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CREVO LUTIONARY DEHEAT'JM
EVICI"\NISTQ AND N\A XISTS

A n&ply tn>Comrad& T‘s @nitiwiam
.af the. Fusion Conference Resolution

“af the Left Fracmion:ct the. former
R S m. '

. Editors Note - The.following document cmmes from the.Britisb
: Trotskyite movement. ‘

In ‘Warch 1944 the.Britlsh Trotskyite,groups uni ted to form:. th& L
‘R C P'(Rewolutionany Communist Party). The uniting gnoups were

the.Workers International League and. the. Revoiutionary Sociale -
ist lLeaguee  Sharply dissident elements existed in both groups; -

the latter actually consisted of F bitterly-hostile factions: -

_tha_Trotskyite Onposition, the: milltant f&ction, and the Left
Fact iore

L3

The- uhity was:accompliShed on the baais of typiaally centriat
ambiguous formalze, taking no position, so that baslec diffem= -
ences nowco-exist on such questionz asi revolutionary defeat-
iam, the national guestion, support of China's war,, antry 1nt®~
thQ,L&bor Party, trade union policy, etm. : :

The document pnblished below rcaects.the ‘position of the. former "
Left Faoction on revolutionary defsatism, but also rejects im

totw the. apology for thc Trotskyite position ag prasante& by -
-Comrade ;.

. ’ B

. The line of the document ig Marxist, bt Comr&de Francis will

. learn thet it is too late to.win Trotskyisn Back to-Manxisme -

- Rewisionism has long since. triumphods The task of revolutionists
- 1s to create .o now Revolutionary Marx1an Intornational )

T Ae mHE‘RvaézoNIST'FRACTION E
~IN THE POURTH INTERNATIONAL ~

The,Fourth International has been engeged 1n recent yearm 1n~a

fight baiween two positions. The centrist position rewvises the

marxist coaseni of revolutionary defeastism by interpreting it

as defcating “he. govermment by the revolution insgtead of as - o
- working for the military defeat. by revolutionary mecanse The.Re~ *

vision*aha ar&.prepared to accept the,military defeat if g is




- aavsed by a succcssful revolutionary upsurgee I howaver,, me=
volubionary defeatist actiong lead to the temporary wictory of
the"eneny™ imperialists, the Revisionists change theinr policy-
and.talk of "tclescoping" tha "struggle" against our own and the
forein bourgeoisies On the other gide,.the "Revolutionary Came
minigtz of Austria", Comradc Gadclainc in Belgium,, and other
- Europcan Comradcas stated the MARXIST position that the transe-
formation of the war between governments into o aivil war is fa-
cilitatied by MILITARY defcats and that we must thercfore STRIVE
and WORK TQWARDS MILITARY dcfcats by revolutionsry MEANS ( mott
- thru military defeatism, not thru helping the "enomy™)e Cnly
1f this is to become again the basis of their oricntation will
- the new Harxist fraetion be: built within the Fourth Internation-
O..]lg 3 ' : ‘ ) ' '

- In his "Criticism of the Left Fraction's Resolution®, Comrade T
takes up a contemplative and passive attitude. towards the fight
botwoen -tha Revisionist -and the Merxist positions. : :
. "As.to thc. Military Poliey™, ho says, "that iz a wony
grave migtake 1f we don®t succced in eorrecting thatt
misteke, it MIGHT have very Bad consegucncos. Errors
. aff’ today, ambiguous policics, MIGHT take flesthand. -
blood and endangerr the International TOMORROW. Buti
whore is the party which did NOT make mistokcses"otce
Comrede. T doos not sce that-the "mistake®™ made in 1934.im the
Mar and the Fourth Intcernational™ HAS led to an cndangering of
the. Internationals It dircatly caused the split in: the SWP USAe -
- Schachtman aould proposc dofcatism for Russia only beeause this

. eoncapt had previously been reviscd to mean not the. MILITARY 8

- defoatl and the . revolutionary work for this defeati~ but: the da-
foat of tha government dircctly by the rewolutione Schachtmamn
~himself clecarly formulated the error: "By defecatiasm, if I may

st1ll use. the word, I aim at the decfeat of the Stalinis¥ counter-

rcvalution by the Sowict workers™ ("Labor Action™=Septe, I 1941)

‘Nobody in the. 8WP cver corrccted.this complctc distortion of the

- aonteht of Rovolutionary Defcatisme Hurnham actually threw this
angument .at. Comradé Trotskye Still he wes not corrcoted on that

point. Burnham went over to the bourgeoisic, and Schachtman is

- today outside the SWP, but the mistaken formulations of ‘Revolu=
tionary Defecatism they voiced within the party arc still shawred

by the party todaye o - R

:mThié."misiakdU thus expldins.how'sueh elémentsaaa-ﬁUﬁNHAM and
- DWIGHT MACDONALD could remain in. the SWP.

- This "mistakc' HAS lcd to an open advosacy of DEFENSISM by the

© SWP.and the former WIL. Comrade Cannon most cloarly expressed
this defensism whan he said that we. must ™tclescope™ tho fight
agalnst our omn bourgeamie and the enemy bourgeaisie, thatt we
~have a method to prevent thc "enemy*s* wictory before the seiz-
~urc of power; that labor must.placc. thomsclvwes at thoe head of
the trade unions-to take the lcad of the stmuggle against the
-onemy™ bourgeoigmic ='we must 4rm the workor" against invasioms

* The genclusion which flows from this conaeption. i& that the maim
- Gnemy iz NOT ati homee S _ . o

This "Mistake" was never corracted in spite of the numerous the=-
orctical and practical criticisms sent to the ISe Tha critie .
cisne sent to the IS by Comrade Godelaine, the Revolutionary
Communisgtd. . of Austria and the Left Fraction of the former Brrite
ish Section af the. Fourth International recaived no ideological

. answer but were ignored

In short the Re.-via-iori‘ist fraction HAS taken eonﬁr_ol of all 'fm-"

‘portant positiona in the Internatiommls ‘

Comrade T mays: . e _ , .
"In the USA and Britain new life is coming into the .
movement = revolutionary workers are 1#'illing the manks
of the. party = THERE IS NO BETTER GUARANTEE AGAINST
DEGENERATIONG." o o < - . T
This is an-attitude .of complete passivity. The only way to. fight
zgalnst the degeneration iz to help in the creation of an INTER=-

- NATIONAL MARXTIST FRACTION which will fight the Revisionistse Im
- wordsg, Gomrade T will advocate the creatioh of such s fractiom

@n the other hand, he denies the 'irreconcilability of the. He=

visiondsts and the Nanxists within the Internationals :

In his theoretical griticism of the Revisionists, Gomrade T ob=
viously forgets what the dispute with the Revisionistaz is abouks
not thatt we shall be for .revolutionary action in wartime emem:

- when this action furthera the military defeat of our own hours - e
gaoizies The Revisionists accept thise. They do not abandon L
- the stnikes,, etcs The real dispute senters gboutt WHAT the INTER= .-

CONNECTION of the class struggle-and the imperialist war is: -
what positive direction we must give to the struggle: not "tele

cxcoping the fight against our own and the foreign bourgeolisieM=

but work ON BOTH SID:S OF THE FRONTIERS thru: revolutionary class

. action for the MILITARY defcat: of "™aur own" bourgeoisie, 1ts -

government. and® ARMED FORCES - even.if this:.means the temporany
“victory™ of the enemy bourgeoisic. ' o .

- ~

B~ HOW IS THE IMPZRIALIST WAR
-~ TRANSFORMED INTO & CIVIL. WAR
To.this guestion Lenin gave the following answer: . '
- ""Ihe. change: from imperialist war to civil war canmott
Be. MADE, as it is  impossible to make a revolution:e -
it grows out of A MULTIPLICITY OF DIVERSE FHENOMENA~ |
PHASES - TRAITS « CHARACTERISTICS, CONSEQUENCES OF THE
IMPERIALIST WAR. -Such growth is IMPOSSIBLE without & -
series of MILITARY REVERSES and DEFEATS of the goverm=
ments which reccived blows from their oppressed elasses'"e
, ; -+ . .(In "Defeat of "our™ government .in . -
: o ' the.imperialisk wan" Sotsial~Demo~
(OUR EMPHASIS) = krat! Now 43 July 26, 1918)
Lenin*s apswer shows us quite clearly the axis of the new Res
wisionisme . Tho. Revisioniste agree in essence with Schachtman's




'-‘

| ’formulations of the defeat of our own government not hy the,ﬂorb B |

gign government, but directly By the revolutione
: "Does: Revolutionany Defeatism mean the defeat of "aur"
. army by the Japancse = the British Army by the. Genman . =
C the ItaYian army by the French?"
- asked SChacntman, while he was still within the SWP; And'he :
wnawere&° , _ . .

ove

y the,Rua;-
jan Questionm chaps "Tbrms,oﬁ Defeatism® Jan. 19407 :

' Never wns.thia,formulation, voiced.within the SWP, refute&. Qm

the contrary, Comrade Goldman Iaten endorsed it by sayings

‘they do- not indicate that the revolutionary party 1s 1rrec°n- x
cilably opposed to and marches independently from ALL bourgeois
govern .mts, but that in the cases of the war of a workers atate
or the Spanish Civil War, which we classify as progressive, this
irreconcilable opposition means WORK FOR THE VICTORY, while in

' the case of an. imperialist war it means WORK FOR DEFEAT. But he

 does not see HOW ‘Comrade Trotsky comes to such aAconfusion.-

[

Comrade Trotsky confuses the imperiallst war with a civil war bee
cause he does not see that the imperialist war is transformed in=

. .to a civil war thru the military defeats of those governments

which received blows from their own oppressed: classes.

HOW to turn the 1mperialist war into a civil war, as Comrade Gode-7~
laine and other European comrades have clearly expressed it, e=
quals the line of revolutionary defeatism. Comrade Trotsky :
however does not state 'that it is necessary to work for the defeat
in order to transform the ‘imperialist war into a oivil war. THIS

ie why he confuses a condition of’ 1mperialist war and a condition -

" _ of breakdown, does not take any account of this difference for
the detgrmination of our workw

“The: claim that we. prefer the enemy, the imperlalist
enemy of the: United States; to.defeat our own govemr= -
ment iz omtiraly“lalse® = (in his opening speeahy
Minneapolie Trial.Defenea1 Nov. 8y, 194L)

+In renlitxm reVOlutlonarx_defeatiam mcags to_work _for. the.trans- '
Tormation of. the imperialist wor iato a civil war by militany
- defeatz brought about thru rewvolutionary clpngs meange Ihe de= .

... foat. of Italian imperinlism by British impericlism,, Qe QZéy WaS

. - -eassentlial in getting the masses into motion.. The military g

Not to say How the imperialist war is turned into & civil war is
to emasculate the revolutionary positione If onée does not undere-
~stand this, as Comrade T, one_ cannot explain why even the slogan
and perspe¢tive of turning the imperialist war into a civil war

has been dropped today and replaced by the siogan and perspec-

tive of"turning the 1mperiallst war into an antlfascist war"

- feat .of  Italian imperialism by Anglo-American imperiallsm was
. -the lesser evil for the Italian workers, tho 1t mcant . the tom=
porary victory of Anglo=American imperiallsm. It is the objoe-
"~ tive ocircumstances (military defeatz by the foreign 1mporialiat
power on the one side = and the internal destruction of men and
- materials by the exploiters government on the other side =~ the.
INTERNAL EXHAUSTION) which create & REVOLUTIONARY SITUATION and

' We shall quote only two examples of this slogan, but’ this is ac-
.transform.the imporialist war into a civil ware

. tually the main axis of the agitntion of the centrists in the ‘
- ‘ - {Ourtg Internationals, The editcrial of the "Militant" of March -
: : S5, 1941 writes: "The real soiution lies in an altogether differ-.
. Mo, the revolutionary party, help this transformation, work ent dircction. The real sclution is o trensform the imperialist
- TOWARDS ‘the military defcate. The workers cannot defeat theilr _° B  war into a war against fascism." To. agitatz for an "antifascist
e{,evernme%;: af lon% eir? the state oi 1mpor1alisg gﬂr e};iﬁtgafﬂ% | war" means to call for the substitution of tae imperialist gove
long as the imperialist gevernment cah prevent decisive defea " "o -
of its armed Torcemer Ine Revisionists do not dilferentiate bee- 3§2?eggwg¥‘a I?eiigylggggggigggq f;;ergge?téh%nigia%d:;ogiag;" _
~“tween a. conditien of imperialist war and a condition of eiwil" and "against fascism" - the contrists answer: Yes, we would sup-"
. ware fThe @fialogics with the Spanigh Civil War which Comrade: port you if you really fought "for democracy" and'"against h
Connon advenaed. in thé Minneapcllsa Trial- Defcn%e eXpose "t:hj.ﬁ fascism™, (Milltant", March 15,-1941: "as horrible. as war 13"
confusions Comrade Cannon m&kﬁd ‘the p%nty to "talescope" the we wowld not hesitate to urge Rocsewe 1% %o enter the war, if it
. fight agalnst our own and the "foreign™ bourgeoisics This was were really to be a war of dem:craey =against faseism")es The . £
3P°i51b1° in the Spanish WAR OF.CLASSES.~ where: we do have to centrists accept the empty absiracticns of the imperialists, only
march soparately from our awn bourgeoisie but carny out panallel add: "let us do the Job" ‘In rewiiiy nowever, the central op= -
zgtégﬁLagglnsxizganco, o antimperiali&t bl the.M%IN ENEMYiia position in this cpoch is not beuwbc? democracy and fascism, but
o g aTOUT r : ¢ has to be turned against our own ourgagﬁs & between the proletarian revolution and the -democraiic workerst -~ .
dor &tedifgéas t?at Cgmgado ngtSRY mn¢£§h° othersgigi&ign s ‘rights and imperialism which uses. bourgeois demncracy or fascism .
':Cgvgﬁ AR (izin S? ? )e ng%h e r°¥°tg onary pgti 0? n &i for its protection on the other hand. We do rot sppose an anti~ =
o apa alist.war;e Hgasgesfghat gogiggeurrg?§§¥ gﬁ:.thgnﬂe:ingnfp' fascist war %o the imperialist war, but civil war on. both sides
©ists indisoriminately talk of "IRRECONCILABLE OPPOSITION TowARDS . °F e fronticrs which necossarily includes-an "antifascist. war."_
THE BOURGEOIS GOVERNMENT * in the one case aa 1“ the °th°”i that | <:?9mrade T critic1zes the Rev131onists for their orientation of

.. 4 |

»
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~"turning the imperialist war into an antifascist war® ~o We
are fully supporting him on this.  But this criticism without
the clear theoretical exposition of HOW the imperialist war is
- turned into a civil war on- both sides of the frontiers is an

absolutely one-sided attacke. ‘ '

- We can now sec how.points which appear of purely "theoretical"
“interest arc in reality very immediate issues., If Comrade T
does not understand ‘the -transformation of the imperialist war
into a civil war thru the military defeats of thosé governments
which received blows from their own oppressed classes, his ate
- btacks against the centrists can only play into their handse He -
- will not be able to expose efficiently the very "practical" erw
rors-of "Workers' International News", the "Socialist Appeal",
~and the "Militant"(in the Unitcd Statos)e . o

Lenin shdwdd.quite,cleafly that miiitary,defcats'éré ossential
“in getting the masses into motione . “When Comrede T.ridicules us
- for passively sitting back in our chairs, and waiting for the

military défeat to do the job for us, he ridlioules Lenin, who.

always: showed the correct interrelation of the objective circums<
-stances (" a multiplicity of diverse phenomena, phases, traits,
characteristics, consequcnces of the imperialist war"), and the
~ subjective factor: work for the defeats B SR
- . "The transformation of a war between governments into

"+ civil war is on the one side facilitated by military '
defeats(reverses) and on the other hand it is IMPOSSIBLE -
~ TO STRIVE IN PRACTICE TOWARDS SUCH A TRANSFCRMATION without
© . at the same time WORKING TOWARDS THE MILITARY DEFEAT",

‘We shall find another example of the correct interrclation be=
- tween subjective and objective factors if we remember that when
.before the last war, the Social-Democrats telked of "preventing
the war by a general strike, insurrection, ctc,~ replying to the
war by revolution, etc.," this was a similer over-cstimation of
tho subjective factor as. when the Revisionists today talk of the
defeat of the imperialists by the revolution without long work
Tor the military defeat. which alone allows the revolutionists to
'increase their forces. Lenin replied to'those Social-Democrats
© that at the start of the war the overwhelming majority will nce-
- essarily be FOR the "defense of the fatherland"~'that only thru
the experiences of the war will the masses wake up and that the
. only correct subjective activity is to hasten the transformation
~ by year-long illegal propaganda. Thus the Revisionlsts today,
Just as the SocIal-Demoerats then, use this "optimists" picture
a3 a screen to cover up their failure to carry out the really
- necessary subjective activity. o '

]

By a sleight of hand, Comrade T shows that & tempory "victory" -

. 'of. the "foreign" power cannot be a consequence’ of the . révolution= B

ary agtion of the workerse - So he says:
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" Unfortunately the Left Fraction FAILS TO QUOTE A
SINGLE EXAMPLE where it was-"clear" before or after
- .~ the event that the revolutionary action of the pro-
“letariat, that is. the striving of the proletariat
to transform the war into a c¢ivil war LED to the
military victory of the enemy bourgeoisie= ie.ce(!)
COULD ONLY LEAD TO THAT AND NOTHING ELSE (!315".
(Our emphasis and points of exclamation) ..

"Today it is clear", Comrade T goes on, "that the revolutionary
action started by one,proletariat will not lead to the victory

of the cnemy bourgeoisie but can and must lead to the victory of

‘the international proletariat over the international;bourggoisie"ap 

. Nobaody ever-said that Re#oiutienary'Deféatism1COuld ONLY lead to .

the victory of the enemy bourgeoisie - and to nothing else(!).

But what we must sec is. that 1t CAN lead to a TEMPORARY victory .
. of the chnemy bourgeoisies Revélutionary defeatist actions will

definitely have a REPERCUSSION in the "victor" country. Just
because we -know 'that the war will not end as a war between gov=
errments, as only bourgeois minds could think it will, do:we

- work for the military defeat IN ALL BELLIGERENT COUNTRIES. To
.- accuse us of “lack of faith" in the victory of the internation-.
al proletariat over the international bourgeoisie, because we

statc .that revelutionary defeatist actions may have .as a MOMEN-
TARY effect the victory of the other bourgeoisie, is to reason

~as Comrade Trotsky did in the last war, who reproached Lenin

with concessions to social patriotism, bccause Lenin, when the.
bourgeoisig called out: "HIGH TREASON! You arc for the DEFEAT"

-answered: " YES- we commit high treason « we are for the defeatl

WE are also éonfident that'thekrevolutiondry action offthe Ttal-
ian-proletariat, for instance, will lead to the victory of the

. international proletariat over the international bourgeoisiec,

The mass. action of the Italian workers, however, facilitated the
defeat of Italiah imperialism by anglo-american imporialisme
This defcat TRANSFORMED the imperialist war into a civil war,.

-and created a REVOLUTIONARY SITUATION. However, no revolutions-

ary party was able to UTILIZE the revolutionary situation, and

~as the British and American workers: were still stupefied by tho
victories of their own bourgeoisies, still willing to "fight the

Germans" - the IMMEDIATE result was the TEMPORARY occupationiof
of Italy by béth German and Anglo-American troopss Now, was the .
military defcat of Italian imperialists, brought about by the
revolubtionary actions of the Italian masses & LESSER evil for
‘thé ltalian workers than the victory of their own imperialism?.
ALTHO 1t meant the tomporary “victory" of the Anglo-American

~armies? . Or would it have been a lesser evil only if it had .

"meant" the victory of the revolution? But then the ‘whole come

‘parison would be ridiculous. By "lesser evil" we obviously do

not mean a successful revolution which cannot be "guaranteed" = .
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‘but the objective class relations which.are infinitely more fave

. orable in the case of the military defeat, in spite of all tem-

porary sétbacks, than in the case of a military victory. We are
confronted not with the mechanical deterministic conception of

- & revolution rendered IMPOSSIBLE -thru a military victory, or

- CAUSED. thru a military defeats Both the victory and the defeat:
are factors which respectively retard or further the revolution=-
ary development.  There are no black~and-white alternatives.

or, in the last er, was the militafy defeat df-German'Imper-
ialism a lesser evil for the German workers than the victory of

| French' imperialism? The revolutionary action. of.the masses def=

- initely furthered the German defeat - as no revolutionary party -
was however able to exploit the defoat - it led to the tempor- -
ary vietory of French and English imperialism, - .

- In'Russia, which was defeated by Germen imperialism, the spon= -
- taneous mass action of the February Revolution undoubtedly .fa=

¢cilitated the defeat of Tsarism, and even ledto the temporary
- occupation of Rugsia by the German armies. Still the military

defeat of Russia by German- imperialism was a lesser evil for the

. Russian workers than the victory of Tsarism, altho it implied
- the temporary victory of German imperialism. ~The two "subjec=
‘tive" factors, the forging of the revolutionary varty on the -
“basis of Revolutionary vefeatism which alone could oppose the
scerensky regime which usurped power in the February Revolution
. in order %o continue the. "war against Germeny" =~ and the raeper-
..eussion of the Russian revolutionary upsurge in Germany soon
proved that the German "victory" was not the "only" possible
outcome of the Russian defeat, - 3y . :

' The immediate perspective, however is different from the ulti-

'h" mate ones. In Sgptember, when the Germans threatened to oceupy
. the revolutionary centre of Petrograd, did Lenin advocate its

defonse? - Nol He remained defeatist tho this policy could have
led to the temporary victory of German Imperialism-and a tremen-

.. dous setback of the Russian Rovolution thru the smothering of the. .

‘Petrograd soviects..

The Russian dxamplé morcover clearly shows that the poliey of
working for the military defeat ON BOTH SIDES can be implement=

- ed: the mass action of the Russian workers first led to the tem=

porary victgry of and occupation by German impecrialism. -Still
:;the-revolutlonary action of the Russian workers did not end up
with the victory of one gang of im crialist robbers over the

. Other gang. The military defeat of Russia, disintegration of _
- the Tsarist -army, dampening of the war enthusiasm of thé messe sy
~transformed the war into’'a civil war. The Bolsheviks, the only
‘party who maintained the line of revolutionary defcatism (thanks
-~ to the "rearming of the party" in April by Lenin) led the civil .
"~ war 'to the' suacessful conclusion, shich meant a victory of the

revolutionary actions of the Italian masses. a

ALTHO it meent the temporary ‘*victory

‘ parison ‘would be ridiculous. I : _
‘not mean a successful revolution which ‘cannot be "guaranteed" «

INTERNATIONAL NEWS . Pagan

" Unfortunately the Left Fraction FAILS TO QUOTE A
SINGLE EXAMPLE where it wes "eclear" before or after -
the event that the rovolutionary action of the pro-
letariat, that is ‘the striving of the proletariat. -

. to transform the war into a civil war LED to the
‘military victory of the enemy bourgeolsie= i.c.(?)

- COULD ONLY LEAD TO THAT .AND NOTHING ELSE (!T{)",
(Qur emphasis and points of exclamation) . ..

"Today it is clear", Comrade T goes on, "that the rGVOButionatY‘.;':

action started by one proletariat will not lead to.the victory
of the eremy bourgeoisie but can and must lead to the victory of

_ the internotional proletariat over the intérnational bourgeoisie%s =

Nobody ever said thal Revolutionary Defcatism could ONLY lead to .

©  the victory of the encmy Lourgeoisie - and to nothing else(})e ..

.

But what we must sec is that it CAN lead to a TEMPORARY victory .

‘dof'thc‘onCmy bourgeoisie. Revolutionary defeatist actiohs. will

definitely have o REPERCUSSION in the "victor" countrye. Just . -

because. we know that the war will not end as a war between gov-
errnents, as-only bourgeois minds could think it will, do: we

work for the military defeat 'IN ALL BELLIGERENT COUNTRIES. To
accuse us of "lack of faith".in the victory of the internation-
al proletariat over the intcrnational bourgeoisie,  because we .
state. that revelutionary. defeatist actions may have as a MOMEN-

. TARY effcct the victory of the other bourgeoisie, 18 to reason

as Comrade Trotsky did in the last war, who reproached Lenin -
with concessions to social patriotism, because Lenin, when the

- bourgeoisic called out: “"HIGH TREASONY You arc for the DEFEAT" -
answerzd: " YES- we .commit high treason - we are for the defecat!

WE are dlsé'qonfidentithat‘the revdlutibnary'action of the Ital-

ian proletariat, for instanée, will lead to the victory of the-
international proletariat. over the international bourgeoisies

The mass action of the Italian workers, however, facilitated the .
defeat of Italian imperialism by anglo-american imperialisme. .
This defoat TRANSFORMED the imperialist war into a eivil war, . -
and created a REVOLUTIONARY SITUATION. However, no revolution-
ary party was able to UTILIZE the revolutionary situation, and

‘as the British and American workers: were still stupefiecd by the

victorics of their own bourgeoisies, still willing to "fight the'
Gormans" = the IMMEDIATE result was the TEMPORARY occupation of

of Italy by both. German and Anglo-American traopse Now, was the

military defeat of Itallan ‘imperialists, broug%t about by the
] } ESSER evil tor ,

thre 1talian workers than the victary of their own. imperialism? . -
" of the Anglo-American -

armies? Or would :it have been a.lesser evil only if it had . :
"meant" the victory of the revolution? But then the whole comw .
By "lesser evil" we obviously do. -

S
S

o e _ -
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.. occupation of Russia by the .German armies.

"'“qther gange

~-party who ‘maintained the line of revolu

'Ekgeie

but the objective class relations which are infinitelf?mora fave

~orable in the case of the military defeat, in spite of all teme
porary sctbacks, than in the case.of a military victory. We are
confrontod not with the mechanical deterministic conception of

. 'a revolution rendered IMPOSSIBLE thru a military victory, or .
CAUSED thru.a military defeats Both the victory and the defeat:

are factors which respectively retard or further -the ‘revolution-

s ary development. .There are no black~and-white alternatives.

Qr,;in the last war, was the miiitary defeét'of.German-Imper-
ialism a lesser evil for the German workers than the victory of

French imperialism? The revolutionary action of the masses def~

initely furthered the German defeat - as no revolutionary party
was however able to exploit the defeat - it led to the tempor-
ary vietory of French and English imperialism,. T

'In Russia, which was defeated by German imperialism, the spon=

~ teneous mass action of the February Revolution undoubtedly fae

cilitated the defeat of Tsarism, and even ledto the temporar
Still tne military
-.def0§t of Russia by German imperialism was a lesser-evil for the
Russian workers than the victory of Tsarism, altho it implied
the temporary victory. of German imperialisme. The two "subjeg--

., tive" factors, the' forging of the revolutionary . varty on the:

‘basis of Revolutionary vefeastism which alone could oppose .the
serensky regime which usurped power in the February Revolution
in order to continue the "war against ‘Germanv" = and the reper-.
.cussion of the Russian revolutionary upsurge in Germany soon

proved that the German "victory" was not the “or y" i -

. outcome of the Russian defeat.y . l_/_ei.onl : pnsglble_a

. The immediate perspective, however is different from the ulti=

mate one., In Sgptember, whén the Germans threatened to aceupy

- the revolutionary centre of Petrograd, did Lenin advocate its
defense? =~ No! He remaincd defeatist tho this policy could have

‘led- to the temporary victory of German Imperialism and a tromen=~

dous setback of the Russian R volution thru’ t )
Fetrograd sovictss : .c ’ the Smé hgring.of the

‘The Russian example morcover clearly shows that>the' olicy of
.‘wo?klng for .the wilitary defeat ON %OTH SIDES can bépimplgment-
ed: the.mass action of the Russian workers first led to the tem-
porary victory of and occupation by German imperialisme.  Still
the ‘revolutionary action of the Russian workers 'did not end up
‘with the victory of one gang of imperialist robbers over the
A : The military defeat of Russia, disintegration of
- the Tsarist army, dampening of the war enthusiasm of . the messes,
transformeq the war into a civil war. The Bolsheviks, the only
o Wy in tionary defcatism (thanks
. Yo the “"rearming of the party" in April by Le%in),led the(c?v?%s
,’.Warwtp_the.succeasful conclusion, which meant a victory of the
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workers over Tsarism and a'serious.undermining of the position
of German Imperialisme The mass action of the German workers,

on the other hand, facilitated the military defeat of German ime
As no revolutionary.par=

perialism by Anglo-French imperialism.
ty, however, was able to transform the revolutionary situation-
into a successful revolution, it led to the-temporaryrvictory of

Thus both. belligeront countries were defeated - and these defeats
transformed thée war into.a. civil war,.
revolutionary movements facilitated by those defeats ~ especlal=
ly that of the Russian revolution, infected the "victorious" ar-

migs. The war was ended on all sides, There were no "victors",_'

‘G~ WHEREIN LIES THE REVISION OF
" THE LENINIST CONCEPT OF
REVOLUTIONARY DEFEATISM?

"Lenin's formulg "The defeat- is the lesser evil", does
not mean that the.defeat of our country is the lesser '
-evil compared with the deéfeat of the enemy country, but
- -that the military defeat gaused by the DEVELOPMENT OF A
- REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT is incomparably more profitable :
for the proletariat and the whole people than the mil= -
itary victory secured thru civil peace"-Page 29, (Our
' emphasis and translation)s L
In the "New International" qf July 1939, p. 208, speaking in the

name of .the Editorial Board of The Russian Left Opposition, Com=-'

rade Trotsky says: "The idea of defeatism means an irreconcil=
able revolutionary struggle against one's own bourgeoisie with=--
‘out being deterred by the fact that the struggle may result'In.
military defeat". The only perspective which. Comrade Trotsky
‘gives to the revolutionary .party in these two statements is:

if a revolutionary movement brings about a military defeat_thié_»?

defeat is a lesser evile. It is not so much -‘that the statement

- is false, as that it stresses only ONE aspect of the question

and- omits the other aspect, from which the decisive line of

~ march flows, THIS IS THE ONLY STATEMENT OF REVOLUTIONARY DE~

FEATISM WHICH COMRADE TROTSKY GAVE FRON 1934 to 1940. . His ar= :

* ticle “Learn to Think" (May 38) andthe letter of the editorial
. board of the Russian Left Opposition written in answer to the =
~ Palestinlan comrades who had deserted to open soclal patriotism: '

only repeat. this statement. When, however, Comrade Trotsky
states the concrete line of march, he formulates it in the way.

organize and smash the military machine ‘thru sabotage. In those

countries allied with the Soviet Union we shall remain in peolite

ical oppbsitipn to the bourgeoisie. If Critiéized-fbr‘thisgrgf

) g

The strong impetus of the .

. 'In "War and the Fourth International® (1934) - Comrade Trotsk&_
~said: - - S . o

- he* formulated it before the Dewey Commission to investigate the = -
Moscow trials ( also in "War and the Fourth International")=- in. =
those countries fighting against the Soviet Union we shall dise
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~ statement, the Revisionists ask us, "Do you want us to advocate
sabotage in the democratic imperiaiisms?" No, not at all, but we
want you to give a clear political statement on your attitude. to
the war quite independently from the alliance of your country - -
with the Soviet Unione : ' _ ‘

' Comrade Trotsky's formulation leaves the éscape clause that be=

- cauge our forces are not strong enough yct, there is no concrete

application of revolutionary defeatism at the present moments Im
reality it should be stressed that every class action leads tom=

/  wards the defeat, at all stages must we therefore work for the

- defeats - Nowhere does Comrade Trotsky present that other aspect
0f defeatism without which the first here presented remains ab=-

. 8olutely meaningless, viz., that in Lenin's own words, the TRANSe
- FORMATION of the imperijalist war into -a CIVIL WAR is FACILITATED .

by the military defeats of the governments, and that in order to
- bring about this transformation we must WORK TOWARDS military de=
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.the same accusation against our formulatibn of "working-for the
military defeat even if it means thsz temporary victory of the

other power." The meaning which Comrade T gives to "revolution-
ary defeatism", ises that we must not abandon the revolution
even if it means the military defeat of our government, without
precising what we must POSITIVELY WORK FOR (phrasemongering a~
bout "class-struggle is here not enough - we must know what this
class-struggle means in relation to the war) is the same as Com=
rade Trotsky gives to it in the last war; and in his statement

~in "War and the Fourth International", Lenin, however accused
- Comrade Trotsky of asking concessions to the real social-patri-
otism, and not only to its. "methodology", by not clearly declar=
ing himself for the SLOGAN of . the MILITARY DEFEAT., - c

Comrade Trotsky, when he rejected the siogan of military defeat
as a concession to social-patriotism obviously used the same are.
gument as Comrade T that the class struggle leads neither to the

feats (D 198, Collected Wotrks) _ , B victory of the one or the other power - but to the victory of the

o v » : ' o proletariat over both imperialist powers, Comrade T does not sce :
Comrade T has accused us of losing sight of the. "determining fac-. - . that the victory of the other power can be a TEMPORARY conse=-
- tor, the class ‘'struggle", and asserts that revolutionary adefeat= - quence of revolutionary action which can only cause the moral and.
 ism only means.to pursue the class struggle most consequently : . military weakening of the camp in which we find ourselves, can -
in wartime, the "Revolutionaby Communist Party" is a thousand | ~ only disintegrate the war potential of the army, can only dampen g
times more defeatist "in deeds" than all sectarians put togeth= ' the war enthusiasm of the masses, and bring about a defeates This -
ere¢ Comrade T obviously does not advance beyond Comrade Trot= . docs not mean that we work in any way for the victory of the en=
.8ky's formula.. Comrade Trotsky, as we have seen, did not stop. - emy power, or help this victory, or by any action behave like the
- at " any patriotic considerations"s Comrade Trotsky would not ' German Soclal-Democrats, Parvus.in the last war, etc, who all . o
 have abandoned the revolution "even if it meant thedilitary de=- tried to help the enemys. The German Social-Democrats and Staline
feat o is .own country"., But did Comrade Trotsky. agree to.'work ist however, are not at all for the transformation of the impor-
for the miiitdryvdefeat by revolutionary class means" (not mil- - ~lalist war into a civil war thru revolutionary defeatism, but
_ itery defeatism, not "blowing up bridges", organizing unsuccess= '~ only for the change of one bourgeois government for anothere '
. ful military strikes, artificial methods = euch as burning were= - They will attempt to kill the incipiont revolutionary situation. =~ -
- houses, setting off bombs, wrecking trains, etc.)s. No, Comrade - .in the germ, aided therein by the foreign imperialist power which
.- Trotsky agreed to "political opposition to all bourgeois gove . thoy worked for all alonge - - = - ’ ' ;
- ernments", But IN.THE LAST WAR, when Comrade Trotsky was for - S . - I ;
"NEITHER. VICTORY NOR DEFEAT",.Comrade Trotsky icould have easily Comrade T advances the ultimate perspective of a civil war on .
~agreed {0 his present statements on revolutionary defeatism, . . Dboth sides as an immediate concretc onc:-he proceeds from the
- without abandoning his positions EVEN IN THE LAST WAR COMRADE . - @ssumption of a gucceggful civil ware  In reality however,.every
TROTSKY WOULD HAVE REMAINED IN "POLITICAL OPPOSITION .TO' THE - revolutionary action guring the war leads to a temporary gein of °

BOURGEOIS GOVERNMENT®™ EVEN IF IT MEANT.THE DEFEAT OF “OUR OWN" . - the enemy. On the other side, such a military defeat. accelerates
the workers loss of faith intheir own bourgeoisie, As however, -

. COUNTRYs ° But hg would npt have agreed that the class struggle o
'+~ in an imperialist war must, if it is consequently carried thru, - & .-~ the strategy of revolutionary defeatism is carried out in ALL S
- lead TOWARDS. the defeat‘gflggg wn cduntry: and that we.-must - .. . - imperialist countries, revolutionary action for the military de= .
' therefore work TOWARDS the e,ggt by rowolutionary meanse To. - - - feat of our own bourgeoisic will lead ultimately not to the vic-
.\~ this Comrade Trotsky. would have replied in the last war: "-to, tory of one gang of imperialist robbers-over another gang - but
" work for the defeat "isz.an uncalled for and unjustifiable’ poli=- to the victory of the .proletarian revolution in all imperialist
~-bical concession ta the.methodobogy of social patriotism which : countries - just as Comrade T desires ite -It is however not a
"aubstltutes for: the. revolutionary struggle againast the war and @ question of desire, but of immediate concrete perspective. '
~the conditions that, cause war,. an ORIENTATION ALONG THE LINE oF [} ; . T T R A
. khe legser ovil,:an orientation.which under given conditions, = - -  f  Comrade Trotsky in the last war, juast as Comrade T now, was "for .
7is perfectly arbitrery.". {from "Nashe Slovo"~ No. 105-June 4, - - ' the class struggle" and the "revolution" in the abstract, sepa-
- A915), ‘It 1s not by chance, by.the way, that Comrade T mekes : : . : L . : R o S
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rated from the imperialist war, Lenin answered Comrade Trotsky
by pointing out that we wish‘and,STRIVE, WORK for the military
defeat inh both imperialist countries precisely because we know
that the war will not end as a war between governments, with the
‘victory of the one or .cther power, but that the revolution will
find 'an echo in the "other" country, momentarily '"fictorious', and
that both powers will in the end be defeated. But to reject the

slogan of defeat under this argument méans to capitulate to Social-

patriotism. Comrade T is not against the military defeat ~ oh nol
He is for the revolution even if it means the defeats But is he
for working for the military defeat in both countries, even iIf it
- means the temporary victory of the other power?  No. o -
. . _ : L ' S L.
No wonder that Comrade T merely criticizes the Revisionists for
their "mistakes", does not see that Comrade Trotsky is not only
gullty of some omissions and confusionse. The important fact is .

- that Comrade Trotsky accepted the concept of revolutionary defeat=

ism after having systematically revised it, abandoning the con-

‘tent and retaining the EMPTY SHELL. Comrade T jeers at our form=

. ulation and says we tell the toiling malsses to passively wait for
the military defeat instecad of acting. N SR

Vle never said that a revolution, cannot take place in the "victor-
lous" countrys The development of the revolutionary movement is
only rctarded by the victories. The revolutionary movements in
the ."victorious". countries in the last war are the best proof to
~ the contrary. ‘However these movements were born out of a "multi=-
- plicity of diverse phenomena-phases-traits-characteristics-conse-
quences of the imperialist war"e. The imperialist war contains
- ¢ivil war elements which at the beginning arc¢ subordinated to the
purely intra-imperialist strugglec. In the last war, there were .
no'victorious" countrics, The "victorious" British troops re=
volted at the.contact of the October revolution. This however
brought about a situation in.the "victorious" powers which was
equivalent to defeat. It meant the ond of the war, the advance
of the revolutionary movement in all countries. In the present
war, the "second front", like the anti~-soviet adventure in the
last war will bring: to the fore the ¢ivil war elements in all .
countriess At the contact of the European revolution, the civil
war elements in the war of the "allied" imperialists will be de=
. velopeds The allicd imperialists will.thon come to a stage where
- they will not be able to avert decisive defeats . The condition of _
~imperialist war will bc transformed into a condition of breakdown,
of clvil war. 'But this will mean the end of the wars |

"D - CONCLUSION:: THE RESOLUTION -
_OF THE LEFT FRACTION. .

,,VCOErade T denies that Révolﬁtionary Defeatism can Have as an ime
¢ mediate consequence the momentary victory of the other powers
}v_TherLeftaEraction falls into the opposite mistake, identifies the

of the enemy imperialistse =
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| miiitary defeat of our own arméd forces with the military victory
- of the other power - says that the CLASS~CONSCIOUS French worker

sees In the victory ofGermanyover France only the defcat and huw

-miliation of his own bourgeoisie which he ardently deSires.

It erfs. Tt is the DEMORALISED worker who seées therein the hu=
miliation of his own bourgeoisie, who in his hatred of the bour-

‘geoisie butat the same time his powerlessness, rejoices about the
" victory of the enemy bourgeoisie over his own bourgeoisie, whose

EMBARRASSMENT and DIFFICULTIES he was not able to take advantage
of himself, - S o s .

The REVQLUTidNARY'worker, however, sees very well that the vietory

- of thé enemy bourgeoisie has not solved a single social issue, and =
that his own bourgeoisie adapts very quickly to collaboration with = -
the "enemy" bourgeoisie for the purpose of preventing the revolue

tionary potentialitics of the situation and safeguarding its so=-

-cial position by the only way open to it, a change of "allies".

In the cdufse of a discussion 6n,the'subjéct, the Left Fraction

- went even so far as to consider the state of MILITARY. OCCUPATION.

as being favorable for the revolutionary party to exploit, be-
cause of the potential fraternization between the -soldiers of the
oceupying army and the workerse But this presupposes a REVOLU~ -
TIONARY PARTY, which, if it is not created on the basis of the =~
military defeat will find no immediately favorable terrain when

.the occupying army has alrcady consolidated the position of the
' collaborating bourgecoisie whose DIFFICULTIES we want to take adw’
‘vantage ofe. - It is the conmplete disintegration of the bourgeois
~army which we want to exploit, as the Russian workers did in

1905, If the military defeat has not becn exploited by a revow -
lutionary party, (as in France in 1940) the new chauvinism crao=- .
ated on the basis of "National Liberation" will be the immediate *
result of the military occupatione But a revolutionary wave will
not be stifled by the TEMPORARY victory of both "enemy" and "ale

lied" imperialists, (Italy)e This is why the MARXISTS advocate

-WORK for MILITARY DEFEAT of their own ARMY by REVOLUTIONARY CLASS '
MEANS eveh if it means the témporary victory of the “"encmy" ime

perialistse It is this mechanical identification of .military dee

'-_feat-and military occupation of the Left Fraction which Comrade T
“exploits in order to justify his own rejection. of REVOLUTIONARY o

WORK for MILITARY DEFEAT oven if it means the temporary victory

. Correctly»dpposing'the mechanical identification of military des

feat and military occupation by the "enemy" power, Comrade T also ' . .
denies that it is the MILITARY DEFEATS of our own ARMY(objective . -
factor) which TRANSFORM THE IMPERIALIST WAR INTO A CIVIL WAR, end
that we must HELP and WORK TOWARDS this transformation even where
it means the temporary victory of the "enemy" powers . Like the ..
former leader of the revisionist fraction, Comrade’ Trotsky, 'he is. =
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ready to actept the military defeat as a "lesser evil" when it g Comrade T does not recognize, the adherents of the Military Poliey
was brought about by a. SUCCESSFUL revolutionary upsurge} but like - 45 Revisionistse. He forbidszus to point out that the Fourth In=
- Comrade Trotsky, he does not stress the positive direction of our _ tcrnational is following in the footsteps of the 2nd and drd In-
.. work; practical actions leading ‘bowards defeat, which gives na . ternationals if it does not accept the Marxist policy- of Revolu-
. GUARANTEE OF A SUCCESSFUL civil wars. . ' ' _ : tionary Defeatism, unless wec discover some special social stratum
o RN . R S S _ ' o as the basis for this degencratione. He completely ignores that
Thus: in the last few years a fight has been going on in- the the fear of losing their legal positions was one of the main roa=
Fourth International on the question of revolutionary defeatism, - - Sons for the degencration of the 2nd International, just as it is
led by the Revisionist Fraction of.Comrades Trotsky=CannoneGolde the cause of the Revisionism in the 4th. . We may end this dis=- ,
‘man (and formerly) Schachtman against the Marxist positions = cussion by asking the appropriate question of ‘onc comrade from the
. - L S S A : g "REVOLUTIONARY - COMMUNISTS OF AUSTRIA": The methods of the Revie v
7w What position does Comrade T take in this fight? The RCP and the - gionists may eventually safeguard our cadrcs from PHYSICAL annihi=-
. 8Wp, says Comrade T are organizations a. thousand times more dee lation, but WHO will be saved from destruction - will this be &
foatlst "in action" than all sectarians put togethere Why? Be- - [ COMMUNIST. organization? C ol '
~ctuse the RCP and the SWP participate in  the class struggle. But f Cel . . e R
. HOW? The Leninist conception of the party is not merely on empty Our coneclusion is: L I
+ phrase about "participation in the class-strugglc", The  indepen= . T o .
< . donce of the proletariat is safcguarded only in the independence . - |§ ~ CAPITULATION TO THE REVISIONISTS DOZES NOT PAYY . .
~ - of the Marxian organization., - If the Marxian organization tail=- R N c ~ ; '
. ends_the masses,. by adapting itself to their consciousness, as - BUILD THE INTZRNATIONAL MARXIAN FRACTION TO TAKE UP THE FIGHT .
~ « the RCP and the SWP do at the present, it 'has . obviously aban- = R éGAlNST’THE REVISIONISTS! - LT . o
- - ~doned ' revolutionary defeatism in actions An independent politi=- - L » ' ' L N ST
¢al line is the nccessary prercquisite for independcnt class ace FIGHT  FOR TMMEDIATE P RE PA RA.T I ON S FOR A NEW INTER- '@
. tione GComrade T reasons that if Ql-i"fdrganizat_ion delinecates it~ . NATIONAL CONGRESS AT WHICH REPRESENTATIVES OF AL L SECTIONS B
. self a)-from the 2hd International, b)-from the  3rd International, WILL'BE PRESENTY : . N o . R
“ and e)-from the centrist ILP, then it is obviously fulfilling the . - : e
. historical role of the Fourth International, In reality this task .
. .will be fulfilled only by a leadership which does not tailend the
centrists, bup advocates an independent revolutionary line, -

¥
b

. Comrade T 1s indignant over the Left.Fraction's analysis of the.. .

. revislonist iendencies in the Fourth.Internationals The Left
Fraction asserts that defensist tendéncies have manifested them= -
selves most markedly 'in thosc countries which POBSESS Or poSsSesg=

~ed at the outbreak -of the war colonial empires on the basis of .

- whieh the bourgcoisiec could grant its proletariat. a privileged po=
.. 8ition. Comrade T attompts to rofute this by pointing -out that -
.. the Indian, South Africen, and Palestinian sections of the Fourth-
7. International are ‘also-fdr the Military Policye.. This however does
-~ not disprove at all the Left Fraction's analysige All that is ine
- teresting 1s that the New Revisionism originated in France,; En= -
. -gland, America; that one of .the main réasons of 1ts appearance ig..-
-~ the preoccupation of safeguarding the cadres without combining le-.

- .'gal and ILLEGAL organizations. Narxist comrades in the European
‘sections (Comrade Codelaine in Belgium, the Revolutionary Commune

--igts. of Austria, and other comrades) made repeated coneretc pro=

‘posals to the IS for preparations for illegality. These were all . -

.- bturned down. The only other way: the cadres could be safeguerded.. .:

. was by making ¢concessions to social-patriotisme It is absolutely -

‘-gtigelevant'that;these‘concesSionsnwdreﬂﬁailended in other coun~
triese L PR . : 3
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MA X 'SC HAC H TMAN —

- THE GHOST OF EUCENE DUHRING

About 1875 a professor of the University of Berlin by name of
Eugerie Duhring presented to Germany and to the world a solution:
of all its troubles in the form of three or four bulky volumes. .
commencing, as Engels said, "With the nebular system and winding
up with the latest theory on:bi-metalism", We. do not have time
to review all the "wisdom" of Professor Duhring. Suffice it for
our purpose to say that two of the main ideas propounded by him

were; first, that politics determines economics and secondly,

flowing from the above, that the possessor of state power creates
the cconomic mode of exploitatibne ‘Sirce. the worthy professor had

- quite a-number of followers-in the academic circles of Berlin, and

- such a myssacre as that of the poor Berlin professor.

gince the editors of the German social democratic paper were pur=
suing a very wishy-washy policy towards the bombastic. utopian, and
‘primarily for the rcason that to let the "works" of .Profegsor Duh-
ki;ng go unchallenged might lead to the growth of a bourgeois fac-

ion
isgues This he did in that masterpicce of Marxist classic known
as "Anti-Duhring". Probably not in literary history was there
Engels lit-
erally. tore Duhring's ideas: to pieces. "As a result of this book
Dunring -died politically and some yegrs after apparently died
physically. - At least according to all accounts he was buricd and
nobody, with'the possible cxception of MadamesBlavatsky or . some’
other apostle of transmigration, ever expected Lo .sce or hear the
hapless academic any more. ' L .

‘But wonders never ceascs fUnfbrtﬁnétély too late for Sir Oliven

Lodge and Sir Arthur Conan Doylc, it appears that Herr Duhring has

bgen.reincarnated and now walks and talks and writes in New York
Clty! hgving assumed the shape and name of one, Max Schachtman.
And it is difficult, éven in the face of chemistry and biology, to

believe that anyone could so adopt and adapt the ideas of the -0ld

professor to modern times without being the reincarnation of Herr
Doktor Duhring,. ' S S ’ -

"STRUGGLE. FOR A NEW COURSE"

~As proof we submit the following, The fundamental idea of Duhre

¢

ing was that oxploitation arose from the use of physical force by
one- section of the population against the othere. 'This is, of

‘' course, nothing but the very old idea that politics determines

< economics,

In thres chapters of "Anti-Duhring" entitled “"The

,Force'Tbeory",'"The Force Theory,.Continued", "The Force Theory,
- Conclusion", .Engels Yook this typically bourgeois professorial

~ attitude to

in the Social Democratic Party, Engels was compeclled to take .

.One final quotation, on pages 225-226 Schachtman writes, "!'The .

..OW_n'!-'._ B

pigces,vthen nopped up the pieces and swept them 1ntb"
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the dust bin of historye. Of course, when Herr Duhring was rein-
carnated in the person of Mre Schachtman, it is to be supposed o
that he knew of his former flayinge.. Therefore, in the latest ef=-
fusion, which the revived profecssor entitled, "The Jtruggle for |
the New Course" we will not find the same egregiousness character=.
istic of the 1875 production. But we still find the fundamental

videa set out in a different form.

The "Struggle for the New Course" is supposed to be an analysis

of the evolution of the Soviet Union.

On page 219 Schachtman sums .
up ag follows: .

"The past fiftecn years of economic progress and

consolidation of a new type of slave-state, with a ncw type of - o
ruling class". Again quoting from Schachtman's book on pages 234- -
~35 we find the following: S o S :
v g .. be o R . B -
"The question can cxamined in still another way, and the con=
.clusion will still be the same. Where property is privately
owned, thec problem of the class nature of the existing state .
~ .can bc settled by asking: Who owns property? In the United
~States as in Germany, in England as in India, the answer is -
. fundamentally the same: the bourgeoisic. The .state exists
- t0 defend:this bourgeois property: regardless of its politiw
- cal form; it is a bourgeois state. But where property is .
- collectively or state-owned, it means nothing to ask merely:.
Wno owns the property, that is, who owns the state=property?
The meaningless answer is: The state,of course! Under such
. ¢ircumstances,. the meaninpgful quecstion is: Who owns the L
state that owns the property, that is who has political powe
er?. In Lenin's time, the answer was fairly obvious: the
proletariat. Bul under Stalin? " When Trotsky wrote that
'the bureaucracy is in dircet posscasion- of ‘the statc power,"
- that was tantamount to saying:  the bureaucracy is the rule
'+ 1lng class; the staté is no' longer a workers' |statc; state
.property has becn converted.into the cconomic foundation of * .
“a'new ruling class; néew property relations have .been estaba-{;'u
.lishcde" - : . Lot o

trials and purges' were the one-sided but bloody civil war by - /-
which the new political bureaucracy definitely .smashed the last ™ -
remiant of workerst! power and ostablished a ncw class power of its

The book abounds' in btoners of the same sort, but the full .
revisionist flavor can only be apprcciated by reading the whole: . .
thinge. We think the obove quotations sufficiently and fairly es=-:
teblish Schochtman's "new position", and merely wish to further. -

- amplify in this article certain broader aspects of. the metter not

brought out in ‘the article. in the .July 1944 IN entitled "Once .

agein' the ‘Russian Question", =

In durfJﬁly,issue, in the artidle‘abovalduOted we havé?én¢ef§gdih

@

political transformation in Russia are the yvears of the risc and
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- gohe over the fundamentals of the Russian questione The purpose
-.of this article is to show .that Schachtman is not making an acci-
‘dental slip but is today in the ranks of the would be revisors of

Marxism as Eugene Duhring.and Eduard Bamnstein were in the past.

A“'AThis.article3 therefore, naturally divides itself into two sec-

- tionse - The first is an examination of the question as to whether
- Bchachtman is a revisiohist of Marxism. ' The second is whether
‘Schachtman is correct in his revision of Marxism. The remainder
of the article will bc devoted to elucidation of these two ques=
tionse - ' : _ , _ - o : S

© MAX SCHACHTMAN REVISES MARXISH

From 1846 down to *the present time the revolutionary proletariat . °
has at all times found Marxism a reliable instrument for the solu-
tion of its theoroctical and practical problenis. Time after time
representatives of capitalist ideology have attempted to do away’
with Marxism only to find that after cach attack Marxism rose
- stronger, more vigorous than cver.. The proletarian vanguard, . -
therefore, has the right to fecl that a hundred years have pretty
.well proved the scientific nature of Marxism and its value to the-
working classe. Hence it is o question of more than academiec im=
~ portance as to whether Schachtman has revised Marxisme The answer
~must be unequivocally in the affirmative., - In the preface to the
“Critique of Political Economy", Marx wrote, "In cvery historical
- epoch the prevailing mode of cconomic production and exhange and
. the neccssary distribution resulting therefrom, forms the basis
‘upont which ariscs and from which alone can be explained the en=
~tire history of that epoche" 3Engels said that the formulation
~beginning with this scntence did for the history of man what Dare -
~wints "Origin. of Species" did for biology. When Lenin wrote a
polemic against the Russian populists entitled "Who are the
.*Fricnds ‘of the Pcoplc' and How They Fight the Social Democrats®
this formulation of Merx was the leit motaf of the whole work.,
And now.comes Duhring~-Schachtman and modifies this, revises it to
, read, "In every-historical epoch, except that of the proletarian
. dictatorship, etces"s -In analyzing whether or not Schachtman's
"New Course" constitutes revisionism, we are, therefore, confront-
. ﬁd3with,two.furtherfquestionSa Did the above formulation of Marx
. include in itsclf any exceptions? The answer to that is absolute=
- 1ly in the negatives The last few sentences in the formulation
. ‘take up the transition from capitalism to communism and do not ne-
- gate or modify to any extent the main thesis of the formulations
.-The second question is did Marx or the Marxists subsequently mod=-
ify or revise the above formulation? The answer égain is no. In
the Oritique of the Gotha Programme, which it-is obvious . that ei«’
therfSchachtmqnfdid.noﬁ rcad, or, if he read it, did not under=- ‘
“ 8tand, Marx takes up the specific question of the stages of transe=
witlon from capitalism to communism and points out that in the inie
.tial stage of the dictatorship of the proletariat the proletarian
state retains traces of its origin and is in.a'certa%n'senséua -
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bourgeonis states Proceeding from this Lenin in "The State and

. Revolution" develops and amplifies the conception and points out
. that in all stages up to the final stage of communism the sconom=

ic base determines, in the final analysis, the political supere
structure. Therefore, it can be taken to be conclusively estabe

lished ‘that Duhring-Schachtman had revised Marxism, and revised S
it in what évery Marxist has stated to be the fundamental declara= =
tion of Marxisme. ' ' ' :

'SCHACHTMAN'S REVISIONISK DOES NOT CORRESPOND
- ' WITH REALITY. |

The mere fact thet Schachtman has undoubtedly revised Marxism docs

not necessarily mean that his rcvision is incorrect. Despite the
fact that we Marxists have seen a hundred revisions fall ‘in the

~ faec of objective .reality, it is quite true that maybe the 1Olst

revision could be correct. We, therefore, approach the question

~of whether Schachtman's revisiodonism is a correct theorctical exe

' planation of objective realitye This has boen very well done in
-a preceding issue of the IN but there cre a few things that can
- 8%11) be pointed outs. First there is the brilliant thesis of

Duhring-Schachtman to the effect that from 1936 to 1938, "The new

ruling class" came into power by a bloodless revolution directed

against the degenerated workers burcaucracy of the former period.
ic thank Mre Schachtman for this formulation. First, because it -
.serves to demolish his entire structure. Sccondly, because it is

_an inveluable contribution to the gayety of the masses so sorely
.nceded in these times of war and revolution. Schachtman. should

have given us somcthing better than this. He should have remem=-

bered that before 1936 the Zinovievs, Kamenevs, the Bucharins, and  -

others whom he calls the degencrated workers' bureaucracy were
burcaucrats ruling from inside jail! Never before in history, .
that we know of, have we heard of this delectable phenomenon that

‘a degenerated workers'! bureaueracy or any kind of burcaucracy

carries on its regime behind the barss’

0f course, this docs not take into account the fact.thet before
1930, in fact from 1928, at the latest, thousands upon thousands

of oppositionists werc jailed, killed, exiled. No, Schachtman has»:f'
to take the fate of former partners of Stalin, abject capitulators +
~over apd over, as a criterion for the establishment 6f a new rule

ing class. Until 1944, nobody in the Soviet Union or outside the
Soviet Union knew anything about the existence of a revolution, .
and -in this case a social revolution if -you pleases Such a phe- -
homenon' was never witnesscd befores, In all previous history, Lol
1le48, 1689, 1789, 1793, 1830, 1848, 1919, 1918, not only Marxists .
but even the man in the strect was able to point definitely to- ' .-
wards places,,and classes, as related to revolutione. But this. .= . .

. -time a revolution, and again.a social revolution if you please, =

came so stealthily, so unobservedly, that even Schachtman didn't: .
know it until six years afterwardsti- S

Y




RN

- INTERNATIONAL NZIWS ‘Page RO .
© This whole thing is an example of the idealistic a~priorism of

Schechtmane First he constructs an ideal workers' state, Then

since he doeg hot sec that in the Soviet Union, he makes his com=

munication, "Yea, yee, nay, nay, and whatsocver is more than these

commeth of evil", and he denies the .exisience of any workers'

states Then since he has certain dupes in the ranks of the Worke-

. .ers Party who have been given some minimum of Marxist diet, and
have -beén told some of the elements of politics@rlet alone social -
revolution, he constructs o revolution all by himself, - -

in_this'conncction the following quotation is'interesting:;

MI know that the revolutionary Marxians tried to invalidate
this argument by pointing out that "Their State" 1S the pro-.
‘lotarian dictatorsihip, in-which there can be no antagonism ‘
between employee ahd States However, 50 long as a burecaucracy
exlsts,; there is no genuine proletarian - dictatorship, but only
the rule of a class, the official class, over the great mass
~of the working pcople, who are far more effectively subjected
to the class dominion of the bureaucracy than today under cap-
italism they are subjected to the class. domination .of the own=
ers of tlie means of productions" ' :

- No, the above was not written by Max Schachtman in 1944 It was
written by the foscist Otto Strasser, page 149 of his book "Ger=

- many Tomorrow", which was completed at Easter 1940 and first pube

. lished in July 1940. We do not, of coursec, assert any conncction
or amalgam between Otto Strasser and Schachtman but we do wish to

" point. out that beneath the' cxpressions of both Strasser -and '

Sehachtmon there 'is the foundation of petty bourgeois ideology.

. :WHERE DID SCHACHTHANISM COME FROM?

T

. Schachtmanism, like any other social manifestation has its.history;

- .Hax Schaentmon broke with Trotsky and Cennon in 1940 over the )

- guestion of the nature of the Soviet Union. The Schachtmanites

~ reacted against the Trotsky revisionist theory of the dual nature.
-, of Stalinism and broke with them organizationally. At the time .
-.of this breok, the dominant and consistont intellectual factor

- in. the Schachtman group was James. Burnhams ~Although Burnham later

broke from the Schachtmanites, his intellectual influence remaine

. ede Let anyonc compare-the thesis of "The Struggle for the New

.Gourse" .with the thesis of Burnham's” "Menagerial Revolution", and
sparticulerly "The Machiavellians! and.they can see this for them-
. selvess . The only differcnce at the present time is that Burnham
- extends the cohception of politics dominating economics, or in .
_other words, the absurd thesis that. the’ superstructure determines

substructure to all countries in all epochse . Schachtman timidly -

.. stretches out only.one finger to this theory:today with regard to

[the‘Soviet.Union. But ‘already with his Labor Party fcrfthe;U.s.A.'

jgnqih;sngnstituent Assemb;yffor[India and Italy, and his nation=

vt
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- alism for France he is preparing to give the whole hand. Schacht-
‘manlism in theory is theoretical capitulation to bourgeois ideol=:

0gye Schachtmanism in practice is capitulation to German impers

‘ialism and world imperialism on the question of the Soviet Union,
-a surrender of the economic base won by the October revolution,

a capitulation to English and American imperialism in the form of
a Labor Party, a capitulation to the Italian bourgcoisie and to
Ghandi and Nehru on the question of the Constituent Assemblys .
Theoretically and practically this latest manifcstation of revi-
sionism must be crushed and the wandering spirit of Eugene Dun-
ring restored to a grave where the only damage thet'can be done
will be the creation of an intolerable stenche g '

" GERMAN FASCISM

| OR ANY OTHER KIND OF FASCISM

© CAN BE SMASHED
~ ONLY RY

SOCIAL REVOLUTION

 BUILD THE NEW COMMUNIST

| »f:"  - ﬂélTWf) _ |Pq'rEEF{P\fA\Ti[(:>I\J%xl;.A‘ ” :t iﬁ:
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