Where does a
similar dynamic present 1tself today?

. Lenin saw evarything through the prism of the immedia to
growth of the ravolutionary faction, the political fight-to-the-death
against tho strangle-hold of reformism and the dual-power rise to
the workers' statoe; Marxists today, living in the midst of the bla ck-
est reaction in tho history of the movement, see the class struggle
through the long-torm transformation of social democracy, the defonsse
of tho oxistencs of the labor movemsnt from Stalinism ard tho re-
integration of Marxism with the working class. Difforent conditions,
differont strategy, difforent transitlonal demands, different mothods.
Not boing utopians, the Independent soclalists take their point of
doparture from tho stats of consclousness of the working class and
the possibilities of its transformation through the llving oxperioencos
of its ever-ronowed struggle against tho conditions of its existence
"in modern society, both capitalist and Stalinist. This point of
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daparture, this mothod of thinking, demands tho discipline of sci-
sntific-methodical analysis for avery turn >f the historiczl whocl.
This is why any strict comparison with Lenin's vaoryr concrato strategy
‘(befors or after February) is misleading; this is vhy tho problem

>f socialist intervention must bs faced in its owm torms.

Thos»s wh> ars not intorasted in quibbling ovor words, slogans
or summary formulations will r2cognize in Shachtman's articlass a
gonoral orientation extending and concretizing past positions of ths
Loague; no ono but ths blind will boe able to road Lenin's stratoegy
and tactics out of Shachtman's position; only & fow zro rash asnough
to identify it with roformism; no one, so far, has attackod it as
chauvinist.

It is well t> remembor somoething moro. Thoe idea: continuc
tho class struzgle in war time, posed sharply by Lenin apainst the
raformists and social chauvinists (and mado ospecially sharp by
the call for a new international), did not oven solve, for him, what
form the class struggls was to take in each and avery tactical sit-
uation. The manner in which he opposocd Kersnsky's continued partici-
pation in tho war was based »n a spocific oxamination of: (1) the
consequoences of Bolshevik "defeatism" in tho already hopolessly-
disintegratod Keransky-Tsarist Army; (2) the immcdiate ripening of
political opposition lcading to revolution in Europc and its offocts
on tho imperialist powors; (3) tho balanco of forces in revolution-
ary Russia and the dangor of Gorman imperialist intervention; otc.,
etc. It is only nocessary, to show the flexibility of Lenin within
his own stratogy, to montion the interssting episodec of tho dsfense
of revolutionary Petrograd from a possible German invasion and, of
courso, the well-known "dofanse" of Kersnsky against Kornilov.
Stratogy 1s subordinate to orisntation, tactics to stratogy; but
this does not mean that strategy has no independent significance.
Lenin worked out his strategy in practico keeping always in mind his
genoeral orientation, his perspsctive. Lst us hope that Shachtman's
summary formulation is not answored by another formula (slightly
changod as in the caso of Haskell), but that the general idca, the
fundamental orientation leading up to this formula is grasped and
appliod by the Leaguo. In ordoer to aild this process, I would 1like
tTo introduce and begin to discuss how this goneral orientation should
be applied in a fow key situatinns; this is thes best manner of arming
the Leagus and getting boyond the barren dispute reprossnted by the
articles in tho last two issuss of Forum.

5) Tho Dynamic of Amorican Imporialism: Possibilitics and
Limitations, Ultra-leftism in the 1.S.L. has ospaciclly betrayed
itself in the question of American imperialism -- its prospeccts,
its stratogy, its limitations. The political influonce of frightor:d
dofonsism (Susan Greon, Coloman, ctc.) in our organization had, and
continuses to have, its opposite facsa: thoe abstract, un-Marxist
approciation o>f U.S. imperialism. This idsa takes many forms. The
?bstraction "Capitalist Imperialism" is posed against tho abstraction
'Stalinist Imporialism" and thz2 contradiction is "solved" with the
abstraction "Third Camp". Nothing haro has blood and tones, and thoe
Third Camp is transformod into a savior rathor than cxpressed.as @
political goal. This is fortified by tho idea that "yos, differoncos
oxist botwoen ths blocs, but they are not fundamcntal, and bosides
American impsrialism is moving in the diroction of Fascism, otc.”
which 1s nothing but a shoopish bridgo back to the previous idea.
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The truth must be told: overybody votad for tho last War rosolution;
vory few understand and sctually apply it.

It is possible to restate this idea: whilo our political
opposition to both war comps is based on the similarity of their
goals (imparialist domination of the world), our anti-war stratory
and intorvention is based squarcely on the differosnces betwsen the
two blocs and wnat these differences moean for the socialist strugglo.
The Third Camp is not an abstraction equidistant botweon twon points;
it is a political goal for the intarnational socialist movement. One
can rcach this goal in real life only via the class struggloe but
never by riding the back of a potential force oxpresscl as an ab-
straction.

A rofusal t» s2o and understand the oxact charactor of Amsrican
bourgeois-demo cratic imperialism, the forcos on which it lsponds, tho
limitations imposed by its allics, tho contradictions in its war
bloc, and tho strategy of its struggle with Stalinism, will havs the
two-fold rosult of soparating us from the advancod socialist workers
of RBurope and the militants »f Amarica whils at the same time rein-
forcing dofensist tendencies in our own ranks. Wo will be torn
betwean an abstract soctarianism unfit to participato in the mass
workers organizations and a frightened defonsism unable to meet the
threat of Stalinism with political methods. Tho answer to thsse
twin devils is 2 correct Marxist approach,

The great, universally recognized problem »f U.S. imporialism
in the world today is how t> gain fighting allios in its coming war
with international Stalinism. Its basically, if not exclusively,
military approach to this problem and its overriding fear of a
Russian world victory sst the more or lass rigid limits to its world
strategy and force it to coopsrate with or at lcast tolsarate any
significant anti-Russian forco, even Titoism! Tho fundamoental
strategy is obvious: the enomy of my enemy is my frioend -- for the
time being. Tito's divisions add to the "frec world's" military
powsr while Titoism by itself is no threat to the world powzsr of
American impserialism. Whon facad with alternative social forces or
political groupings, of cowrss, U.S. foroign pnlicy chdoses the "less-
er ovil", the political forco clossst to its heart -- Churchill, the
Vatican, the Christian democratic parties, Chiang Kal Shek, Ba» Dai,
Synghman Rhee, etc. This dooes not mean that it is the aim of U.S.
policy to implant fascist or ultra-rsactionary regimos in all coun-
tries under its influcenco or dirsct contrsl; nor doss it wish to mako
a colony of the rest of the capitalist world., It does mecan that tho
fundamental aim -- American domiration ovoer a copitalistic world --
forces it to chooss, in this opoch of the world-wide disintegration
of capitalism, those methods and those groups which can succoed.

Thus if Rheo wers somshow overthrown tomorrow by & more
democratic¢ but anti-Stalinist farce, the U.S. would be hard put to
return him to the throne by opon military force; if Franco were
overthrown tomorrow by some kind of popular rovolution, tho U.S.
could not intervene militarily to imposs Fasclsm once more; if Bovan-
ism takes power tomorrow in England, no matter how radical its pro-
gram, American capitalism must grit its tooth and watch the steady
destruction of the British bourgeoisio; if the social democracy comes
to power in Germany, U.S. impoerialism must compromiso with its
demands; if tho colonial world is erupting against British and Fronch
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imporialism, the U.S. must traad its way in a circumspcect mannsr;

in short, and this is a conclusiosn orn out by fivs ysars of a "cold
war" and two years of ths Korson war, stratagy dotorminss tactics,
the primary considoratiosn »f dofceating Russian-Stalinist powsr limits
tha possibllitios of U.S. imporialist agsression.

If this is tho prosent stato of affairs what is tho direction
of devslopment? This cannot be chartsd in detail but the genaral
outlinss can be¢ skotched in, at 1least in a ne.jativs mannor.

Ths domestic situation is of fundamcntal impoartance to tho
world stratozy »f the American bourssoisis. If Marxists wsre incour-
rect in predicting the transformation »f Amorica intHy a faccist
country during the course of the Second World War such a mistake is
doubly incorroct today. PFasecism is not tho mors rosultant of the
"will" of tho bourgeoisie, but, on the contrary, is the consequencs
of a complex of factors., Is it possible to imagine thoe U.S. trans-
forming England or Franc> or Italy or Gormany into a Pascist country
whiloe pressrving bourgsois-domocracy at home? The U.S. osccupation
of Japan rosulted in a flowsring of ths nativa labor movoment; tho
U.S. occupation of Gormany pormitied tho riso to prominsnce of tho
new, aggressive German social demoeracy; whers the possibility of
cholce exlsts in the rest of the world, the U.S. "prefers" the ordin-
ary system of bourgeols democracy. In this matter little choice
exists; a precondition to an ansgraessively fascist forcign policy is
the imposition of fascism at home. Given the present (and foreseas-
ablo future) condition of tho domestic class strusgle, the powor of
tho Amorican labor movoment, the "strongth" of ths domestic cconomy,
otc., such a thing is "unlikoly" and should not antoar into socialist
calculations. :

The muted character of domastic contrailictions is tho rosult
of the richness of the ocononmy and the aristocratic American world
position. Tho permeznent war oconomy (lots of funs and soms butter),
the development toward tho garrison state, the undermininsg and sapping
of democracy, the attacks oh Stalinism and the radical movemant, tho
hysteria of McCarthyism, the incroasing intorvention »f tho state --
none of theso factors 2dd up to fascism, that is, the annihilation
of the labor movemont and ths compbte destruction of bourjzeosis
democracy. It is well to koop this perspsctive in mind.

Since the political direction of the U.S. war camn is doter-
mined by ths overwhelmin;; weight of ths policies of the Amarican
Eourgeoisie, the limitations, hositations, semi-contradictions,

opposition®, lack of determination, stc., in its war camp thus far
affoct only the tompo, ths forms and tho moathods of ths U.S. world
mobilization, rather than its fundamental imperialist-roeaactionary
direction. TZurope fears war and rosists American domination but the
farthest it has gono in the direcction of a political alternative is.,..
neutralism, an essentially noegativo and transitory phenomenon. The
incident of the Yalu bombings is an excollont case in point. So
long as the world is polarized into tho Russian-American alternativa,
8O long as the Third Camp is a soal and not a visible, raalistic
alternative, war is inovitablo, and its fundamontal objactives (in
the Wsstern camp) will surocly gravitate in tho diroction of the noeds
and aspirations of tho American imperialist bourgsoisie.

This ontire parspoctive —- a rostatemont of tho Independent
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socialist view -- opens a path to socialist intervent ion, providass
an understanding of the tempo of events and determines the character

of the soclialist struggle.

Tt is well to repeat ths lessons for socialism: (1) The
thaory of "containment" (division of tae world) backed up by the
military strategy of "negotiation through strength" and reinforcad
by the military-political mobilization of the peoples into the U.S.
camp is the surest and quickest road to an all-out, world-wide,
imperialist war of attrition; (2) American military intervention
(Greece, Turkey, Berlin, Korea, Indo-China) subordinate, as it 1is,
to American imperialist politics is no real solutlon; it is an esson-
tial tactical mansuver, o jockying for military position, a search
for military strong-points in the coming war; although 1ts incidental
benefits cannot be denied (West Berlin!) and should bs takon advan-
tage of by socialism without tho slightost hesitation, it cannot
replace, becoms a part of, or bocome identifiszd with, a positive,
practical, socialist altornative; it must bs sion (as with tho Mar-
drall Plan) as part and parcel of ths American impoirialist world-
wids intervontion; (3) in ths socialist, anti-war strugglec, the
slightest concession to pacifism (oither of tho gonuine or Stalinist
varisty) would bs disastrous. Wa recognize Stalinism as tho groat-
est, immediatse military-political threet to ths existenco and con-
tinusd functioning of a fres labor movamont. W2 doclars our own
socialist war-to-the-doath against this threat and wlll countcnance
no psrspectivoe which undorrates ths dangor or disarms the working
class in ths face of this danger. If universal disarmamont was a
potty-bourgeois utopia betwson the two wars, today it is a positively
reactionary and capitulatory trond, and is thc sum and substance
of Stalinist politics in the West. Wo do not propose disarmamant
in West Borlin; we do not propose a type of struggle against Amorican
imperialism which if successful would inoevitably rosult in Stalinist
victory; we do not proposs the unilateral romoval of U.S. troops;
we proposse a soclalist (porhaps trado union) defense of the working
class and an aggroessivs, socialist forelign pollcy against Stalinism
combined with a declaration of political indopendence from U.S.
Imperialist war aims; that is, we propose the transformation of tho
imperialist war into a democratic war!

Within this overall, soclalist, strats:gy and porspoective,
based as it should boe, on ths dominant U.S, objectives in ths Western
camp, and recognhizing thoe full dangers of ths totalitarian threat,
sociallists must attuno their continued prosscution of the class
struggle to the modalities of the domostic situation. It 1is precisoly
gﬁri Ehgt Shachtman's formula must be amoendoed, roviewod and constantly
rilchea.

§) Franco Spain: An Bxample. Therec is no reason to> apply
the military olements of Shachtman's formula to Franco Spain. Neither
American nor Spanish fascist policy envision the uso of Fronco's
paper divisions as a me&jor military force in the coming battles with
Stalinism; nor is Stalinism a roally dangerous contender for domes-
tic power. Both its goographical position and its intornal situation
fate Franco Spain to play the role of a subordinats vasscl, a mili-
tary base and a completoely undefendablo country; from any ma jor
military invasion. Largo scale Franco military intorvontion under
U.S. auspices would intolerably increase intsrnal contradicti-ns,
tear the country into bleeding shrods and haston the inovitable
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domise of thsa bloody end unpopular dictatorship. The prosont "wiso"
policy of limitoed militnry aid =nd political commitmont *thus hes the
absolutely criminal result of prolonging for o times ths IFranco
dictatorship, continuing ths country's strergulation end rapid
dogoneration, and thus making it pray to any anl every impsrialist
2rossurac.

Must the Spanish rasistanco movemont make a primary considor-
ation of Stalinist military intsrvention in Spadn in ite strugaloe
t> overthrow Franco? Obviously not! 4 rovolutionary ovortarow of
the Franco rogire, n>y motter in what chaotic conditions it resulted,
would first of all meot with the hostility, if no»t the opan sabotrn s,
of U.S. imporialism. It is, noverthaless, 2ls) unraal to noo the
Wostorn powers rolsed on tho brink of "sottling" Spain's internal
probloms by re-imposing o dofoatsd Frano by prassurc or forcs of
arms. Such a thing is liserally impossibls with tho prosont warld-
wide balance >f forces. -

From ovary point of viow the solutian 1s incscapabls; only an
all-sidel, unlinited class strugzls whoss solo considsprntion 1s thoa
complote annihilation of tho mein (and only immsdiatse) enemy of tho
working class -- the Franco roglms -- nacd b» ccpsidsrod. The main
idea horo is: "complote opposition to any participation in tan war,
to any armaments, to any Amarican milltary aid, to any mobilizatlon
of troops, or any strongthaning of the army whoso solo function is
to oppress the psople. Death to ths Franco ragime and defsat for 1ts
oxtornal advontures or manouvers. Transform Franco's llmited parti-
cipation in the imperialist war into a clvil war for the overthrow
of tho rogimn."

Thus, within the goneral (and floxible) ntarnational orion-
tation, thoere is a substantially different stratogy for the Spanish
working class. Marxism, hore as elways, must be concroto.

7) Tngland, tho Labor Party and Bivanism. Whillo Spain is of
little account in tho proparations for the coming war, Britain
ropresents at present the main junlior partrer in thz U.S. bloc, the
key to American military strategy in Burope, #nd is thus of crucial
importance to any socialist war strategy.

Whothor in or out of power at ths tim: of the approach of
full-scale war in Europo, the British Labor Party, at tho hoad of
tho arouscd socialist workers of England, will be of evon more signi-
ficanco in tho polities anl aims, ths mothods, timing and stratogy
of this war, than it was in World War II. The significance of the
Party has already besn shown by tha "sonsitivity" of tao U.S. brass
and high p»olitical circlas to ths criss of rage which como from tho
opposition bonchos in Parliamont, and by th> vieclous attacks on
Bovaniam.

It is impossibls to assums, in the face »f post-war davelogp-
moents, that the Labsr Party will bs oither uneblo or unvilling to
take full powor and full rosponsibility for tho fats of the nation
cithar befors or during the war. Tho tomper of England is pot such
that the Labor Party will hido bohind tho skirts of Turyism, or turn
the fate of theo country and its foraeaign policy over to Churchill
once again. It may ovon be possible that Bavan will bse tho main
forcos in Britain during tho war. What than will bo the policy of the
loeft wing of ths Bavan movament?
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Taking our point of departwroe from "Bavanism”, ths contlnuous
leftward, socialistic dovolopmoants in the B,L.P., the tompor of the
worksrs and tho docisive (if unstablo) rolo of Sngland as half-
hearted junior partnsr in the Arerican bloc, what should ba the
loft socialist attitude toward thoe class strugzle, ths military
budget, the political struggle against Toryism, forcign poliey, cte.,
etc., in England? 1Is therse any comrade in the I.S.L. who would sug-
gost carrying on the class struggle in England roegardless of military
consoquencos? Are ws "defsatist" or even indifforcnt to a wor
carrisl on by our party (a party to which we ars loyal) agninst
Stalinism? If we opposo thoe presont war aims of Britain, determined
as they ars by the docisive weight of American imparialism in tho
alliance, in what mannser are we to go about transforming thoss war
aims? Thos2 who rofuss to face squarcsly these rcal and irmnmcediato
problems ars burying their hecads in the sand.

Neithor the B.L.P. as a whols, nor its Bovanits wing, ncad bo
13dealizsd by Marxists. To speak, in questions of Labor Party for-
eign policy, of "the tragically mistakon policies in Iran, Epypt
and slsowharo..."! is to assums an idoalistic-romantic viow of the
mattor and thus make it more diffioult for Marxists to> take a clear-
cut stand against the definite social-imperialist toandercy in the
B.L.P. This tendoncy cannot bn donlod; it must be studied, fought
and finally destrayed within the B.L.P. and its supporters and
spokesmen oxposoed as the carricrs of the Tory-imporialist virus in
tho ranks of labor. Not to ses and understand this tendoncy is to be
disarmad in the facse of a possible futurc "mational coalition" of
right laborites with tho Tory imparialists, or a repcetition of theo
policy of "class peace" in Bngloend in the face of a world-wide
~ Impsrialist war, It is the task of the Marxist left wing of th=2
Bevan tendency to propose a practical, socialist policy >f positive
intoervention into world politics in opposition to the negative, con-
servative, national-limitod, Empirs-oriontod and soclal imporialistic
attitude of tho right wing.

It is tho lack of such a positive world intervention (repoat-
odly pointed out by Independent socialists) which will holp grease
the skids for a Bovanite capitulation to tin right laborits sub-
joction to the essontial olamonts of Tory foreign policy: deofend
empire interests in a world domminated by U.S. imperialism. The un-
doubted connaction betweon far oign snd domsstic policy in the face
of such a rightist downsliding in the dircction of U.S. imporialist
war policy could help mightily to destroy the great and positive con-
tributions of Bevanism on tho internal front,

Despite Bevan's "opposition" to tho war trends, there is no
roason to bsllsve that ho will not, for the grosat part, continue in
tho "national" traditions of British laborism. That is, Bovanism
will carry out, no matter with what misgivings and roluctence, tho
role of junior partrer in tho U.S. war bloc. A world-wids impsrialist
war posos probloms in the sharpest anl blooydiest form, makos heosita-
tion or ambiguity intolerable, and punishss mistakes anl confusions

Henry Judd, "How Great the Tory Victory", Now International, Nov.-
Dec., 1951, p. 324.
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with 2 mighty hand. To withstand this onormous capitulati-nist
prassure the Bevan movement must bs armsad with a cloarly formulated
socialist foroeign policy; to ko offactive this policy must be pushed
by an organized left wing; thls left wing must be guided by tho por-
spective of transforming tho present subordination of Eniland to

U.S. imperialism not meroly in the dirsctiorn of a "democratic" war,
but mors precisely, toward a powerful, socialist England at the head
of an indapcendsnt, intsrnational Third Camp. Transform the imporial-
ist war into a democratic sccialist war!

Is this p=arspoctive illusory? Doss it ovasrostimatn the posi-
tive, socialist tendencies in the B.L.P. and tho British w>hrking
class? Since it obviously involves something far dif ferent from
Trotsky's first World War view that "In war as in peacs, wo are a
party of opposition, not a party of power..."- it faces thc Marxist
movement with now problems. In Bngland the B,L.P. may (and probably
will) be a party of power not a party of opposition! We vote for
its candidates in peace tims; wo must als> votoe for them in war timo.
We play a positive, Marxist role in 1ts internal oevolution in psacc
time; ws cannot abstain from this task in war time., In short, wo
demand that tho B.L.P. actually tako powsr and transform the charac-
ter of the war, not merely continus as 2 party of opposition. Wo
are neither "abstentionist" nor defeatist" toward a war carried on
by the B.L.P. against Stal inism even though it is mobilized in and
subordinatcd to the American war bloc., And finally -- the conclusion
seems lnescapable to me -- we would under certz2in conditions voto h
war credits for a cloar-cut, labor govermment during the war.,

Givon the undoubted tondency of social imporialism in tho
B.L.P. -- a tendency which predisposes it to capitulate in front of
the aggrossive world-wide American program -- what program should tho
Marxists proess upon the left wing? T» proposs morsly a rapudiation
of U.S. war aims, or a negativs, abstontionist "refusal" to join
cither bloe, etc., 1s 1llusory and utopian. It is a roepetition of
the national-abstentionist position playsd by the B.L.P. in the
Schumann Plan proposals, except on a grander and thus mors disastrous
scale, The Marxists must pross for a positive, aggressivs, inter-
national-socialist intervention into world ponlitics. The British
Labor Party, or better, its left wing, is capabls of playing this
role today, as is proved by the great, positive offects of Bevaniam
on ths intornational socialist and Marxist movement. The political
offects of a truly socialist foroign »nolicy would ke nothing less
than astounding. '

Such a policy could bo composed of the following gencral
points: (1) No capitulation, subordination »r compromisc with Tory-
ism; against the policy of coalitionism, class peace or collaboration-
1sm; the Labor Party must takoe the fate of the ratlon in its hands!
(2) No reactionary commitments to U.S. imporialism; opposition to
American domination of the world; an end to the policy of supporting
roactionary rogimes all over the world; for political and military
support to socialist and democratic movements fighting against
Stalinism and for frosdom; (3) Strengthem Britain's war powor by
pushing forward the democratic-socialist program; for trade union
or workers' control of the Army (only a fros, workers' army can
deféat Stalinism and dofond socinlism); an oxtoension of democracy in

lQuoted by Shachtman.
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all spheras of domostic 1ifs -~ in industry, in thoe tradc unions, in
the B.L.P., otc.; nationalization and workers' control of all war
industry; (4) An onil to the romnants of British imperialism; freadom
for all posoples fighting for national indopondence; activa aid and
support to all colonial peoples fighting for frosdom. (5) For an
intarnational, Third Camp of British Labor, Buropoean Social Democracy
and tho Colonial Peoples; an ond to the grisly war of attrition bo-
twoen U.S. and Russian imporialism for world powor; far a domocratic
and prozraessive peaco.

This program dofines the war aims of a truly working class
govarnment. It includes a scoriss of transitional moasures which
would lead toward such an 2ll-sided, anti-imperislist policy. Thoro
is no objoctive roason~why tho Buvan movomont could not bogin to .o
carry out somoe of thoem today -- there is no reason why tho Marxist
loft should not begin to immediately popularizs such measurss in tho
labor movement.

8) Thse Neaed for Concrstc Thinkins: Spain and Snsglend have
beon chosen becauso they are good oxamplss of o»pposites within the
"Westorn" bloc. The nosd for an extromely flexibls and roalistic
war strategy is the rosult of tho hoterogonnous and contradictory
roality which is known as tho "Wastern camp". The "noutralist" or
"independent" nations (India, Indonosia, some sArabian and South
Amorican countrios, etc.,) are anothor problem somowhat loss compli-
cated., The great Stalinist area is yot anothor problem which will
bo discussced shortly.

Th3 two strateginss developsd hore for the most progrecssive
and most reactionary countries of ma jor importanco to Amorican imper-
ijalism, moroly indicato the goneral direction, the general orientation
of socilalist war stratogy in the West. It is this typo of discussion
which should take up our time; it 1s this type of problem which
should be faced. Summary formulations are helpful, of course, but
thoy should stand no higher than the roality for whidr they werec
deslgned.

9) Stalinism and thc War: Some comrades have criticized
Shachtman's articles on ths grounds that they are not international-
1st. I am inclined to agroo with this criticism but for ontirely
differont roasons. To all intoents and purposes, say the critics, heo
has developod a politieal-orientation for Marxists opsrating in the
bosom of the Westorn labor movoment . What should be done, however,
with the vast populations groaning under the yoko of totalltarian
Stalinism?

: This question is logitimato, and tho criticism partly true.
In goneral, thoso populations appoar in Shachtman's articlss as thsa
complately passivs object, rathor than a subject, of world politics.
To a certain oxtent this paerspective is justified, unlass one holds
the rosy, romantic viow that the ahstract coxistence of slavss can be
somehow automatically translated into affoctive politicel action.
Without trade unions, political parties, coopoeratives, nowspapers,
ete., tho proletariat is disarmed and helpless. Under a regime of
total police terror, its struggles must be primitive, disorganized,
ineffoctive. The failurs of the Ukranian resistance in the face of
the G.P.U. machine does not augur well for the dovelopment, in the
noar future, of any effective undsrground, no matter how small.
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Although wo know of porsistont underiround actlvity undor Fasclam,
the now colloctivist bureaucracy has thus far boon succossful in
stamping it out. Conditions diffor, of course, in the diffsrent
nations, and in many respocts Wostorn Gormany appears as a temporary
exception to the rulo. Noeverthsless, it is utopian and suicidel to
basa soclalist war stratoegy on any effsctive holp from the Stallnist-
torrorizod proletariats. Borg's dictum that ",.the basic stratogy of
internationalist socialism relics...on active solidarity botwoon

tho forcoes of the exploitad in each camp..." doesnot solvsy the prob-
lem but morely poses it. It enjoins socialists to build thoeir
stratogy on a romantic-utopian vision ("exploitod") instcad of a
rocognition that therc ars only potential "forces" in ths Stelinist
camp. Tho problom of socialists 1s to aid the emer3onco of such
forcos and this can only bae dono by beginning with tho proesont bHit-
ter resalilty.

The class "struggle" continuos of course. Theroe is rcsistance
of & kind. Tho accumulating hatred and atomizsd, primitive opposi-
tion spreads and eats 1ts way through tho fabric of socizty. Tho
police regimo rsacts, managos, organizoes, transfarms; its human vie-
tims multiply. The labor camps grow. The rogimo, in the lsng run,
is digging its own grave. But in the long run, someono has said,
wce ars all doad., Tho problem is what to do now, in the conditions
of the approach of Imporialist war, and without any aid from this
long-sufforing mass? :

One thing is coertain. Whatovor the views of American impoer-
ialism on the problem of the roeal, social and politlical omancipation
of the tollers under Stalinism, socialists are unwilling to accopt
any arrangement which leaves them in thelr present condition. Any
negotiated doal for tho division of tho world and the "non-intoerfoer-
ence" in Russian "domestic" problems is umBcceptabls, Socizlists
declare a war-to-the-death on the Stalinist systom and all its
satellites and political institutions., Only its uttor destruction
can opeh ths way toward a soclialist futuroe. Our anti-impsrialist,
anti-war strugsle cannot bo allowod to hide this fact; it must be
communlcatsad to workers under Stalinism, by propaganda, but more
importantly, by the political-social struggle of the Waestorn labor
movament. Yes, wo stand for the liberation, the real liboration, of
the workers under Staliniam, We will not rely on the "organic
forces" alone to do the job, We offer ald, advico, military help,
and finally, wae offer a socizlist war against Stalinism. This is
the only real, offectivo solidarity "botwoon the forcos of the ex-
ploited in each camp..."

There is one thing more howover. Whether the poeoples undor
Stalinism actually now look toward the "Wast" for thoir roal oaman-
3ipation, whother they hold ard aro willing to oxercise an actively

dofoatist" attitude towards the rogimos which so violently oppress
them, Lonin's concept holds doubly true today: the defeat of the
Stalinist armies by tho armiocs of Western imperialism, brought about
(or aided in any way) by tho native, blind and disorganizod resis-
tance of tho working masses, would definitoly boe the lessar ovil
to their acqulesconce in the imposition of Stal inist totalitarianism
on the remaining free working class of tho West. Since they cannot
transform the charactor of the war short of a complete and ruthless
destruction of the regime, this is thoir only path.
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The one groeatzst obstacle to tho unravelling of such an un-
l1imited and all-sided opposition is thae roactionary face of Wostorn
imporialism; tho most cortain way in wvhich to inhibit such 2 dsvelop-
ment 1is for the Westorn labor movament to solidarize itsslf with the
aims, tho strategy, thos world position of the U.S. war camp. An
openly dofcatist attituds on the part of ths slaves of the Stalinist
ompirc can be expasctsed precisoly to the extent that tho Wsstern
socialist and labor movements change the facc of Western impsrialism,
that is, transform, in fact, the imporialist war into a domocratic
war,

Somaonc will surcly shout: but this is not an intornational-
ist position! It assumes & doubls standard; ons for the Western
workors, another for those under Stalinism. Perhaps no ons will
notice the 1llicit transformation of ths word "intermationalist" into
tho word "identical". In any case, I plead guilty to asking a dif-
ferent strategy and policy for the two proletariats. It is tho duty
of the slaves of Stalin t2 continue thoir "struzgle" ragardless of
the military consequencas, for they have nothing to galn and overy-
thing to loso by a victory of -Stalinism. It is the duty of the
Westorn working class to take powor Into 1ts hands (or to struggle
in this diroction) and to use what power it has to actually liberato .~
the workers under Stalin's domination by tho most offoctive means
possiblo including, if nocessary, a democratic, a socialist war. If

‘someona wishas to answor this by quoting ths old maxim about it being

impossible to impose democracy via the bayonst, let them go on to
prove that the workers undsr Stalinism would not seek and welcomo a
soclalist military intervention on their bohalf. .

This perspoctive dooes not onvision the transformation of
socialists into a "war party". Quite the contrary; it prosumas an
unrelenting struggle against imperialist war. Nor is it an attempt
to givs a radical coloration to the "liberation" propnsed by Eison-
hower and his irresponsible friends., It is merely the rocognition
that "war" between Stalinism and socialism is absolutely inovitable;
that the aim of tho socialist struggls is not any kind of poacoful
cohabitation with the Stalinist empiro but the strugsgle for the
liveration of the workers under Stalirism,  This 1is the only real
solidarity which can be spoken of today.

10) Against Sectarianlsm on the War Quostion. Tho I.S.L.
1949 International Resolution on "Capitalism, Stalinism and the War",
sti1l the basic document of the Leagus on this mattsr, calls boldly
for thoe "adaptation of Marxism to tho problems of our day in at least
as sweeping a fashion as ths adaptation accomplishoed by Leninism in
its time on ths basis of a recognition of the new stage of imperial-
ism."! This the Leaguc has dons, as witnoss the 1951 Intornational
Resolution. A thorough and ‘careful roading of theso two basic docu-
ments will show that thoe articles of Shachtman and the remarks made
here are nothing unprecedontodly new; they havo their roots in our
analysis of thoe evolution of capitalism and Stalinism in the modern
world, the struggle betweocn them and the fisht for an international
soclalist third camp. It is mernly that the problom has advanced
to a more spocific stage -- not whothsr to continue the fight for
soclalism in tho spoecific conditions of the approaching Third World

New Internat®shal, April, 1949, p. 116.
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War, but how to continue that struzgrls; not "tho strusaloe for 2
third camp" but "how, in sich and such conditions, in such and such
countries, with this and that balance of forces, etc., -- how to
fignt for socialism." It is & more spocific and fruitful problom.

Yot soms comrades foel that any spocification of circumstances,
any diffsrontiation of mathods and strategy, any statoment of the
difforences betweon tho t ocs and how sociallsts can utilize thoese
differences to their advantage, ony attempt to approach the thinking
of tho workors or this problem, that is, an attempt to apply our
provious analyses, is a kind of botrayal, & kind of reformism (or
centrism), or a "watering-lown" of the socialist strugglo.

This attitude, in my eyss, is a roflection of the sactarian
asxistonce of large soctions of the orsanization. Our isolation from
the political 1ife of tho country is to a great extent boyond our
control. But what is within our control is tho internal educational
1ife of the League which has racently droppod to a danaorously low
lovel. The groatest dangor to our organization today is not ‘roform-
1sm" or "watoring-down" (whatever that means) but it s continucd
oxistonce as a socialist propaganda league in tho difficult condltions
of today.

Abstract ultra-lcftist attitudes are a concomitdnt of political
ebstentioniam, skittishness, "moralizing", lack of flexibility, etc.
The rocont articles in Forum are good exemplos of the theorotical
level of this tendency. Lot us open the question of Marxist inter-
vention into tho war; we havo had enough of tho attitule of abstract
abstentionism. ' '

Robort Magnus
Sap tember 25, 1952
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