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CTHE Fl_GHT ON TWO FRONTS

-

OW 70 STRUGGLE AGAINST GAPITALISM

The problam of the strategical and tactical application of
dMarxian principles is far. from simples If ‘it were otherwise the
working class would long ago have trampled over the capitalist: agents
in our ranks and would have seized state power. - In-a mechanical:
sense it would seem that with the further ‘decay. and decomposition of
capitalist society, the problems confronting the working class would -
become simplified, But facts have definitely proved- that the con-
trary is true; the strategical and tactical questions have become

" far more complicated. One of the main factors for this complexity .
and the subsequent confusion is the seriés.of revolutionary defeats .
of the past two decades. The class of and by itself, as an unorgan-
ized force; does not learn the lessons of these defeats, 'and es- ..
pecially of defeats of workers in other countries. Only with the
welding together of a vanguard party of the class, capable of analyb

- zing end explaining these defeats, and presenting a positive program

against cpaitalism and for ‘communism’, can the class assimilate these

lessons and utilize 'its powerful driVing force to oomplete its his- :°pi.-
torical misSion. - .

, Tho position ‘and attitude of the revolutionary parties and
‘the working class toward the capitalist state is. one of the most Am-
‘portant aspects of the whole question --- gn aspect which history o
has proved a countless number of ‘times, but which is now more con-
fused than ever. The- theoretical position of" revolutionarw'Marxists
is well known. This article confines itself to only one aspect of
the question,, | amely, is it permissable for revolutionists to sup-
port one group of capitalists, or one capitalist state ag-ainst an-
‘other group of capitalists? Marxists cateégorically answer: NOJ .
‘The reformists and centrists, both in theory and practice state the
opposite. .. Their form of  support differs,:but like the Anarchists
or Syndicalists .in: n- the Spainish Revolution, their support of the
capitalist state chomes obvious 10 all but the blind.,, _
fhe clearest exampie of | this nonAMarxian position as expressed r
by Centrism wag’ presented by Leon' Trotsky in Volume 1I, Number 2, of :
~ the Intcrnal Bulletin of the Socialist Workers Party.

WBAI TROESKY SAYS ON THE QUESTION

_H'However, ‘aside’ from the mannor in which to appraise

" the ‘expansionist policy of the U.S.S.Rs itsif, theore.
remains . the help which loscow provides the" imperialiat
policy of- Berlin., Here, first of ‘all, it is%neoessary to .
establish that under certdin.conditions -- t0” '

ptain degree and in' a’ certain form.—-- the aupport of this‘“
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pletoly healthy werkers state —-—= in virtye of the im-
'gtSSibglity“bf‘breaking“away from the ochain of world im-
perialist>relations;.-xhqupestrLipovsk peace without
: the lcast doubt temporArily- reéinforced German imperfalism.
against France and Englands An isolated workers' state
‘ econnot fail to mancuver between the hostilc imperialist
campss’ Maneuvering means temporarily supporting onc of
.tham against the other. To know exactly which one of the
i“two comps it 45 mére advantageous or less dangercus:to -
support at u tértaiff moment.is.-not’a quesiion of' principle' "
“Put of practisal czlculationrand foresigihi. The inevitaole
-diszdventago-whieh is:engendercd as a ccisoquence . of thi;n :
- ‘constrainéd support. for cne bourgeois state against urciher
- istaerc than covere& by the -fact that the: isolated workefs'
state is thus-given- the possibility of ‘continuing its - '

‘ . T T -
- ... or that imperialism would be inevitable even for a ocom-

“existence." (Our cmphasis -= pil3)
;L;ié;thiéTbaragfaphyTrotsky-throws °°nSi¢ef?b1é:ligh;-qpcn;?he
dogroe” of ‘degeneration and'the rate of speed im Wwhich his group-is

travellTng  away from Marxism, . In -one:stroke of the pen Trotsky- - .-

has negéfédfMarX"and"Lcnin’s;basid'cdncepp“offphe;gtape7and the ,
vorkors positicn toward the-capitalist state. = - .

- If it is pirmissable to support one group- of imperialists
against anothér group ¢f imperialists, as’Trotsky_claims, and @f :
this "is not a question of principle but of prectical cdlculation and
foresight", then our argument with the Stalinists and their contpo;
of th Saviet . Union, with their pelicy of supporting the "demoeratic"
imporialists through the Puoples Front yesterday, and their suppert
of Faseist Gernmany today, ~-- then this is nct a principled ‘dispute, "
hut rsrcly.o-gquestionof: practical calcukation ond foresight, a = .
. dispuie-with Stalinisn that should be resolved within the framework -
~f ong partyss.But-this is.ccumplotoly falses Trobky's first error
of support’ of “»ni” group of impericlists dgainst-another group of =~ -
ilperialists lends hinm inevitebly to the ncext error, the revisionist
' ?OSitiOnfthat’ggis.iS nct o principled question of Marxism. & " A

. ijotsky'hasif¢1len'into;thévagé-oid quick-sand ofvgnalyzing -
" svents anltieonditions mechaonicaIlyinstead -of considering the -dio-

luctical process. -4ll ecleetic:thinkers dcal with the concept of a
two~cornered struggle, of black or white, of yes or no. Such thinking

incvitably lands theih into ‘the-ecnp of .either the  ultraleft mechanical
position of "yus or no; cr the rcfornist (and'centrist),position of -
support. of the "lesser evil® group of capitalists against the ®big

S+ bad wolf" capitelists, a different form of yes or no, but equally

false. Let us consider tiie class struggle from severel different

.| ficlds of cotivity and present the difference between-opportunism -
‘ ©(Stalinfan, Trotgky131; Sygdicg;ism;jKautSkyismkqandVrevolutiQQary B

cllarxiside

.~ 'UNIONS sND“THB~FIGHT ON TWO FRCNTS ~ -

-

REVOLUTIONISTS* PARTIGIPATION IN REACTIONARY TRADE
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~In every Trade union and strike struggle where the control of
the union and the strike has been usurped from the rank and file and
where the leadership is class collaborationist (Green, Lewis, Browder
Thomas, etc.) the working class and its vanguard have one problem
that has two aspects. They must fight on two fronts in order to win
the strike, to make gains in the interests of the working vlass.
Before the stroke breaks out and after it is in progress, the strikers
must fight the exploiters (and his open agents) and their agents.
within the ranks of labor (concealed, class collaborationist agents.)
To give up the fight against the "leadership® during the strike “in
order to unite 'our' forces" is to GIVE UP THE CLASS VICTORY OF THE
STRIKE.- In order to fight on two fronts, in this situation,. .it is

necessary to use two types of strategy and different tactics at the
same time. ' : o ' :

The:independent position of the working class in-itsfunions :

- gnd strike committees calls for a 'frontal offensive against the ex-

Ploiters, and at the same time, a policy of marching separately and
striking together with the class collaborationist leadership, as a -
stage in the process to remove the leadership when the strikers are

. strong enough and understand, and again restore rank and file con-

trol, Our Trotsky supporters will possible say: But this is a
trade union fight; Trotsky is talking about two different groups of
imperialists. Some may even say that on this question they agree
with the above concept. But either of their replies demands only
one answer: When we are considering a workers organization such as.
a tra@e,union, and itis here a three cornered struggle (workers;
exploiters and their open agents; class collaborationist agents of

the exploiters)_——— then all the more reason to expect a.three-oor-v
" nered struggle in relation to the workers' state and two groups of

imperialists (be they "democratic® or fascist.) It is false to -
Support the AGENTS of the exploiters im our own ranks, and it is
cqually false to support the exploiters directly. : :

2- REVOLUTIONISTS' PARTICIPATION IN PARLIAMENTARY AGTION
TOWARD THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT =

o One does not have to give many examples in the firled of par- .
ticipation in parliamsntary action to reveal this same .struggle: -
thcse vwho support one group of capitalists against those who carry.
on a three cornered fight. For revolutionists, participation in
parliomentary activity is an’ AUXILIARY TACTIC to disrupt, to expose,
to arouse the mnsses agoinst the exploiters' corrupt. stetes But
reformigts and centrists and s¥ndicalistsf&in~Spa1%&tailiénﬁérﬁﬁhe?ﬁ'y.
Jovermment to. SUPPORT ONE GROUP OF CAPITALISTS AGAINST aNOTHER., "In .
Spain all the opportunists supported the Peaples, Front (Anglo-French
bloc) ageinst the fascists (German-Italian bloge). - -, N\ i . . -
won _In the United States the Trotskyites support BILLS OF
JAPITALISTS: - The Mohoney Bill in Minnesota, thggl.‘udla'w" Amend
the Hom and Bgg Plan in Californie, the stoial-patriotic .oandi
of the American Lebor Party in New York, etc, From the ultra-l

/'V
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(Syndicelists in Spe 1n) %o the centrists (Trotskyites) t0 the re-
formists (Stolinists-Socizlists, etc) the different false.theories
blend ‘into common action -~--of support of one. group of capitalists.

tgninst annther group of capltalists,'insteud of POLICY OF INDEPENDENT
g 'ORKING GLASS AGTION three cornered fight.

5 -" THE LABDR PmRTY

, Everyone knows thnt the Trotskyites are for building a labor
r‘party candidates, cnd most disgusting of all, the support of the :
ociol—pctriotic program and candidates in the New York election of

\_the “Americon’ Labor: Party. .Ih some. ‘of theilr writings some: of the .
outstendin ‘Trotskyists’ writers odmit- that the'Labor Party is and can-.

v HRID CAPITALIST PARTY, thot it is not a working class

. party in CONTnNT and ‘can never be ones This is the policy of sup- -
porting one group cf copitalists agninst snother group of cepitalistss

This is betrtyul of the working class. (These ere hursh words, but
'_true ones ) ‘ _ : R

vombe

4 - GLASS GAINS VERSUS REFORMS

In the field of thc most elementary aspectsof the class

:struggle, the dny'to day struggle, ‘we. find the most complicated and s

" least understood- ‘aspect ‘of the class struggle. Again we find all-

" non-Marxion ‘tendencies’ carrying on a fwo-cornered- fight: the support

~of ‘veform versus- ‘reaction, instend of, the fight for CLASS GAINS
e independent qorking class: oction) aguinst reforns (class colla bo—
. rationist ‘crumbs ‘handed:- ‘down from the top to placate to stem the -

tide, to wa rpy- Yo control the working clcss movementf, as well gos

- . the 'struggle ngoinst the redctionaries.(who advocate the club and the'
© 'gun to' control labor “instecd- of . the sugar-coated words ond crumbs -
from.the msters' tobley) In the day-to-doy struggle, it is not only

the motericl ecrumbs obtained, . tnd the laws the exp101ters place om

“the books that are decisive; these oare by-products of the CLASS -

STRUGGLE. Reforms ore by—products of the class struggle TOWARD THE -
3TRUGGLE FOR- POWER, ‘and to the degree that the class struggle is

_.fvlntensified (versus closs collaboration on theone hehd -and reaction
- .on the other) in the three cornered fight, the more crumbs as

-‘p_brlbery (due”to fear) will the exploiters hand down. jg

;h_VERSUS BOURGBOIS DEMOGRAOY

to0; ‘in.one of the most elementery spheres of the cluss O
ifference between closs struggle and -class’ collahorq-fgi

. ‘Those: who ~dvocate in one form or- -another, in amy: -
;formacthe support of one group of” capitalists or one group of: ‘imper-~ -

“ielists (as Trotsky: does)’ inev1tubly fall into the swamp of. defending'

xopitalist democracy (not ageinst fnscisml but ageinst the working
'0lass; its maréh- vd R SR, .

-also :truc in the tr1d0 union ficld. - The.'s
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oppressed masses there must be a systemmatic constant STRUGGLE AGAINST

BOURGZ0IS DEMOCRACY AS VELL 4S8 AGAINST FASCISM. ' In. other words, to-
defend our class: rights we must struggle against capitalism.in both

cits bourge01s democrdtic and fascist fonm.

Now so w1th the Trotskyites.' They agree to support "even

‘rotten bourgeois democracy" in Spain (the. Peoples Front ENT-Ceballeor
‘government) ,: in China, the Cardenas government in Mexico the SN
" social-patriotic americon Labor Party in New Ybrk, etc. In stead of: -

fighting on: two fronts [ a three: cornered struggle) tis lrﬂuoky*tos, :
think in terms.of -supporting oné group of capitalists —cgaansm:enother;»
---_the old and rotten policy of . the: “1esser evil." SRR B S S S

6 — IMPQRIALISI AND Tﬂb GOLONIAL BOURGLOISIE

Trotsky and othrr centrists,.as:-well: as reforaists like '

.'Stalin have completely warped the Lenin concept of tho' r*gnt of - sslfﬁ}-
- determination,. the colonial gquestion and the national question. In-
all phasescof these questions' the Trotskyites, since uhey agree. you -

can support one group of JMPnRIALISTS against another: group of

. ImPERIsLISTS, can naturally support the natiohal bourgeois1e, the' |

colonial bourgeoisie, the small capitalist nations "against“ the
large 1mpcrialists.\ . v . :

7 - THE SUPPORT OF ChPITnLISh AGAINST THE: WORKING OLASS

oo In reuliuy the concept of Trotsky\—~ to support one group of o
capltalists against another. —— is . a trick sentence and bas no meaningz .
unless.broken down end unalyzed., We -are not only. agulnst‘unc CoN—
cept.af . supporting one group of . 1mpcr1elists against anctos: iuhqt e
1s.only port of the problem and- not the most impdrtant pasts; - ventsy?m;f
though it is fundomentally false. Tho othcr_ nore lcpoxtout as pect,,'”

" of the scme problem .that is concealed withir this focﬂu.l R tne
'relation of this position to the working clossl e

The support of one group of capitalzsts ( ago*nst“ another
group of capitalists) in reality meens the SUPPORT OF - CAPITALISM

| 'lep.INST THZ WORKING CLiSS. - What is true .in. relation to capitflism .

s a. whole, ‘the. support of capitalwsm.egaJnst the working class, iS“fvr'

nort” of ‘theicopitalist
agents in our ranks . isithe supvort of capitn llsm.“ It is likewise: = ..

- true in the notional and colonial. sohere,f,”he support of the i -

colonizl bourgeoisie: is the .suppcrt’ of capitalism against th “pro-

' letoriat and colonial mnsses. S
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: To SUPPORT the colonial exploiters end to MARCH SEPARATELY
slD STRI&E TOGETHiR cgainst imperialism with the colonial bourgeoisie

are two different lincs »f march.  To support Kerensky was the

opposite of Lenin's- line to march Separately gn_ strike togetherl
against Kornilov._ .

' INDEPENDENT WORKING GLASS ACTION

: There is a world of difference between the support of one .
1mpor1alist power and the fact that an imperialist power: takes ad~-
vantage. of. wcakness or- difficulties, and - thereby geins obJectives
for its own ends. For example, the anglo-imerican antagonism was
utilized by Italy in thé Ethiopean invasion. The refusal of.the
United Stctes to support the British oil embargo (together with the

Stalinist sell-out) enabled Italy to gain its ochctive. But this |
‘;giwas not United St tes support of- Italy. . o : o

_ ; The Brest—Litovsk example Trotsky gives is absolutely wronge

-Lenin and the Bolsheviks did not support German imperialism (as for
exomple, .ogainst Kerensky .who-sipported the ianglo-French bloc)e

Lenin's policy which prevciled, . wds’based on the line of 1ndependent

vorking class acticn against 4LL imperialism. Instead of an advance =

the Russian werkers had to RETREALT at the point of the Germion gun

.. at stheir 'head, lNcémentarily the Germans gained, But if the Brest

Litovsk treaty had had the policy of support of German 1mper1a11sm,

instecd of the policy of defeatism, the October Revolution wauld have

-passed out of’ history at its- inception.

_ The I.W.W.(Yesterday) and the C. I.O. (today) carry on. organi-
zotional drives that objectively help, in 2 limited sense, the aeFele
Because the bosses fear the industrial unions and the "rqdicals" :
they: placate the orgonizaticnal -drive; by quickly 'signing ‘up with: the
“reactionary ieF. of Le leaders. No'one c¢ould claim that because the
boss ‘signed up with the a.F."of L. this meant that the I.W.W:Or the
Cel.0e were SUPPORTING THE n.F. of Lo~ Thcre are countless other,f -
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.! through its Soviet States. The organizational instruments of the.j

class rust carry out on -INDEPENDENT working class 1ine '4GAINST . - : -
C..PITLLISH. (Both "dence ratic® and fascist) to defend and advance the
INTERESTS OF THE WORRING CLi&SSe S

The ut111zation of the friction in- the exploiters camp . by

-the ‘working class and its organizations .can.be had only on the basis

- of ‘the political and organizational ' independence of the revolutionary
#  liarxian organization,. and through-clear-cut: independent working class__
§ action. This calls for manheuvering, such as united fronts, such a8

a fight on two fronts in the trade unions, such as the strategy of
marching separately and striking together.;“~ : S

It is no’ accident that Trotsky can write on revolutionary
defeat1sm and call for defeatism in Germany and for "political. . ,
opp051tion" in ‘France (if the Soviet Union- is on the side of France
in the- 1mper1a11st war.) It is no accident that Trotssky can call
for opposition to British Imperialism in the: Mexican oil dispute, o
but:.at the same time.keep as silent ‘as- the grave on the role of :
hmerican 1mper1a11sm. e S : A :

9-- LLNIN KERLNSKY KORNILOV

5 One Should read and reread not Trotsky's version, but Lenin e

~own material ‘ard ‘the historical facts on the Lenin-KerensxyaKornilov

struggle in Russia. Here is the best historical example of the-
qucstion we nave»been d1scuss1ng ‘the three corned struggle.u

‘The reason it is the ‘best h1storical example is. because it

fl - wos the first major success of the Marxian line OF INDEPENDENT WORK*

ING CLaASS ACTION AGAINST CAPITALISM (against its: bourgeois democratic
form, Kerensky, and against its reactionary form, Kornilov.;

Yesterday Stalin started out to revise . Marxism as a centrist
and now ends as a socialrpatriot and reformist of the worst types -

such examples.

B P Ay
SR

7R

.Following him Trotsky is rev1s1ng Marxism as & -centrist, but here,
too, a centrist fastly moving to the right, Centrism is not. <
casily tronsformed into its crystal-purc form in a writing room.

B It is more rapidly transformed in the heat the red heat of parti-
cipation in thc class events. _ ; .

Tt

8»—— SUPPORT ONE GROUP OF IMPLRIALISTS nS TROTSKX.nDVOGATES?

L)

R

o

St R T

£i5
S

i _ Yes, there are maneuvers and’ maneuvers, but the support of a
. group of inperialists versus another group ( and to pawn this off =
. as a ‘"practical calculation® and not a principle) is - just the kind

of naneuver ‘that has noth1ng in comaon with Marxism. It 1s

10 - & GLnSS-AGAINST—GLhSS LINE o -
‘OPportunist Ve have p01nted out that these opportunists in their eolectic
: ll reasoning ignore the three-cornerecd strategical: struggle (Lenin i
8 Kerensky-Kornilov) and. instead become victims:of: capitalismfb

shey SUPPORT one group of capitalists against the other, -

ferent aspects of the class struggle presented ab ,

LINE as against the opportunist-line. But w
SO point out that the three cornered fight is_t -
; » o ";- T ' OF 4 LINE, the line of class: struggle. ‘This lin ﬁdeals wi
i The. class cannct suppopt one. group of exploiters against the: || TFUNDAURHTAL contradictory forces - the proketari
ervthrough its trade unions, through its political party, or but not JuSt TWO.. antagonists.;

C True, the proletariat nd 1ts vanguard nust utilize the ;
»Jafrigtigg -in.the caup of the enery. We nust take advantage of the
= struggle -between:: ;bourgeéois delicc.racy and: fascim;, etc.  But cne

- CaNNOT take - advantage of the friction in the ex: 101ters a1 BY
Q¢SUPPORTIVG ONE GROUP nGnINST nNOThmR-,. . 1 e d

For dete@ th
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principies, an understandlng of the two FUNDAMENTAL forces, is essen-
tial. But for determining the strategy and tactics of the class..
‘strugglc, we must also take into account the entagonists, the division
of  labor within - thc capitalist camp, the three cornered. Btruggle.

‘ It is not the ultra-left who talks about class against class
" ond thun retreats to a- vacuum, who can understand thc relation of: .
the tvo. classes, the exp101ters and the exploited, In their congept.
of ‘a pure class struggle they reach Buddhist bliss. . Nor is it the -

ists, those viho SUPFORT OHWZ. GROUP OF . CuPITALISTS nGuINST TH:s WORKING -
-CL4SS under the guise of supporting. one group against the other’ group
of C.PITALISTS, who can understand the ¢lass struggle.. They, too,
these ceéntrists and reformists negate the. class struggle, the funda-

:. rental LING OF oppcsites. That is why we say that the centrists and

reformlsts and ultra—lefts (opportunlsts) supplement each other.

The worklng class must underst and that the capltalist mode -
of productlon and its contradictions are the material factors of the
olass striiggle from which springs the Marxian principle of the class
struggle and- its position of not aipport to any group of exp101ters;
their -state, and their agents, but rather the policy .of independent '
worklng class actlon on an anti—capltallst, pro-communist LINE. _

Novemher 16, 1959

(Note., Thls article appeared in the INTERNuTIONAL NEWS of .
January, 1940.) EE

- l - R1ght (Fasclsts) Capitalist Force o

INTERV&TIONAL N

THH\ THE WOIE I.DOTBDC:AYE S

There are many different cohcepts in society today for a solu—
‘tion of the -economic.difficulties confronting man. -'We hear about the

Pa 0.9

‘middle road, about the third strategy, and about many other st milar

‘concepts. But few, if any, of.-these concepts take in or understand -

_ ;iﬁ - the question of the .three forces in society today.. When we s eak
"rsalists®, those who "understand® the “mass movements" the- opportun- ‘ 4 y. v P

of thrée forces we-are dealing with the basic moving dynamics of

‘class conflict from which all other “forcesn flow or are subordlnated

as secondary "forces“ G _ , )
| T AANY TENDENCILS I socnmr SN

_ In order tocclear up the questlon ‘of the- relation of tendenoies‘

tothe: way we e the term "force™ in social conflict, we will deal -

d . with some of the main tendencies-in-United States soc1ety. Also in
i order to lay-a basis for the“relation of; the problem of- tendencies
. to'thé three main forces later in the article. :If we start from the
.right and proceed to the left we will have a graph along the: following R
+" order. - We have not listed’ all tendencies. We have only listed enough .

tendencies to g1ve a general idea of the factors involved.
| | TENDENCILS

Fascists.'a. o '
Open Capitalist Dictatorship-'
o hmerican varieties of ..
R T faseists.

v e o S Hae nrthur Clique., _ ’ .
R L " Reactionary Southern Democrats
SN Reactionary Republicans
2 - Centre and Left Capltallst Forces S ,".".,:3

: (Bourge01s - Democratlc) ' ‘ Truman'gang. R

- . Stassen clique
- .Eisenhouer clique e
.+ ... Ickes-Roosevelt - lefts.
A TR Dewey clique . ‘
- ;1 (Bourgeois. Reformers o Vallace lefts e R
I R LR o Green~AFL -
T T T e e LewiséMiners
:»MurraythO

'.;Farmer Parties.;
, - Stalinists oo
S AL *;.,--~ﬁﬁ,~..}Socialists e

f(SQCial-Reformers;

”VTrotskybCennon
_Trotskbehachtman
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'(Ultra—Lefﬁs ) _
" ‘Revolutionary Marxian

. parties and groups
Working Class - = =

. 3- Revolutionary kiarxism, Independent .
Working Class «.ction IR

SOLiE. FnCTS #BOUT- THE TENDENCIES

%o have not listed in their detailed order the different ten-

. dencies from right to left. - For example, we have listed the Wallace 2
Group, -Groen, Lewie and Murrcy under bourgeois reformers, and although: .

weé 1list Viallcce at the top of the list, it wuld seem as though he-
is the right wing. However, we all know that among the bourgeois
reforiiers lictsd, Wallace is the left and John L. Lewis is the'right..

- That  is true todcy. Thesc bourgeois reformers will change places at
different stages of economic crisis. For exomple, in 1936 when the -
CIO was formed, when the m sses moved toward industrial unions (and
many with- a 'class struggle policy) John L. Lewis was with this crowd

- ~-to the-left of the others. ] 1
with the Foscists. Because they do belong to the second force,. the

 conter and left copitnlist force, better known as BOURGEOLS DEMOCRACY,.
TESY TLFE ON THESE UPS »ND DOWNSL ="~ . o S o

‘The'mbin'differ¢ncé Betweén the- bourgeois reformers and the -

social reformcrs is that inhereas the bourgeois reformers openly-declare}

their loyalty to capitalism, they ettempt to reform, to correct and

to modify caopitalism,,the social reformers declare their opposition .
't0 capitalism. In one form or cnother the social rcformers are mainly
Morxist-in words and capitulists in deed. However, omong this group
cre such as the anarchists vho oppose Marxism, but who (as the
.Spanish Revolution clearly prdved? are nothing but right wing social .
reformists, " (Note: e are not referring to thc Durutti Group of-

the snarchists. -This was a revolutionary workers' groupe.) :

‘ islthough. the social reformers in words. are opposed to capi-.
talism while the bourgeois reformers cre for capitalism, there are
neny concrete cases when the bourgeois reformes are to the left of
“the (some groups) social reformers.
signed the Hitler—-Stalin pact the Stalinist social roformers were to
the right of practically every group of bourgeois reformers. - For
- example, when thce Labor party under iiccDonald shot dowm Indian _
nationalists, or vhen the present Lober govermment -in-England works
with the arabs for oil against the Jewish nationclist state, they
are to the right of most Maericen Bourgcois reformers and some centre
copitalist forcess . ' cL : S

- ¥hen JthJLfgLewis flirted with the Fascists during the war
he was far to the right cf the centre capitalist wings, even though
he was & bourgeois reformer, o left capitalist force due to his posi-~
. tion os hecd of o .powerfil miners union. = : ‘ '

" BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY 4ND SOCI4L REFORMISM

During the war we know that Lewis flirtedé?

f| SOCL.L REFORMERS.
‘lists dnd dbove all the centrists such as the

For example, when the Stalinists |

the Centrists falter Shiftin

.3xp1Qite:sﬂand'WOrkérs*”demndracy on the
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The different tendencies of Social reformism, either those
-who give 1lip service to lidrxism, or those who don't :(anarchists)

present in one form or another emotional programs for the workers;

programs, however, that negate the interest of the workers. On this

premise, on the premise of what we oall the revisionism of Marxism

or the denial of Marxisn, they become appendages of ‘the liberal,
left capitalist forces in class_strugglefdevelopment; ' '

_ WALLWCE «ND THE STSLINISTS -

: ‘The capitalist press from Mrs. Rossevelt.to Doroth -Tﬁov i
to Truman, to Stdssen, to Taft, and to all the?btﬁer'reactgﬁnargggon"
would have us believe that Wallace is a Stooge and prisoner of the - -
IGommugIst.(Sta;inlsts) Party.. This is far from the truth. This is =

Q capitalist lie. This is capitalist propagandae Theoretically and .
ideologically Wallace is the. ledder. The Commiriist (Stalinist)

Perty have given up Marxism and are following a left capitalist
politicien, and a very clever one.at.that. Walldcé is as scfe and
sound for the United States as linc Dondald was for England, or Noske
was for Germany, or Kerensky for Russia, or Bewin for England today.
He is even to the right of them. But conditions have not moved |
tha§ far left in .merica--yet., True, the Stalinists have an iron-clad
orgénizational structure below Wallace; but everywhers Wallnce is

‘organizing his own dual liberal structure, and above all Wallace

determines line, policy and all that goes with it, This tie
. L _ 06 th 1t. . role of ¢
Stalinists, in one form or the other, is the typi;allrole»of ALL he

THE LaBOR PuRTY ,ND. THE BOURGEOIIS. DEMocng;Ts;' |
. “Whereas most of the soeial reformers, sdgh ds.the léfﬁ socig~

nd abov Trotskyites, are too
clever t6 be cought in the awkward positions that Moscow isacrificés)"
g_et.s the local csmmunist.s in, theé fact remains that in their own way
cnd with proper "face saving® devices, they too, in content, but not
}gnﬁg;%é;P%th?hghsamg role. By their support of the LABOR PLRTIES
(in"opposit ion ey become the tdail to the kite of so ~
1nd‘1n3tgrn‘to bourgeois demccracy. S ’7Q'Q'9f soolal reformiam
There are many dthér‘pignciple questions of Marxism on which
e G ; lter Iting them over into the camp of the labor .
iﬁgﬁgﬂ %ggylg_turn ;n'support of bourgeois'demu:racypin deegé,'eggn
: . y Oppose bourgedis democracy in words,. Thes S
d?al with in our press from time to tgﬁe. hese quéstiogs e
.7 .BOURGEOLS DEWOCRLCY PiVES THE .Y FOR FASCISM
In lisﬂing'the three forces, wé haVe‘liétédnba gools 'mo-;
Lol 118%1 are , . _ ourgeais 4 :
eracy ‘as, the middle force-—between Lenin's diQtatOféhipgagains:.the\
4+ USLS QX CKe one: hand, and fas ) 1
open‘capitdlist dictatorship on the other. gStaliﬁismqin ngi;g§orian'
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'roprosents NLrXisu, except ~S a revision of Lenints teﬂching, a re-
Vision of horxisii. o o - ,
: so long o8 a nLtion is. strong (such os. thc United States) and
it wealth is used intornotionally” to prop up decay capitalism, that
long cnn frsgcisil be held in checks "But a2s secn as the decay-eats
“into the vital units of production »f the means of production (n~re
" than production for consuLption) thon the open class war between
oscisi and cormmnisi: {not Stalinism) tokes place. The bourgeois
dcmocrats play. o niddle of the road position in this struggle.: The

bourgo01s réforiers, they social refarLers.and the centriste and ultra—‘;

'lefts; in their turn 2nd in their own way olso plcy 2 niddle of the
d position——ws histnry has alreddy tcstified in Cﬁuntless exax ples.

In tho. he d of the intonse class struggle for the seizure of
power between, cormmnish - (not Stalinisn) and. fascisii in a ccuntry deep
in capitalist decay, the bourgecis doriocrats ‘inevitably,. historically
and with nolice and forethcught support the fascists. cgainst the
_ couLunists in, doeds, while in aords they condern the fascists. The
social ¥e foruists and centrists tra 2iding this carp becoue the cruel
. victims of historical fate. liost 6f the ronk and file arc sincere
and uean well, but net. understanding their leadership's policy they
_are duped.,,. v -

A FOURTH FORGE

In considering the possibility oi o fomrth force, not a fourth
strategy or tactic, we must also state 2 few facts cbout. the systen
‘under which we live, Since we live under caoittlisu, since ccaital-

.. isiz doilinctes the world ond deternines th. policies in basic "and
brond outlins, even in 'CCrry over econoiy such as feudalisn and
reioter econoriic carrVGvors, it is essential to unuerstand the
aynauics of its political pa rties. : .

: Now umtter ‘how many political parties in a capitalist country,
S ond we 1oy .add- that with capittlist decay the nuitber of parties and:
the ftctions .increcse, it is e°sential to understdnd thot ba sically
these aitalist porties will make o line of delarcation between

bourneoi deiiocracy and open dictatorship, between fasCisn and’ bourgeois

dengeracy. os Roosevelt 2nd tho Stelinists expressed it. .. civil war
will break out in this or that country between these two forhs, be~

. tween the caOIt“llst open dict torship (f”SClsts etc) ‘and the
3.denocrﬂts. ‘ . \

- WIfN this struggle- would have taken place in a D“V LOPING STALGE
OF CuPIT,LISH, it would have been priiarily o struggle between the
dictatorship ond the ce pitalist denccrotse But if the struggle 1.
develops in the DLOAI STnGm (and thgt is what we: have today) it -is
,prhurily

- denwckatic capitalist i 11 be in power °nd Wlll have ut the Loment

“]'nthe greetest armed force.

foscisn,

. revolutionary Morxism.

.and Trotsky - brought forth.
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. That is the reason we criticized Leon Trotsky and his followers
for labelinn the Spanish Revolution a struggle between democracy and
“ile correctly labeled it a struggle between communism and
fascism with democracy paving the way for fascisme Our published
documents in the INTERNATIONAL NEWS of that period Will give ample

1=r“cv1dence to this assertion.

4

. Can Stalinism, which holds state power in Russia and the
Balkan countries, play an independent "FOURTH POSITION® or can Soci-

- alism in its state power in different parts of Europe play an inde~ .
nendent "FOURTH POSITION"? -No. . Categorically no. History has - given
- ample evidence to the revolutionary Marxists upholding their

theoretical position that these reVisionists of Marxism cannot play

~on independent role. Once: they revise marXism, which equates -inde-

~endent working class.action, they are dommed to becoming the tail.

end of supporting the bourchis democrats. They don't support
bourgeois democracy from the right or center; they support bourgeois -
democracy from the left in words and in AGTION they support bourgeois
democracy from every ungle possible, from right, center-and left.
On the premise of revisionism or denial of revolutionary'Marxism there
can. be no independent working cl‘ss action.

Let us resto tc tho problem of why there arc only three. forces
in society: In the first place there is no position in between the

_.dictatorship of the working class (any. form of workers' rule) and
-therefore, the so called workers parties are either supporting .left
’.bourgeOis ooliCies or cre representing the dictatorship of the

prolsta - History will prove that the Socialists, Stalinists,

' unanhlsts, all who have haed powcr in one form or another represent

‘pevisions of- marXism, end rule not in the workers' interests but
_negateit, -

Furthermore history h s proven that under decay capitalist
rule the-countless factions and parties and amalgams represent only
tuo distinct forces, either bourgeois democracy in one or another
Legree of disintegrdtion or the open naked dictatorship of the
capitelists (be it fascists, white terror, or.any othor form of

v military or monopolist rule.)

"Either tne so called. workars pdrties establish the dictatorship'
of the prolctarist (with its leninist democratic form) or.they will
rule as labor, workers, socialist, stalinist, etc., governments in-
the capitalist interest and age. inst the worker s interest. -

There is one "seeming" exception to this above premise. " The, .
Soviet Union and the Stalinist regime. That is due to the usurpation.
of power by the Stalinists in Russia.. It was not Stalin's policy
that gained power or held power. It was Lenin's policy. It wds

Stalinism represents a degcneration of "this

previous position., As yet they have not been able to overturn ‘the
basic economic  foundation that the October.revolution under Lenin
But their internal and world policy is'
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cpportunist, is revisionist and does not represent the independent
action of the workers ond revolutionary arxism.  They too can only
vicy a role for the miédle, for bourgeois democracy, even though

tliwy represent in forta tho most ruthless dictatorship OVER the workers
the world has yet seen. & crude onalogy could be the comparison to
the gongsters in the snerican trade union movermcnt. as dictators
.oven Hitler or. Stalin have nothing on them. But POLITICALLY-these

agengsters can ONLY play.a role in suppdrt of_bodrgeois demccracy vs
tho woiking class, except when: cnd where fascism or other forms of
open dictatorship are recdy to take power. In other worde, they can
¢ither supycrt capitalist dictatorship or ccpitalist "denocrocy;
depending upon who is in power. The important lesson to leorn is that
ns dictators, under capitalist demcerccy they support bourgeois
democracy agninst proletarian democracy. 80 teoo do the Stolinists

on o world scale, even though they arc despotic, '

_ The revolut ionary Marxists, the working class and their allies
are thc only ones who can pley a third role, who represent a- tiird .
force ond present an independent positicn-ageinst the different forms .
of bourgcols rules - P B |
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