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~ particularly for leading comrades, but the attempt to put
- the whole National Committee on record in favor of Swabeck's

- carter, In the cairse of a discussion I initizted in the
National Committee on an article wriitten in the Militant

'be taken up by the National Committee first, with himself

X,

STATRIENT BY SHACHTHAN ‘ON THE ARTIOLE "UFHOLD OUR REVO® - .°

LUTIONARY CLASSICS" BY SWABECK IN THE MILITANT OF MARCH

. 5'1932. . o oo owowe o .

I want to register a formal protest ags inst.the article

~ "Uphold Our Revolutionary Classics" which appeared in the

Militant of Msrch 5, 1932 over the sign2ture of comrade

Arne Swaveck, printed without authorization or even the

promised preliminary consideration of the National -or )

.Editorial Committees., I will not and cannot teke the slight-
~es® responsibility far a document vhose contejits, purpose,

and all the proceedings surrounding its appsarance, are with-
out precedent in our movement, outrageous, and false thrpugh

and through., It is annoying tb have to waste valuable time’

that could be progitably employed in more important mattérs,

on an 6lucidation of questfions thit should be elementary,

article renders this statement only all the more unavoidable,

"1)How did this unusual article come © be written, with its

"supercilious scorn", its "useless petty bourgeois intell-

s igentsia" and its “"foul pollutiomr of the most ab-

ominable revisionism"? What was the occasion for the ade~

"‘option of such language against a young comrade, a brutal
-and rude language, it should be said plainly, that cannot
- be found in the dictionary of comradely discussion or dis-
- putes in our ranks but 1is borrowed from Stalin's vocabdulwzy

" in inner party disputes?. lMore than two months ago, an .

eanniversary erticle appeared in thke January Young Spartacus .
devoted to Lenin, Liebknecht and Luxemburg, wriiveén oy

‘on Lasalle by a non-member of the League, where I protested
against the boudoir method of writing about the great co=-
¢ialist leaders ( a protest in which all concurred) Swateck
riised the question of Carter's afticle,: Nobody spoke on
1tl, Mo decision was adopted on it, Swabeck announced thit
he would-reply to it'ec That was all, In'no sense was -
Swabeck "commissioned" to reply to Carter, nor was there !
any understanding or decision that a reply was required,

Siz weéks lster with the whole incident practically for- .
gottton, Swabeck drafted his article against Carfer and hand-
ed it ta .the 1linotype operator for the Milit ant'e As Carter.
iater explained, he saw it and requested ihat bhe artich
prosent o defend his stsandpoint., A’'most correct procedure,
and most elementary, Swsbeck agreced, He showed me the
article on Tuesday, March 1 and informed me that in view
of Cartrr's request it would be taken up st the regular
NC meeting next night (Wednesday), I said nothing abou t
tho contents of the article, rescrving my opinion for tte
meeting, Abern later reved ed tlit whon the article was °
likewise shown to him, he ozpressed disagreoment with it,
at least in port, and was also prepared to discugs it at
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.$he meeting of the Committee, The meeting was never held .

becsuse of the illness of comrade Cannon, vhich would, it
appaars, cause t'¢ matter to be neld up until the next
Committee meeting,

The fact that Swabeck agreed to take the article up at a
NC meeting and had infamed at least half of its members
to that effect, would ind cate that ncbody else wss in a

'r positicn to sanction the article, Nevertheless, whem the

Militant came off tlie press on Thursday, the Sth, the
TErcid 1e was tidre, By what right? Swabeck now explnins
- that Cannon had agreed, while in the office Thursday, .

to the article snd that it therefore was published ultnout
the "formality" of the Committes meeting, VThy all thnis
haste with an article already dolayed six weeks or more?
And sizce vhon does Cannon's ccasent obviate the need of

getting tho cmsent of the other memoers of the nat ional.
Committee?

The whole procesduxe stands in‘'a worse light when one =zx
considoers that this violent and sbusive article is di-
rected against e responsiblie member of the National Youth
Committco and & member of the Editorial Board of Ycunsz
Spabtacus. He,. and “he cammitteche belenzs to, thérerore
have 50 to speak, some rights in the motter, What should

. " have been the procodure, that isy the proccdure that hes

alwvays been followed in the movenent in its best days?
Swabeck, assuning thst Carter's article deserved the stricte
ures to which he suomitted it, should first have taken the
matter up with the National Committee,so that the Commitise's
views collectively 2nd not Swabeck's personsl views might

be expresqed Especially is this necessary becszuse on cir
NC is our representaiive to the National Youth Crmmities,

~ Avern, who is also, therefore, concerned in the matter,

Through Abern, then, or through Swabeck if Abern wass not
;qualified, the matier should have been take n up ui}h ths

body x2x directlv responsible for what appsars in Iiung
Spartéacus, the National Youth Ceommittee and its Ediforial

~-Band." Thore effort should have been made to argus une

ter out with the young comrades, and, if possible,
ze them put out a correction in the forthcoming numoer
of the Youth paper, or a repudiation of Certer, if necessary,
Is this not elemantary, indispensible proceaure in ecsase
1i2e this, a procecurse always follewed =ik in e democratic
perty when an analogeus case 1is involved let us oay,
Polcom and a suosid“ary language paper s "deviation”

o Swabeci, however, completely ignored the representative

to the Youth Committee, Abérn, completely ignored the writer

-of the articile in question, Carter, c¢ompletely ignored th

Editorial Board and tte National Committee of the Youth,

and on top of that, cdmpletely ignored the National Committee
of the League iuself. Vhat we have herg,in’a word, is a

.‘bureaucratic procedure from beginning to end, not a loyal,

comradely, dermocratic procedure but one characteristic of }
bureaucratism, - e . - .,w;.

.. 'Why? ‘Thers is only cne'explanb.tion: Cafter has in the . -
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pact Toen highly enitloal of ¢k) National Cemmittoo and

- of-some of its members: Cannon, Swabeck and myself, 'for

instance, most particulsriy, agsinst the first two, Eis

““eriticism, frequently exszggerated and petty, (he is a young

comrade, without a decade of exparien ce in the moverent)
has been rejected by all of us from time himix to time,

. particularly when it was obviously unfounded, Comredes

.Cennon and Swabevk, howsver, have felt tkemselves ass-
ailed spsclific=lly and personally by Carter and have coducted
a’'particulerly sharp, and not aiways correct or justifd
led, campaipgn sgainst him and ags inst other young comrades,
It should be added 'that they have not always done it with
the best results, i,e, of training and upbringing the yhuth
to the revoluti{onary, important position they must occupy

" in our movément, More oftem than not they have antegonised:

the youth, 1Instead of helping to rcmove some of the irr-
itating and bad aspscts of the youflh's work and conduct,
they have only made matters worie',.jn recent months es=-
pecially, they have sought to "put them in their place"

" by hammer blows instead of by patient enlightment of vhese:

ek ments who are ( and especially ¥ho can bscome) our
most valuable asset in the future, in other words, by a
responsible attitude which takes into consideration the
dmmaturity, weakness and possibilities of the youth in
oui movement, Ve donot want to flatter (and thereby de-
stroy) th¢ youth; neither should we flatten them out wihh

. bludgeons',

It is with this attitude that Swabeck, with Cannon's a- .

'~greement, wrote and published his article, I: the NC

C Ny

Swabecl sought to excuse the srticle on the ground that
Carter represented a "dangerous tendency" and was a
"polished intrigent" generally, The motivation is re-
marksble, Is it to mean that since Carter is a scoun-
drel anyway, in general, so to spesk, Ioxizwmrmx any meiiod
to crusn him is permissable? I don't believe in such methods,
Is it not signifscant that only a couple of wseks or so
rafter the NC adcdad to the National Youth Committee two
more comrades suprorting its views as against the views
of other National Youth Committee members, the whole Natione
al Youth Committee, the two new youth appointees includad,
voted unanimously against the tone of Swabeck's article
and the procedure he followed in printing it? It is clear
" (and should have been all the time? that such only succded
in unnecesarily creating hostilities between the young :
. comrades ~nd the National Commitee or sections of ik it,

- Bat, 1t has been speclously argued, it is agaiinst Carter's

"revisdonism" that you should direct your criticism and
not against the "second ry" and unimportant technical
question (?) of procedure, And further; it is against
Carter's violent statement to the National Youth Committee. -
that you should prbiest and not aheinst Swebeck's , Weither
argument holds water., About Carter's alleged.revisionisnm, .
woe will speak further on, As to the question of procedurs,
4t is not a more "digression" from "regular routine" re-
quired by snsi "acute situation", 'No, it is a fundementally
pureanoratic procedure, just as important as the theorétical
_disputo itself. On the second point there is no an2logy.

’
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| Oartor msde & siatement fér the minutos inside the organisatien,

" on his owl responsibillit¥, witaous &vuributing it to others,
and only Under the acute provocations of Swabeck's article,
The latter, on the contrary, had no provocation, or, if you

- 'will, such a provocatlon as should have been settled in the

* manner 1nd%cated abovea by mej furthermors, Swabeck umoed with
"poth fest" into the public press vo dttack a responsible
director .of one of our brother pspers. I do not, of course,
feel at all called upon, nor do I, accept resronsibility for
Carter's statement, But the issue canrot 'be befogged by an
attempted compsrison of the two documents. :

2) Now as to the conténts of the two articles themselves,

Carter's and Swabeck's, - ‘ .

Here too I do not feel mnt called upon to take responsibility
“for the manner in which Carter formulated the point he makes,
Ac a more experienced jcurnalist I would not have formulated

?.,;the paragraph §o awkwardly, That is one thing. The essence

-.of the mettor is mndiizz an other, "And-it is on the question~-;4 <

.0f tho e=sence of the matter thet comr ade Swabeck shows in
his article th2t he has not undorstood the first thingz about
this historical dispute, the question around which Marxists '
and roevisionists have argued now for moére then three decades,
.He hadg not, as he acknowledged at the NC méeting, even read
- Rose's brilliant speech st the foundation congress of the
Spartekusbund in 1918, which did not apperently prevent him
from undertaling a furious polemit on the subject of this spesch,
Pwthor, I want to repeat héroe whit I caid at the mesling,
thet Cannon, who authorised the nublication of the article,
was in no position to give a categorically conclusive judzment

u’g~ on the srticle, hecause, at lerst at the moment he sanctioned

Swabeck 's article, I am certain that he had read nsither Rosa's
speech nor Engles' intorduction, nor the polemics on ths sub--.
‘Ject in pre-war end post-wal Socialist movement, If I had the
time and spece here, I could domonstrate that Swabeck act-
_ually the question from opportunist (that is, Bernstein's)
premises, regardless cof the ridiculously "wrevolutibnary"
conclusions he draws, However, a few points will suffice to
indicate that he has not gresped the essence of the question,
What did Certer say, awkwardly, if you will; but In essence?
He said thnt Engsels, in his foreword to "The Class Struggles
in France" by Marx, had proclaimed the tactics advocated by.
both these scientifié¢ social ists in the middle of +the last
century, "outlived", Swabeck calls anybody who makes such a
- statement s d individual who steps "with both feet" into “"the
. foul pollution of the most abominable revisionism'"s But if
" Swabeck is right, then not only should Carter be chsrocterised
80 el gantly, by Rosa Luxemburg &s well! For what Carter did
" was morely paraphrase in a very condensed form what Rosa her- -~
. self ‘'had said, but %hich Swabeck did not it find necessary 'to

~

read before writing, _
) , ! o
Rosa said; "And here Engels appends a detailed criticism of the
. 11lusion that under modern capitalist condit ions the prolctar-
- 4at can possibly achieve anything on the streets through re-

7. _volution, I believe, however, seeing that we are today in the

-.midst of the revolution, of a street revolution with all that
this entails, that it is time to braak away from the concept-~
ion that has officially guided the “Yerman social-democrecy
down to our gnyy own day, of the conception which shares ro- -

-
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sibility for what haprvensd on August 4,1914." YReport vt the
Foundation Congress of the XPD, Spartakustund, page 22J. A
Further; "Here, p2rty comrades, Engels demonstrates, with the' .

‘expertness which he had in the domain of militery science too,

thatitisa pure illusion to believe that the working psopls,
fiith the existing develorment of militdrism, industry and large
towns, so=tiocihm could maké street revolutions and triumpn
in them," (Ibid page 23), :

: |

Rrhus, Rosa also declared that Engels had proclaimed the old
tactics "outlived" and thereby was "only one short step" from

.' "eit her the camp of the useless petty bourgeois intelligentsia

or else into the foul pollution of the abominable revisionism,"

And not only Rosa!l'l A1l the reslly authentic, authoritative
Marxists, before the war, including Zinoviev, Lenin, Kautsky

and Trotsky, had the same opinion, made the 'same declarstions

and vere not noniixwmiy only entirely corredt, but did not,

for that, cease to be Marxists! This for the simple reason
that they epproached this particulay problem of Marxism as

"Marxists, that is, as dialetticians’,

. But, Swabeck will argue, what about Riazanov's revelations?
Rosa, Lenin, Trotsky and the otlers were not aware of the "full

text" of Engels' foreword found 7-8 years ago by Riazanov,
He even writes : " Perhaps (that is, Csrier) was unaware xfxih
of tthe fact that long ago evidence has been unearthed of how
this introduction, when appearing in priixb by the Berlin )
Vorwaerts was miserably garbled by the German soécial democrats
of the ravisionist school, notably by Bernstein, The extent -

~of this garbling became cléar when RiaZ2nov discovered the

original Engels manuscript," etc, etc. (Militant, 3/5/32)

In the first place, if Carter/{ was "unsware" of all this,
then a responsible leading comrsde who should be a teacher
of the young comrades, ought to have him "aware" before :
cracking upon his skull in public amd amid a shower of abuse,

In the second place, Riazanov's révelations have nothing to

- do with tlie essence of the matter., All of Swabeck's incoker-

mmgy entt, disconnected quotations and undif ferentiated ref-
erences to "garbling" only serve to confuse the matter com-

. 1etelyo .

What 1s the actu=l atatus of Engels' foreword? At the mo-
ment of the Berlin party fathers were quaking with fear at the
Junkers' attempt to adopt more siringent provisions against
the socialist prppaganda (1894-1895), Engels wrote a foreword
to a ser2és of ol articles by Marx which were printed under
teh ti2le "The Class Strugple in France, 1848-1850", So as

not to infuriate the Junkers and dezive them into Kﬁ sharp
measures, the_psrty fathers in Berlin, including Liebknecht

- the elder andPernstein, first printed Engels' foreword in the

party paper, "Vorwserts", but in such a distorted chopped up,
bowdlerized form that the Marxian-revolutionary essence of the
document was violated and, to use Engels' mmwomw comment up-
on it later, "So dressed up that I aprear as a peaceful wor-
shiprer of legality at all costs"'. I have never seen the
"Vorwserts" extract from Engels' introduction, anymore than
Carter or Swabeck has seen it, We can get all get an Idea

of its distortion, however, by Engels' indignant observatiornse

©anAd fyuam tha enhananiient. rrvisioniat. uaga whiam Bornoctein
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and from the subsequent revisionist use which Bernstein sought to’.
make of it. But it is not this 3r1nt1ng of it upon which Rosa
(whom, it should be remembared, Cu ter simply parapnrases), Or Len-
in or Trotsky based their views Nos at alll 3Becausse ths wnhols
introduotlon, ungarbled, uncut, undistoruud, was printed by Kaut-

/
8ky. He had requested 1t o2 Engesls and Engels replied:

"Your telegram enswered at once: 'With pleasurse.' Under sap-
arate cover follow the proofs of tus text vith the title: fniro-
duction to the Ro-Issue of liezr:tis *7h3 Class Strugnles in Prence
1848-1850"' by . B.solly text has suffsrsd someuhnt because of ths
-8cruples of our Berlin {riends, due to t:mxd:tz over the anvi-
'Bocialist laws which, undax tre clrcnnstahccs, I ned to consider.”
(Mar. 25, 1695) A week later he wrote Ksatoky (Aprll 1, L595):

"Po my astonishment I saw toqnv Arirvad in the Vorwaerts, wilk~
out previous knowledge, an extract from mvhintroduction so dressed
up thet I appear as a pesceiul worchipper guand-meme (at all costs)«
The wore pleased am I thet now thz whols eydears in the Teue ze2it!
80 that this shameful iwpression is ndiitevased. I bn6ll ©o1l ,
Liebknecht what I think of tnis, arnd aleo those, whoever they may
be, that gave him the opportunity to aicstort my weaning."

All iar<ian commentaries on this document, therefore, have ¥%

-

rections. And Riazonov's documaeni? Tie dsleten sections are ob-
viously thoso which Engsls himseli hed blus-pencilled. KNaither
Xiazonov nor Trachtennerg dures to say the contrary openly, becauso
Engels' letter to Kazuisky is quito wall-known. What then arev the
doeletions, onao of whizh Swabock quotes? 2h3y ara.pur2ly and simp-
ly a corrobo ation end.coni! rmatlon of tha othor ssctions, obvi-

ously dolevo«w IOY Oong 0%, LwC reasons by Dngsis himseli: l. In k

consideration of thas timidity of "our Beriin £frionds"; Z. Because
the same things SSuenuiullj are said, aither directly, less em-
biguously, or infursniially, in thosa parts of the foreword nct

In a word, Zngels in his foreword (the one suutsky printed,
which the S. L. P. faithfully trunsleted into Znglish and very
faithfully nisinterorets in a revisionist sense){DID advocats a
change of tactics ond ancvertheless DID remain a revolutionist.
The foreword was not a '"doath-bou repentaasce from youthful rev-
olutionary sins"---3UT P'HIS FACY Wad KKOWN 20 iLARXISTS BZFORD
RIAZONOV'S DISCOVZRY AND aNOWE TO ThB. ON TES BASIS OF A DIALICT=
ICAL UHDERSTALDING AND IHBERBKETATIOh 02 THZ "KZUZ ZEIT" PUBLI=

CATION. L

Swaback vallanulJ contends: "Is there in this powarful tes-’
" timony any evidencu of Engals having proclaimod the tuctics of
the Communist Lanifssio as out11Vad' Nona whatovexr?" Is it pos-

tho changs is advocated in just so many words, s0 cloarly as not
to be upsot by ons hair by the delotcd paragrephs? oOnly two days

.- aftor his last loiter to Kautsky, Bngols
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wrote ‘to Lafargue a letter to which Swabeck refers but does not
guote, evidently because it would upset all BIs contentions:s
"(Engels refers to Bernstuin) has just played me a fine trick.

He took from my introduction to Marx'm articles on France, 1848~
1850 all that could be of use to him to support tina tactic of

* peacefuiness and anti-violence at all costs which he likes to.

preach for some time now especially at this moment when the co-
ercive laws are being prepared in Berlin's But F preach this
tactic only for the Gérmany of today and even then wiin sSub-
stantial reservations, ror fFranco, Belgium ,Ttaly, Austria,
this tactic as a imInx whole could not be followed, and far

: Germany, it might become inapplicable to&morrow,"

Further, in that part of the introduction (first 18 pages)

whid Rilazamov declares were not in any way chanzed, Engels
writes categorically and simply enough for all to understand:
"But history also proved us mxnngx inm the wrong, and revealéd
our opinion & that day (that is after 1850) as an illusior,
History went even further; not only did it destroy our famer
error, but also it transformed canpletely the conditions under
which the proletariat will have to battle, The fighting me-
thods of 1848 are tody ramniror obsolete in every respect, and
that is a point which rdght here deserves closer investigatién,”
(English edition, pege 17-18)And: "The rebellion of the old stylo,
the street fight ©behind barricsdes, which up to 1848 gave the
final decision, has become antiquated," (Ibid pageiZ 29). Did
this mdéan that Engels beceme a revisionist alas Bernstein? Not

"at all, Like the master of dialectics he was, and unlike the

pet ty bourgeois revolutionists of the enarchist school, he knew
that the social ‘democrats (i.e';, Commynists) do not advocate |
armed uprisings,barricade fighting, guerilla warfare, etc, etc,,
every day in the week, every vweek in the year and every year
in the century--regerdless of time, plade, condl tions, relattion-.
ship of forces and other cncrete factors', Did he renousmce revs
lution? That is what Berizstein tried to read into his forewods

true enough, but he nevertheless stated that 'the soclial-democrats

"have not abondoned the fight for revolution, The right to re-
volution is, in the last analysis the only real 'historic right'‘ -
upon vhich all modern states rest withouf exception" (pagedbd)
and "Do not forget that the German Reich...is the product of a
covenant; first of a covenant among the rulers themselves, and
secend, of a covenant of Hhe ruler with the people. If one
party bresks the egreement, the jmnpka whole of it fdlls, the

other party being no longer bound by it," (page 38).

But the indisjputable fact remains that he did advocate a

RADICAL CHANGE in the tactics of the working class party because

the SITUATION HAS CHANGED ., In what respect and why? Lenin
and the other Marxists understood the change snd the neod for
it acknoiledged 1t (vvlliike Swabeck) , oxplained it (unlike

- Swabeck, Wwho Scuxks w0 browbeat instead of enlighten).and showd

why, with a NEW revision, yes a revisiom, of Engols.

"The situstion is no longer the same as in the time of 1871 -
t0 1914, when Morx and Engels quite consciously compromised .
with the incorrect, opportunist expression ‘'social democracy's
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upon tho ordor of tze dev the elei orgenrizaticn esi enlightsanent
worke. Troze wes no other werk. The amarchists vere {and pesain]

not only tneorcvicel by cut ailseo e¢upomica!ly axd pnlitictlly e~
tiroly incorruect. Tae anarchiste falsely judzed Sko sitaation, Loy
did not undusrstand tre world situeficn: tre worker corrupted by im-

-porialist profits imn Loglandm the ¢crudhed Paris (ommune, Vile siavi-

. Yansously (1871) viciorious bouigeois rnational coveaent in Gertany, -~
tho Bussia of semi-sorficn sleeping its clesy of ceunsurios., Ilaix
#nd £azols corrcctlj aué agad the gitintion; uhay tecognized ths tusks
oi tho 9107 naturing oi t:e social revoliutiom. lLenin, Tho Tacks
ofwthy rto.ovariat ia our Revolution, April 10 19173 And abtout

. two weoka letor: "Ac for tne ronawing of the party: the werd 'So-

- cial democrat! is not correci, is uClGnuLfiGally faise, Harx aad

Engels oxplainad that repsztediy. If thoy Ttoleratsd! this wovd:
. thon only bocauso akuc* 1871 %here was & spacicl situnbicn: e slow
proparation of tho masses of 1ha psoplo was roquired, & lqg_lg:ggq
did not stand on ths orour cf tho day." [Lonin, Thy Poliz: cal YRR A

. »0ati0n 2nha vho ALvisude ©O wNo frnv*axonal Govornuont, April &7, 3.317

. This is tho dialectical wmathod by which Marxists upproach tho °
quostion of tactics, and not by uoar°**tion. Onu would guthnor
from Swabeck's crzusontution thot without thoe Geletcd SUSSLECS ro-
vealed by Riacanov, Znjels 'would c.peur t0 be 2 rovisionist oiod

Justify
othor.,

Bornstomn on o one hind ond vhe SLP blocxnozds on tna
Thit is what I woun by szying thut Swuabeck cpprozcius tho

quuostion with ravisionist prumisos! 3But ovun without ths ov.unefit
of Riczunov's discovory, Cagals was just as cucn the plo;ut rion
rovolutionist on %thu uvae 01 his dcath &s hg wos 1n 18486, A4S 1 3:igd,
-not only did he.reviso tha tceciics of thne Couwuni uvs and cull tho.
0ld onas "‘nthu"*cd outlived, obsole%s", but ho was corruat in
doing it, 2u Lenin snowed. and wore than that, L-nin «“nd Trotsxy

woro just as corract in saying laser, that the ongols o 1800 huod
“now" (after 1605, let us Say! 2150 dbwcoms Youtlived" and had to b

Bubmitted to -“ravision," Bat tor thet they did not becomo Ro-
visionists or Boinsteinizna. Lot us hear aguin froa Lunin:

WKao tsky behaves diffexerily. Littlo es is tho factlonul ne-
-forial ke hes on hend on %ho uprising vof 1905), ho navertnoless
ondoavors %0 gresp bthe militnry side »f tha guestioa... 35%h of thom'
.. 82ys Kautsky on the dinference bteiween %the Purxis Juno buttla apd .
tho ifosacow Dacomber bakile, ‘were barricadg fights, btust ofa vwas o
catestroyrha, the turm;na*vo1 ¢f the vld parricede sachic, The ctnor

tho inauguration o u nee barrisada tactic, Lrd to thxd givent wo

H"vc to

ravigs tho concepticn which Priecdrich Bagele s2v doun in

hit fo~gwo 4 to Marx's 'The Closs St ru*gics,ln Preaca', the con-

coption
passoi.

failuro

that thu tiwe of barvricade atruggios is vfﬁntce-xflnblly

bo

Only tho tiwas of the old bax c~c1do toebic i3 p?Cadd5 Tnis

was damonq1rhtod by tho buittle 0f Mescow..o' Tris Kaatsky. HO
rozds no mass for urq dzad to the uprising on the bacis of taa

0f the first atcemnt." {Lania, Chx Fussian RoV»Lutxon and

—

And agaln: "Ths third losson thatJlloscow hJS givon uz rolatas

‘to the tac ic end tho orgernization of %tha forcaes for tho vprieirz,
War tactics dopend upon the lovel of wav tschriquo--this w-"dom W8
prodigocted by Eungeis and put into iks mouth of thoe lorxiwmta, War |

N

)

)
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{'ﬁ technique is today different from what it was in the middie of
.1 " tho 19th century. It would he stupid to lead a mars into ta~ fiold N
i against the artillery and to defernd the vavricodes with ravelvers. !
E Kautsky was right when ke wrote that after [Mosscow *the tins has' come
to rovise Engels! thesus,tha’d Moscow 3as zhown a Y“naw bdsryionds
tactio". This tactic was tTho toctic of parxtiran waie " Lenin; The .
Lossons of the lioscow Uprising, August 29 190z, ) . :

- e
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All these writings publlshad, it shouLd Pe m0rne in riagd
on the bassis, not of Vorwasrts' distorticns of Zngels® forsworxd,
but of Kautsky's exposwrse of thase disvortions, i, 8o, On She
basis of the "wholg" docrment. Ton yosers bufore Riezanov, Lsnin
“wirote, "Vhen Bngels! famcus JZcravord to 'The Clazs gtr;:;lossin
Prance' appoarod, the attompv was made {among cthor places in <tho
Vorwaerts) to interproet it in thy sunso gi‘nuvortaplvn. But Zn-
gols was indignant soout 1t and prOEOSqu azelns3t Laving it seenm
.that he is a ipacifist worshippor of log dlluJ at all. ng;ts,’" (Lo~
"nin, the Doad Chauvinisw.and thae Living Sociclisum, Dacembor 12, 19)-
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Lot us pass frow Lenin to Zinoviev, writing directly uander
. Lenin's guidance: "In tho lungthy 'pcaceful’ opoch oz unstera ou-
" ropoan socialism which had its ond on the ova of the present wer,
‘tho factor of rovolutionary forcs {gowalt: force or violenco, il. S.
’ . 8tappod completouly into the background bohind tho puroly purliu-
_ montary legal wothods of strugzlo. Tho opportunists roujocted vi-
' olonce as & factor in the ewuancipation of tho owvdroessod class. :
o - 'Forco .ulways pia Jod a -roactionary part in hlStOIJ’-—tnlS is the
i : arxongous thusis of tho opportunists und social pacifists. Tho
woll-kaown foroword by Zngels to 'The Cluss Struggles in rFranca!
D : was intorprutod in tho sensg that Msrx, a co-fightur, hud bocomus,
! towards tho uvnd of his lifou, wls0 & supportor in srinciplo o2 thq
.. legal struggla. Jnools himself protestud repaauodly o@&lﬂ&u sucn
L‘ -+ . "a construction. In the foredord itseld Engols wroto: 'Tho right
: of ravolution is tho only gonuinely historicel right.' "Bt Tie
B Tor tngeis' doath the o, portunis+ts, .spurred by BJrnsualn, bagan
vith parti0¢lar zcal ©to duvolop this 'interpratation', Tho lus=-
sons of tho ruvolution remainsa a boox with seven sgels for tho
oppt rtunists. Whon Kautsky, after thonmioscow armed unrising (ho
was 8t111 a larxist thon) doclaroed thaet Engels! conceptions cn tho, -« |
®* question of the possibility of o burricadv 2ight in tho strocts |
© must now b3 rovised, ncdrdy in uhv Geruen social domocrzey v.:id any
ttontion to this docleration." {Zinoviov, Ad;cr'< Shot 2ud tho
Crisis in Socialism, OCuObOI 1916; :

By

SR IY A A y—trdan.
poa R L

- liore than ton yoars aftecr it weas writtsn, Trotsiky even po-
“lomicised against soctions of Zngols! forgword, und showed {im
- 98sonticl harmony with what Zonin statad atovo) how Znguls stand-
point was no longoriupplicuble. "In his well-known introducshion
to Marx's '?he Class Svrugglo in PFrarnco’, Dngels croeted ronm for,
s groat misundoerstundings, b] countvernosing tho military-technlidal
' difficulties of tho uprising (Speoay sh;ftlng of tho trccps with
the aid of reilroads, dostructive offoct of modurn arws cnd agmu-
nition, wida, long, &nd streight struots in tho wodern citius),
to tha now chancas of vioto:y rosulting from tho uvolution of
tho class composition of tho army. On the onu side, Engels show
himsslf to bo.pretty ono-sidud in ths cppreisal of tna roliu which
- i3 due to modern tbChnLunS in rovolutionury uprisings; on thc oth~-
er s8ide, hu did not conéider it nuces.. ary to proesent tha faz
“ . that tho evolution in tho cluss couposition of ths army can bo
brought out only when poople und army «ra ‘confronted' ...Tho Rus-
e sian rovelution has brougnt mors proof of tho fact thut it ia not

- -



’second "answer” i a rateﬂi fulsehicod which nobody cen

arms, opnnon and armorad shlps which provail ovor peoolo, bwt ,
in ths finul analysis, psople who provail avor avns, cannon n~nd
armored ships." Trotsky, Tho Balancu of tho Revolution, from

“1905". pegos 302-4)
‘And  finally, to gat buack to Rosa, laot us quote frow Po: po-

lomic, writtoea also lon~ boforo 'shia hzd thoe benefit of Riazzacv's
puroly”cozroborutory pussagis, against Burnstoin'e revisionicy
book of 1898: "W ahun Engols rovised the tocetic cf. thy modern TLabor
movumont in his.foraword to 'The Closs, Strugglee in fratce’ and
countorposed the logal strugzle to thu barricucus, he waus CZ,;i“,
88 is clozy from ovary lin=2 o‘ the foroword not with th, guestion
of Tho final conquost of political DGwoT. aub with the guisticn
of the prosent daily ut”uoclJo, no% tha attitude 02 4ho prolsvdr‘ai
towzrds theo cupitulist sitate et thu mozont; 0” tho seizure of stats

powor, but its attitudo within tho Lr~m=worf of the capitelist b

stato. In a word, Engels presents Tne Lino of conduct to ihe do-
winatod but not to tho triuophunt preclotariat." (Rosa Luxcmburg,
Ruforw or kevolution, Works, Vol. III, puge 89) . :

‘ .
. . : . .

Thess quotations could bo multlpllod almost indofinitely; bub

"X think enovgh have baon citad to show thut from evory standrzcint:
of thoory, of org.nizavion, of comradelincess, of rosponsibility

in gonural end the spoecific rosponsibility that rests upna tho
shouldors of & Loaguo sascretery, tho whole oonduct wnd stunipoint
of comrado Swubock aro not to be indorsad for an instunt, Ilot a
einglo argunont cen bo presented to uphold thom, and nonus has buon
prosontad. Tho 'procudure is unpracadentad and unwarrantod, the
tone of tho article is disgraceful, rudo and unconradoly, tho
contonts of tho c¢rticle aru ridioculcus both from the hlbuorlcul

,nd thooratical points of view.

 But now a word must bo addad in conclusion: Sinco it is a~rni-
fostly impossiblo to dofect oither the procuedure or *he centons,

-and no sorious attcmpt was wade to do so aftor I had coohcn at

tho Notional Committoo, cnother tack is being taken Whlbu lsada
vory conveniently awey from tho mess into whish Swabock srted | _
"with both feot",thot io,;rom the articlo ot iss ueoIha 50la answor
made to ay OLpOSitlon 0f {he disputed poln,s wes:lefren Swavecx. A
that Trotzky was correot in saying thot I judye 10'roma journslis-
tic standpoint". 2.2rcm Cannon, tnat the charg2 that T have crgt-
nizod a faction against tho Hatiouzl (o ol bt s L} o thetworsy
possiblo basis",ine yovth, 3,Fror: Cannva.8 zontinuntion of the
undorhanded insinuatzons tha% "another Haville™ or ’unotnerL—ul"'

. Tho first answer is a ridiculous ar‘emnt,vaJt o? a petty campaisg

by the way,to covor vp an enbarrsssed gogition by drugging over it

a quotation frowm onc of comrade Teofsky's letters to ms, and har
about as muca 4o do with the acfunl quesuion under ocnsideration

v

as,lat us say,S aben“ 3 arficle has 1o do with rocl Marxisi.inag

simple roeason thct no procfs 2xist.It too Is invented to cover up
8 bad mess and as an "idovlogieal preparation’ for a feetlonsl con-
paign whish Ganncn 2nasuncad a¢ tho scma meeting fox the “purging"
0of the organization regardlees of the wreckocga he strews chount.
along the road of thie cumpalva.¢ha third statenent I callicd o
frame-up and I repsat it hore.Carnon has disloyelly taken advantago

vreve 2oy the
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.of viawo I hava oxpre%:ed in letters to comrade Trolsky on certaia ./

international quedtions . end which &voused a aiffevence of opinion

‘ botwoon us on Some Puiase to copkinus u camprign ageinst e stertad

long ago,to which he,so %0 Spesk,Tacked on the Mindarpational
questions”,which reachad its height at the last conferencc with the
insinuation-£il1led sp2ach 40 the efiect that I was,zfter ali.only
a8 potty-bourgoois intellectnnl,s writer.on Amsrican Naville,an

.Amoricanfandau,. 0w tha song becomas a littls Jjouder and even .

less atsiractive It ic vory clear that Cannon is aiwing Qt;‘I knew
it but too well..To talx constantly atout®colleboration ¥ gad O
do everythlnn to render it as difficult.ce possible,if not ixpes-
s8ible;to solvae every question that is raised with the broad hiny
that Shaciman is on1J anosher Haville or landav!btoth ian onei- ..

those methods won't work

,6xcept to the unuwistolable didsssvics 2nd

onfeeblement of the organ~aatlon01b is a courge'ahlch ig a ,u.hlng

agalnat itselZ, . . S oo
: . " i . .
¢ -~ N T ) .
_Mgroh 12,1932, . ,  ===-=Mox Shachtman
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INTERILL ?WOBLEhS OF THE CCIITIEIST L EgGJE “TRICA {Oﬂ’

{PQ ply 20, "sﬁt,,men* by Schas ntman on the ard
W

lé "thoxd'nur
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004§a&b Qrotszy's'remathu, in hils elrcular letter of Dec, 22,

5% abouf the general perspectives of the Leazue~euhich coincida’
‘with wihat has beed said an this avbjﬁct i1 our Sezcnd Conference
Yhesis, and in cther articles and ducument°~~oun%+ %o be vnpxem N~
6 at thc precsent tite by 8 consideration o? tne prospechis of {he =
more immediate futurs, 28 well as Ly an estimation of the speciilo
par{ which our Leazus a9 en orzanisation mpy ‘play in the furiher Ce-
velopment of 4he Américan Communigt ovcmen..
- Tﬁe objective condltfons of the ‘moment, within whﬁcn the preaf
' future poscibilitics o? Anericen Communisn are slowiy rips nL“¢, N\
press very heavily voon the Cpposition. The ldeas ars at worx,
$hanks Yo .our fairly food t*ona;anJLu,;c ﬂ*u*v:+1.), and %here "1
no doubt %hay our’eccuse is making silent gazuo in she ra Xz of the
cormuist worksrs, 3ui L6 apyears o us mesh prodable that the real
chances for =zt raplid orgaana+lonel growth will come on’y latey,
after the Iimpady OfF greav svonta has shaXen the. Party more pro-
foundln., Trhat sueh opnoriunities for the Opnosltion Yo adrance
in grna* leaps will prasent *drroel 'es, we can have no dovbt, ind
in this connection a most imporiant qus sﬁion presents itzeld: VILX
the nuoleus which wa have previoucly orzsnised be prepared 1o meed
the si%uation and %2ke command cf the mariy, or a egubstaunilal sec-
flon of i%? Or will 14 turm out that the idzas3 cf %the Cpposition
have 40 find %helr eveniuzl orzanisaticonzal msdium enly avier lLong=-
er delays, by a more rowndabou$ way and throush come other door
than ours? '

.

The vindlcatlon and He victory of our ideas in time ic asvured°

But this. mzy %ake wlace in a drawn-nu+ fachion and _aftsr much
waste of % ime 1€ our Dezmue Tallg short of its asks. I? 5t 4ran-

spires tha% the vwresent nuclaus Eh2ll have ewh“nutca 14s21l? in the.-
prelinminary prcnagznda tacks--the ropularization of 4he fundauent-
al ideas o? %rs Iniernaticnal O'posiflﬂn-~9nd shall have failed to
raise ihe necessars cadres {0 carsy thsm through, +his will ua~
doubiedly bte the czse, On the other Nand, if we "enected in the

t;re i1 t {5 alloted %0 us In 84"MBLLF” and 4ra1r7“3 2 p0lite
eally 'm'r4“ end geunulnely revelutionary group, %he raplé re- .
corst*wc {on of the Torty~-wifth our nvclieus as i¢s cero---mzsy na
accomplished i{n a few decisive sfeps arfter the inevitadble Sma«i-vD
of Centrism, ‘ : ' - -

This latter, in our opinion, ough% {o be our deliberste zim,
 From thls polnt o viaw Lt i3 assential now {o =371 submit the
pre°en* sttuation in the Lesgue t90 a thorourh~going considecaticn
and %o exanine ithz treond of roelo :mznt, The s% r0n~»h cf the Amer-
ican sgciion 0of the Cppasition, and 1ts advani 2a72c OV¥ey N NUALLT
"0 Yhe Ln*oomr\ uoct:onu--zs we have mzintained anzinst many critics
(Weisnovd ua- er and oihers) who gaw vhz thing uvrsida down--cua-
slgted In %he hemstonasus 3vevp, tralwed and prepared by years of
strugzlc, aq a siatle fagti on, in the party. The lzading grouvd,
whicn had veen aéuemaled cver a period of years in the Tarty
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in the Party strugsles, was united by a comnuniiy of opinlors on

" $he concrete ques%ions of dome"‘ic po licy. as 211 &s hy an 2ccord

with fundemental p¢lﬂclp1 line o7 the internationcl Left Cop-
osifion, I% was ihis QYpef’ence and this generzl homogenaitj g
which gave the lcadsrship an exceptional 4 authoriiy and enabls
1% to guide the orgunisatior firmly; to reduce capitulationism %o
insignificance and %o liguidate oppositional attemphs without
crisss and wifihout evin serious internal disturbances (Fox, \Wels+

bord, lMalkin), :

But during this whole period, in vhich a venef\l external
unanimity was displayed, the organisation becane avrare, from tine

o eime, of alarming frictions within the llatjonal Commit4 tae vnich |

gave the impression of versonal quarrels. This state of affairs
was slenalised by the distruption of the work of the Committes
or several non*ns after the first Bonference in 1929, by pro-
tracted abstentions on the part of LIndividual mesmbers, and es-
poclally by an open conflict at %the Second Con’arcnce over tne
selection of *he nev N,Co .

The facts, which wers Imovm, gave rise %40 uneasiness and
dissatisfaction among 4he members, and to demands £or an ex-

"planation of the vpolitical rezsons for the friction, %o all

such demands the mecmbers 02 the Committee ancswered 4that thsare’

.were no serious di2fercnces on quesiions of the League volicy.

And in this answer was not = deception of the organisation, as
sore cemrades charged, Episodic disputes, of course, cccurred

- quite frequently, and a%t fiimes fthere were heatcd discussions,. buf

when it came %o the actval fromulation of the Commitiez’s »ositiol
on the important questions, we found a common lsngvag2, This was
the case at the first Nationzl Conference in 1929 at the Plenum
in the Snr11~ of 1930:; and in, the resolutions preoan*ed 0 .the

.Second National Conference in Avsust 1931,

In spite of thatl, the delsgatec’ 4o Yhe Second Conference
sitnessed a ntruggle over the new 1C, inifiated hy comrade

- Shachtman's attempi to change ito co1p051 ;Lon, which they were

oblired 4o decides From 1he acrirony of this dispute, it becare
obvious there %o bhe Conference delesates, uid especially to us,
that bhe unity of the Commitfes war by no means as firm as the
unanimous political regolutions ueemed 4o indicate, Hevertheless
W6 assured the delesgates of our éonfidance that the conflictis

"would be overcome in ‘the courie oF corrion work and comrudcly
-discussion without plunging into a crisis,
, )

These hopes ers no% realiséd, Ve huve not bveen zble to
constirue the conduct 0?2 comrads Shachitman since the Conference
ofherwice than as series of blows to the organigation: ind fi-
nally, 2% the meetinz of the NC hsld on liarchl5, 1032, conrade
Shachfman presenfed a documnn% couched in such terms and fiiied
witl such accusations against vs as to precluds Lhe possibliiliy
o? éarroniouu collaboraticn, stectinp our pronossls Tor a prior
discussion of the nuestions within %4he commits ce comrada Shacht-
man had alroady sone outside ths Cormitteos With tars attack. It
has bocoms ‘the material Tor a factional campaipn in the New York
brénch on tho part e comradoes wior have been a% odds wiih ‘he IC
right along, Cechrades Aborn and Glokzer nave u30001a+eu *nemuclﬂ
ves with {his dolwmen{ of comrade Shachiman, As a resuli of all
this 1% 1is obviono that ‘ka orra.isa+xon is placed before o cit-
'c-’-i---v-" [ R A ~ g pY ':.',o LIF'S f"’ 1v.\~:‘.~
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. uation which canno* be eolﬁpd hy'ﬂhe Cormittee itself, qatr‘nﬁ

- Bections,

. 8uch an incidént, by itself, is 13T and cannot be %the rgal cause

"be brought to lxvn* before the organisa*ion.

"cific dispute in quéstion, which has been seizcd upon as the pr

- side and 4he preseny vwrijers on the other--upon wmaose collahor=

; 2)T™se conclisions and lessone 16 be &rawn P£rom {his Inter~ ,
nattenzl etrugfle ol *the pasy three yezrs, 4nd, crganically con- -
nocted vith the firsé two. -~

.,\ L. . . o . :

. . .o : .. o

* . . o* : . . L : .
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remiins but to submit the dispuvies to the orgeaicution as a whola,
and, simil%aneously, %0 transmit th: muierial %o ire othar

P .

The os%ensible basis for ihig att snd the factional azite
a%ion in the New YorXk brarch ingspired bv lt is the puolicac‘ﬂnA
in the Mili4ant of lareh 5th o2 an 1.txclq Ly conr:zda Swabaek
which sharply condumims ths inlerprztationg of ﬂngﬂls‘"lnﬁroducﬁion
%0 The Ciass Sirziiss 1n France”™ mad2 by conrade Carier In
Young Spartacus N0. 2. If is claimed that comrada Swabesck's conte
entiono are ’incorrect, and sirong tbjections are alco mnads to iho I
¥omek harsh tones; of his arijcls, Bub even if %hese silegations

viere well-founded-»unlch we' il spute~~-it ig quite obvious ihail

of the fumult, Ko grovm~up comrraiist will believe for a moment
that a National Commifteée of more or less experienced peorls can
be~disrupted over night, for ille sake o a remote historic daisp=-
ute or and insult %o a comrade, The situa%ion can becoms coriw
prehensible only if its real caused are laid‘'bare, The nui“lsd
differences and half differonces of ths pasit, which have matured
toatho point~where they upsedt 4he unity of the Commlttee mus?

.
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To placa ‘he discussion on this, its real, nolitical bz
s the aim of %the oresent statement. On this b;c“hnounl th

.,

text for ths aitack, can be assipmed %o i4is nroper proporitional
place and discus=ed wi%h the nécessary oogecJLVLty, The &i shuie
over coiirade Swabeck's article, which, vhile i4%{ has a certain’in-
porience in ifself, znd will be discussecd here at i1l lenghing
will then be revealed in i%s real significance as ad incideni in
& larger conflict-~che that con no longer inoxzza be conZined %o
the National Conmiﬁﬁee. |
. [ . L]

“In order *o bring 4he necessary clariiy into the discussion,
%eh fifs+ requirement is %o put 4he disputed qusstiions as {they real- -
ly arce For the past year or so, within the resideni Ifational, |
Comnmi4%tee, and particuiarly between comrade Shachimun oa 3hs one i
atiion the practical work and direction ofithe Jessgue restede-~ .
there has been slowly, but steadily ckev”m;nuu divergence over v
questions which we consider == decisive for the fubupe 9T ocur - |
movenent. These quesitions are the following:

)

"1)The position of ou League on the struggle within tkre In~
ternational Left OﬁDO ition for the consolidation of revolutionary
.oadres and the brezk with alien elements and tendencies which
stoud in the way of this conselidation, - _ .

¥

]

3)Tno attitude of ths leadership 6? the Lezrue Lowzrd varlous
non-revoiuyionary and 1ntellcutLazlbt1c tend2ncies in Vha ¥ou.
York brancih, :

e
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"tacked on" in some X = kind of & "frame~up" against him.

o . -F . - ) .nlad‘ . - ‘ . '._ ‘.'.

THE IHT“.WATI I AL QUESTIOJS

“In his doetukient, refTserad 1o above, comradic! Shachizn rovers(
1o the disaoreerJnto on the Internziional questions ir & necy
peculier waye. OCn %the one hand, he accuses us of. "tacking cn the
Internaiiofial gquestions" o other di sputes arbitrarily, On the
other hand, he charges us w‘*h"dlsloyall Ly" in mentioning the In-
te"national di 22erences, He writes: "Cannon has disloyally taken
advantage of views I havs expressed in leiters to comrade Troisky,
etc.,"” These arotmenrs contain their refutztion, both in fact
and”in principle, HMureovdr, they betray their ""”*******‘r‘%iuu.

firrencontilable difference between his approach to these questions
and ours. - T

In the filrst plate, our.disputes with him began with the In-
temational questions, especially on the way of @ppreoaching and
dealing with ¢hom, and could iz not be "tacked on" b othet dis=-
puies that% did noét exist in any clearly defined form, And, in’
the sicond place, we know of no obligation whatever %o zeep silent
about tha international” quesiions, or to put them on one sidd as
gomething abstiract and éntirely disconnected from %he 1ifo of our }
Leaguo, - I¢ we ‘have s0 far donfenéd our discussions of them %o
tho close circlae of theleadorship, and even more than that to
personzl coversatiions with comrzde Shachiman, 1t was not because
we considcred them "cabinet{" secrets, but only for 4he purpdse
of helping him %o a2l%cr his course wnile there was yet tine, If’
Cannon, with the L£ull azreemeni o Swabecly, spoke at% the Hational

. Conferance  on the concrete lessons o? the figh% against Lendau-=

Naville-=-eltier comradu Snzcausman nad ovarlovkxed %his side of the ~
question in his raport—- and &id not mention comrade Shachiman's neme,
nor his hsl? support of %these iLuements, it was not because we

lack any right %o speak openly,’or because we wish 40 fith nim -
beth "insinuations” end "hints", It was only %o warn him that wa
camot{ agree that our Lezgue should skip over fthess International

experiencgs \v}thou1 dlSCpring.What they really signified.

4

These eforts %o InfTlenca comrade Shachfmen‘without eppedling
{o %hs organisation yieldd4d absolulcely no resulis, Tne bresch,
wnich we™did no% ye{ consider unbridrgable at the conference, be-.
came wider end our Learus became further donoromised in 4he In~ '
Yernational Opposi%ion as @ resuld Of comraacs bu“cn,hﬁn'q honluc

That is why we have come more shernly int o'con’lict with him.
It is ‘necessary to spoax ouy loud about i% now: Comrade Shachiman
will have no reason’to complain of "insuatlons," nor of any in~

. directness whatever,

The evolution of our differences with comrade Shachiman on the
Interfiationzl quesiions in%o the omen conflict of ths present mo~ -
meh$ has been recorded all along tne line by a chain of facts which
speak for thsmselves and leave no possibility of a doubt as {o
Yheir meaning., The mere recital of those facts~~wnich are clearly
establlishad~~will show how futile ars ths asseriions of comrade =
Shachiman thai the present defferences hzve been invented’ andi

We consider domrade Shachiman's appreach $o the functidng of

International ropresent a+1ve of the League and his method of
/ : .




Zconducting ﬁhem’jv"* vs fdlse as ths posi

ey Ve~
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tion he 4ook on the
struggles in the othsr seé&tions,® 4nd we mads ur objer+ ons
¥novn %to°him, no% once or. twice, bui maﬁy tin zud not since
yesterday, ba for more thau a year pasts '

On 0 side of mellods: Jomrids Srachtﬂmn couducted hinseld
0B tha'International reptesoniative and corvespondsnt of ihe A
Leagus, ‘in an irrssporzioie 2ad puroly pexseral way, Tn theso ™°
ﬁffairs, which %he decpest interest for the committes ac a whele,
he acted as an individuzl, not &s tha reprasentativa of %tho
commi $4ge and responsible "t i, He 4id no%t sven {ind it nectesswr
ary %o make the informsiion abcut th: divelovmsnt of Struggles
in %ho'Turopean sections, vhich g3 {0 hinm by virtue of hisg
office, availlable %o {he commi*teug

Incredible as it may seem %0 one vho thinks in ficms of
orgenisation end collective work, éspscially in a cormiitze’ thal
is prosumebly uvni*ted in i%s poiicy,comiaiad shicwimen ragsrdcid
the corrospond;ncs of comrzds rruxsky, cn matters reletinz o ino
most mevio cribes in the Zuropean secltions, a8 a purely peirsonal M
correspondence, Ie vould convey tha sontenis of these lsiters’
to the commiftee in saaiches and brief exiracts, or not at all,
as he saw fit,

It was impossible for us 4o agree to such a prOcodu“e. Vic
could not %think of comrzde Wrotsly as zn indlviducsl, passing
his 4img in a purely individuval pollitical corresnnondence 1o
Anerlca, when there is wnorganisation here, in havmony with his
views, that attaches tho seoztest importance %o every word he
writea abou’ {hc Internationsl Cpposiiion, Ve tried to explain
this point of view %o caomrade Snachimsn, both in cominittee mecldng
ingd, and iﬂ versoral conversations, bé?inning more than a year
ago, bul - sul the slighissYy ;ucnes

o -

Ve could understand comrads "f@unVy wri*lnO esnecxallj o !

a minority of a national section, or &ven %o & single individusl,
incases vhere he found %ne comsittee azainet nim--25 in ﬁ:rmany
in Landau®™s f%ime~-or m:x= in caben wacre ithe commitbee iLissli
vas d@ivided in%o fac%ions and he founi It necegsary %o intexrvene.
Buf héte wea the commiites of our Jieacue, uni%ed in its own
policy, which had not %taken issue with comrads Trolisky on any
qnes*ion and nad no% been criticised hv niwm, Why Hhen 3hculid

" his let%ers dealing with politic2l cuecstions such as %the affairs

in the French nd Cerman cections, be witheld From the comniitea?
This is %the point of ¥iew we iriwl %o 2xpiain %o comrade ghezlii-
man~~in the fmost% vatient moimrxx and Priendly Hond tul nons tnd
less insistanl way~-btui without the slighies! success, Tomrade
Shachiman oniy becamo Lnouited, only considered oar Posiiicen

an invasion oP his "“"personal rx’nts"

Comrade Shachiman's aititude, eénécially ali>the %ime winsn
the s{ruggle agaknut L:voau~-HaV1;le 84z, w28 beconing mosti
aculie and we were mest sager to Ynow more abouh i%, forccd us
to conkder the edvisabtility of asking comrade Trodysiky to eddress
his political lsfters directly 40 4he committee, wa nsid back
from {this sien, no% because we were thinking of a Teadhyaipn®
srainat Shaechtman. bub for precisely opposite rezsons, Ve

v - was v
[ ~a v LA WL sav semnr e -
- - - - - - ’ -




P R o

S IE

o odnitay ‘andainand.
T e e

TP

_4the mo*ion of comrade Abern,

the Insiructiion. The leider was never sent, because hs felt it - . .-

questions: ~T% Decome zradually impressed upon us th'st our gquarrel

' ~concrete, and, as we latcr laarned, much less convinced, -

~

-hoped that a soluilion wouwld ve fouwnd, Ve 3id not wanh 4o 8i wrpen(

with & discussion of the crisis in 4hé German and french sec~

. - [ 4 .
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relaftions with him, and we dia no% wich %0 injura his b*a.dl
with conrade Trofs ?y by the implication of a lack of conTidence
in him, This action was %aken eveniually by the commlttea on L

A% the committeec meeiing of June 1? 1931, in cOﬁnection

tions, ¥he following motion was carried:

- "Tmat the Secretary (Swabeck) inform comrado Trot Xy that
he acts of‘xcially Tor %he NSC and ask him to address’ of’iclal
comnunxcatlons b0 the Loague in care of tho ¢ ecrotary.

Even then tomrade Swabeck could bdbring himself %o - varry out

vvould be a blow {0 comrzdé Shachitman and he honed for a nilder
way out of the diffiduliy. Tness incidenis sneak very oloquent-
ly abou% the origin of <the d‘spu*es.

On tne pos ition 02 comrade Shachimen on the International

with comrade Shachéman over this meithod and nrocedure in %the

Int-rnational questions was merging into a deffernace of posifion

in rezard Yo them. hile == 5%ill had =2vparently "general" a-

greement, there vias %o be noted a decido2 di?“erance in emprasis

and definitenccs, From the limi%ed matorial el our disposal (
(com¥ade Shachiman was much bdtter supblicd)the genoral charﬂc ;ay -

0f 4he Londou-~ilaville clehents W’" cloai enounh %0 us end v

favored a resolubs °trn~ﬁlb againsy them, Dven without comrade
Proisky!s illuminating open'let te*s i4 tas sufficient for us %o

reada couple 02 %he tran“la ed” 0 Landau, and %o %ake noic of his

ambiguous and shiZfiy faclics of Naville in his strvgelo agcingt

the leadsrsnip of ithe Fronch Leapgue, to get a definite impression -
of %hese veople, ATter 211 iral ve 1eﬂ"ned in the parily - truﬂgle s

vith elemsnts of {this 4ype it was inposcibls for us to be in’

douot as %o our position, Comrade Shachinen~-upon whom*ithe experse
tonces of the’'past left fewer 4races-~-wes less definiie;, less .

Ve got a chsap reminder of the way *hlnos were drifting
and of the way *hav wene being taken abroad, by the arriv2l of

a letisr from comradd “ro%tky in which he criticised ou Nadisnal :
Comittee fLor its dofly in acting 2zeinst Lazndau and held us -

var gy responsible for Landau's actions, If Landau nad xmown
that-hs could no% count on ihe support of our section omong others,
said comrade Tro%sky, hs nmigh% not have gone seo farin his crininal
course as bring the German saction fo tha upllu. " We did mnoi .
feel that his criticicm properiy be 1ongei 0 the committee, for we
‘had not been put myEsL on guzrd. Ve mada no protest against

the crificism--perfacily correct in iﬂsal’ but cent” 1o the wrong
address by mistealke~~-but ve-Imgoinn uagan $o look into things -
more closely. : . I

Vie sa that $the resolution on ths si*uat bn in D o Intcr-
na%ienal Opposition, waich comredefShuchtman hal baen assignad

.
. - " .
. . .
. .



+ in ths Interno%ional Oppositions We only bagsn 4 rdalise

,

‘meeting of June 12, vith definite insiructions es v i%s con~ | -

‘more then two months late on the tve of %the conlatenés, and -

'<G§position beZen %o seem like another of thesa worihless agree-

8-

e ecermgprm e

vhich comrade Shachtmaﬁ had beenLassiﬂned to write ét +he ' o

tents, was delayed frem weem to weeRe” It wed not ready Gnntil
e
44 was lackirg in ikat qualxty of definitersss wnich weo oeva
to insist on"more and more., I% conmaemncd Lancau~-vwno had &l
Teady spli¢ Trom the  Internai ional Onposifion~--~but it avold~-
ed mention of Taville wha was remaining inside the French
Teague for reazers b*'fdctjonal" ,egyc Tao specific con-
demation of il , sbieca dmvazrod in the vesclution whsn
i{¥"was published in %Sna Mi;L,wnt was written'into the doc-
ument on the linoiypers box by comrade Cannon., ’

The common resolution on the situvefiion-in the Internztional

ménts in “goneral™ which, concealed real differencés., Comradid
Shachiman's internati onal report at *the tonferente was simply

& factual chronicle of what had happened, The lessons of ik
struggle as they dpplied pariiculerly to that partosf the pro-
cess viniénh remained untinished, were left out of eccount al-
together. "Xt was this circumstance-~coming after all 4zt hod
gone befors~- that called forth comrade Cannon’s speaszh a} %he
conference, Comrale Snachiman hes referred to that speech &g
"insueation £illed", and as marking the height of a “camn°~~“"
against him. ¥He ic quite mistaXen, It was a warning %o quit
Yrifling vidii~th2 »roblems of ths Buropean seciions anﬁjoin
us in a corman fl,ht on the side of the revolutlonary eleman¥ss.

We dldn't ¥now then,” as clearly as we X¥now now, how much
actual support re nad rrlren %0 the glements o7 a;slntigraﬁion

that the diffsreoces were deeper then via had *hought, arnd™ to
fear thot the actions of comrade Shachiman wsre not eniixely

accidental.
T3 APTITUDE TOTARD TER PRQ§L§38 C" W”W u"w "O’F RRITHE
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Comrade Sheachiitan®s rather a*n'olp'uouG rols on thdo interw~ ;

naiional qu2stions hed its counerpart in his attijuae tovwrd
he New Yorx Erasnch,® Eare also the differcncos wi 51 oin prew

elowly and graedtziiy, cAd a2ppearsd 4o consis® of” dif fe renrpa

in shading’ und ¢mnrastis, For a 1ong time Vhay were ns X

clezrly ceTinady and, in such’ elrcumsi=znees, it woeulld ha?a

been futils %o {hink 62 .and oven coniiich eround Llrim. We

had a more or~ Lez3. ‘gennreal aoreemeni' on these’ *'“Lzh“u, né

&g in the cciia o7 The international disputes; weirs in ac huwxy

Yo expand ths diflerences into opsn conllict, '

" We had fouzht 4togathor 2gainst Welnaherd afid othar opp~
os8itional mdverenid, and these sirugglos exerted a cerlain
wnifying inlnercs, 2Bu4 in the conxliots uith Zi%ries Thae
Cartar greouning wy had 1loes “g¥3E0e] Nta. &3 sutsegueni everd

‘-'3-',

‘and. {3e prosen% disrugtion of thvuco'"vuuos ia” pmrvlcu1 ar nave

shown, cur agnrehensions as 30 %he Vlgh; icanse Wi%hy Lirsb--
ap?aren‘ly slignt d;savrefm*ntgmuweo no% wal oundel.

" The characteristic of this grouping--as we asfiimate i G-

is pedantio storility and scholasticism combined witha incapacity
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“pariial Buppori Yo we~sbo-~dn and as a rula Le lLas qblebyed

~Is 4nu lack of ¢ omnuulst proleviarian spiri%.

4

weeks of discussion in the branch, moricd by false political (

" or th® other. With this design comrads “annon introduced & _

did not Yote on either of the resolntfcnﬁ Other "supporiers!"

‘showed conclusively thal thers was noi xsel acreement, |

. ~19e ' A -
: , . .o

o Jjudge  the acital ques
speaks of comraub Carter
ated"and petty'~ 4nd in
false. This‘gruvn;vg acts
propaganda of ohr political
filters into the Onoositicr

ions politically., Comrads Shachtman -
S r‘ticisns as "freqy‘n4lw exagrera
&60.tion’ 0 thay it is politiciily (
c & mediwn through woich ths -~

memied,: including' their blr'mer, -
n a noderate‘fbrm, Cariey Fuve

)
.

tha aculesy moenis ef cur fight vi ¥h proaouwrncealy fzlse ~~° -
tendercies to sMarnen his oitacks on tha Liational Cormi %08,
This prouping lecks many thiaga, Zud its chief shoricomings

: We have conceived it as a duty t6 liberate ths dbranch
from this influence by a siiaight~out, systematic ard un-
yielding political’siruggle. Comrade Shachimafl Went with
us part ©f the way. "In general"™ we vere agreed. But when 1%
cams timé to clinch {lre poin% in a8 gaven dlsnu g with this
grouping, and 1o extract a-Zesson from i%,'so thai the same
thing would no%- have $0 be gone over avalnﬂ comrade Shachtman
would "draw bagk. This, as always, only muddlcd‘*hln Th
rezl valucs of the discussion were lost, anmd thoy had to be

repeatod contlnually.

Vhat thess unformuiated differences betwesen us and comrads
Shachtman really oiﬁui&ied w23 intinated rather shafply al
¥fio branch meeting vrior %o the ila%ional Conference. AfHer

triticisms and atiekks on tr3 ilat lonzl Cormittee, thelocal
executive committes Drought ir & "vaanimous" resolution,
agredable both 40 the Carber macup ané tne 2lleged surporiors
of 4$he 1IC. /e Yose in opposiiion ,) £9ch an Lnnrlnc1p1ed
conclusion to the discussion, waic efy gverything just-
vhere i{ was’'before, and demanded 2 c]oav reaolu*ion one way
regolhition specificelly’suvnoriing ih2 HS end . rejecting
the Griticism of Carter., Tnis reovennl a cdiscussion which

Comra @& Shachiman sa% silent ddring this discussion end

of theNC, closé¢st to comrads Shechiman, ccncontrated .fnheir on.

. our resolufion,. . .o Y

These viere dist urbing sighs, 4nrd though fthey did not ;
seem %0 us of enouzh imnortance %o~ brea up our fenergl sole-
idari4y they contained a warning of Fuiure conflicis, This
warning sotlnded louder on the lact ‘"7 0f 4he Conference
when comrade” Shachtman insis%ed or 24ding %o the IT one of
those comrades who hsd nob vtaen a2dblea %o distinguish baiween -
the fendency of ithe FCtand the %enrdsmecy of Carver, and " who,

a% the critical moment, conzenireied his atiacks on ug.

The overwhelming defeat of this pronosal by ths Con~
ference did not in any way serve %0 convince comrade Shachi-
men that he had nisjudued the aftituds o2 the organisation, .
And leacst of~all dif i% sugzest %o him the idea of respediing
that at$itude. o appeared %o take the mat4ér as a personzl e
alffront, from viaich he hzs no% yet recovered. )
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"'posed the idsa of international relations being cericaturea i indi-

_work ag sditor of the ijlitani. This comeidu Shachtman rafused to do.

. - . ~20= . - .‘e . - ._.- b - :.
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This affair threw e spirit of gloom over the clesing hours of

" the conference, The irrasponsibie and politicaliy incerrect action

of comrade Shachiman--from vhich all tae Commitiee members had wried '
to dissuade him--gave new encouragement to the Carier group. Ty T
began to “spaculate" more actively ou divisions in the Hetional Ccm- '
mittee--which Carter had repeatedly hinted at in the brenchk discuse

sion without any revbuke from comrade Shachtmer--which wouold fac 11i- -.

. tate oprositional movement, The members begansto te aprrenensive of

coning conflicts, the reason for which was not 9ntirely clear tJ thenm

This unsettled feeling in the organization has been dirsctly o
.fostercd by thas whole course of ccmrade Shachiman since the Confe r-
.ence, The mere listing of his irrésponsible acts since the Confer~
enco glve cenvincing preof of this, These actidns have led him
straight, step by step, to his present position,

. 1) "Immedistely after the.Conference he demanded a two months’
vacat fon, Assenting to hls propnsal, we tried to prevail on nim.to -
delay it for a short time so that it would not appear to the miaver- .
ship as a roaction to the Conference disputes and cause furiher un-
easiness among them, All these arguments were wasted. Comrzde
Shachtman would not listen, and insisted on his point, -

v e g e ww e o e

- 2) He elscted to go to Europe a1 his vacation, Much as w3 op-

viduals touring from one country to another on nureomul r2s3pcnsibil-
ity, we did not raise objections to this <ind ¢f e vacatiioa.

) 3) While on his European tour, Cuar:cda Snachtman interestad him-
self .in tho ecutest conflicls on ths guropean 33cvions, passed judge
ments and took sides in thom, witheut so wweh gy sendaing the Natlon~
al Committce a single word of inlorztion. 3ie had tc hear Trom com-
rade Trotsky himself, In an indignaat letlec of protsst azainst tho
conduct of comrade Snhachtmen in Burcpe and the false eppraisal he had

mede of the disputes, o . _ ;

’

4) Following the return ¢ cecaradas Shachtuan. and the receipt of
comrade Trotsky's letter, the Natioral Commitia? teld a meating to
act! on tho proposal of ccunrade Trotgky. He hed asked the Committce
to say whether the views and scts of comrade Shachtmaa, in inueract-
ional affairs were his ovn pursondal visks and s2ts3, er werd rupresente
tive of the Committee's opinion, To thzt the Commmitiee could only
reply that it had not even known of the views formulaled by comrade
Shachtman in BEurope and that it cculd not take any ruspensidility for
them, . This statoment was formutetrcd in a very moderate vesolution
which did not condemn comreade Shachtuan det only deforved its linal
Judgment can the wuestioue, pujdiang ths receipt of movra detailed ma-
terial, Thn discussion vas conducted 1n a #Modarate und friondly tone
and comrade Stachtman wes elected by unanimous vote to veswee nis )

[ |

-

" B5) On"top of all this we now find comrade Shechticen zoming out
ageinst us, in allianco with en oppositionil groupragrwilcn obstructs
the polificel edvcation and devaiopmant of the Wew York branch, ard :
hurling a?d usg a2 document which proclaims tha oad of 2olladoration
with ue, : - ’ :

’
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- gols' £u"Introduction" on the part of comrade Swabeck, nor fecr the

~ proteset against our insistence on a firm end unembiguous position

:..darity with an oppositional faction in the New York Branch which is

" -thod which is foreign to the.Bolshevik methed of putting quastions

" +he article of comrade Garier rogerding tha posiition token by Zangels

.statements of Carter which carrade Swabuck angwserud. To rostore ithe
discussion on this question Yo its real basia we nush begin with tris

wlle
. : ‘ . ' Tt e
In the light of ‘the foregoing, comrade Shachtmen's docuncnt,
vhich would be otherwise absolutely inexplicable, can be analyzod,
end its real meming deronstrated, From the foregolzg it will be
quite clear that comrade Shachtman has not composed siuch a docwment

merely for the purpose of "corregting" a misunderstandiag of En- (

purpose of ‘protecting a member of the organization from injvzilce
and insult. No, comrade Shachtman has dravn up his documsnt &8 a

on the "international questions", and as a demonstration of wcii~.

& false in its political criticisms and permeated with e spiriht inx
is out of place in a really serious proletarian organization, '

And to do this he has been bbliged to resort to a polemical ma-

squarely and discussing them honestly., He had to spin a weo of spe-
cious argumentations in which he himself got hopslessly entangled,
This document, dosigned to discredit us, gives in fact the cyprarance
of a terrific self-revelation, It can only bring us nearer to tho
conclusion which flows from what went bsfore 1t: nis haif-svpport ¢?
Landau-llaville, his prosent support of the Mill-Felix grcup in ¥Frence
against the lesdership of the French League, his growing antagonisma :
to us and his corresponding solidarity with the Carter group and oth= - |
ers whose political eguptuest orientation consists primarily ¢f cppo-
sition to us--all these events have a certain connection and have nc
happened by chance, : :

. L]
- .

THE DISPUTE OVER EﬂGELS"'ﬁTRODUCTIOE" » o )

Comrade Swabeck's articlie wes writton in rovly to statements in

in his introduction to Marx's "Clcse Struggles in France', Yers

these statements truc or falsv? D! they serve a.revoiutionary or a
redctionary cause? These are thn real guesiicns at issus a3 wo sae
it, . But comrede Shachtman, In hlg dalencse o canrads Carter and his
attack on comrade Swabeck twists away from this issua &t the bagine
ning of his polemic end doss rnot retura to it JIn any direct way. ¥a . i
has space for psges of quotationi, bubl ha doss nol once guote the :

quotation,

. Comrade Carter wrote: "Rosa (Luxasmbturg), in her itnavgural ad-
droess, again investigated the cew probloms bhrought forlh by the con-
ditions of the war and post-war periecd, Shz re-examlinead the taaching
of lMarx and Engels on the quastions of arwsd jinsuccection, guoerille

oae o we. oo i

-

warfare, force and violence ond cconcludGed TheT iTistory nid 0a%d a-
gain placed on -the agonda the taciic advocataed by Morx ernd Zngils

~in the Communist HManifesto in 1847--8, but later preelalred b7 En-

géls’'es outlived, (Introduction Lo the Clafs STcurZicy Iit rIanci--
[farx.) (Our empnasis,) :

This statement is not trire, ' Thrown into an agitatioral srticle
to be read by unschooled young wor kers it could only mislead thom
in regard to Engels' teachings, As 1t stands it is a slandar against
Fneols which serves the reformists, and in this country particularly
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j . -+ the Socialist’ Labor Party which preachss legalism on tho "e*‘bori*y
f}(' : of Engels, "The tactic advocated by Marx and Engels ia the Comau~
} nist lManifesto'is the tactic of "the forcible ovarinrew of ail sx-
£ _ - isting social sconditions," Engsls nesver proclalmed tnis tactic

' . Youtlived", he never said that "the teachincs of Morx and Engels on
the qurstions of amied insurrection, gue";lla werfarse, forca aad

+.. " yiolence" were "outlived", It was the revisionists who perf dlovuz- .
@5 .» 1y ascribed this reuuncistion to him, utilising the pudliichad <ars-
fon of his “Introduction te lMarz's Class Struggles in Framcel”, oul

.® .. of which they had blue-pcncilled the most direct and strikinz rovo -
'fW‘ lutionary pascsages as their esuthority. In this country ths §, L. 7.
\ printed this mutilated work of Engels under a misl sading title, vith

2r¢ T a preface which Talsely claims the authority of Engels for theirp o;o~ '
' -.gram of legalism, ) A
1 .. - . e Tt is this principle issue between reformists and revolution-

1+ °'14ists that comrade Swabock had in mind when he attacked and refuted

+ the statements in Certer's article which misrepresents Engels and

] . helps the reformists, We cannot allow such a statement to stand un-
{1 .  challonged in our pross,and the proper place to refute it was in the

-

+ ' .official organ of the Leaguo.,

Here 1s what the Socialist Labor Party says in the preface to -
1] ~...the po.per edition of the "Introduction": "But here comses Engols--
. Marx's life-long co-worker--and who is more fik to interpre arxism
~ than ho--shewing by facts and fiﬂuros that the day »f the bar Lcaﬁe,
+ ( * of stroet-cornor revolution, of militqry sction against the capiial-
ist military forces, was -a thiﬁg of the past already in the last
half of tho ninsteontn century,’ .
Comrade Cerderts essertion only paraphrasaes-the astor%&nﬁ words
of the S. L, P, True enough, he docs not draw their concliusions,
I and comrade Swabeck never accused him of that, But he concedss. .
J. .7, their promise, reopeats in almost the same words what they say sbout 4:
i . the position of Engels, and thereby grents tnem the right to rafer
' to Engels as theilr authority. Comrade Swsbock's article disputed
" this Tconcession" to the troacherous legalists of the S, L., P, Axd
" that was right and nececssary, for the heritage of Engels bslougs oxtt
clusivoly to us, The revisionists haye no claim on nis authority.

As is known, the revolutionary Marxists always maintained this.
in the pre-war periog, even before the original manuscript « the
" Introduction" was discovered in the archivas of the . German social
democracy and brought to 1ife by Riazanov, But in this strugzle
against the revisionists who claim the authority of Engels tncy woro
handicapped by the one-sided omphasis on legal mothods in the pub-
lished version of the Intrcduction and by certain statements in it
. which, without the qualifyinz and complementary clauses in tho ori.
S ginal gave ground for confusion and misunderstending, They had tvc
) “roly cn a Marxist intorpretation of the document, on ths scatterad
roforences to the SUGi6 &s & coveunant” whicn was not bxnciﬂg on vhe
poople if the rulers break it, on’'ths remsrk that "the rignt of roe
volution is, in tha last analysis, the only real BLAL 'histaric
right' , and on tho Engels letters of protest against the attempt
to pa2int him as a "pacifist worshipper of legality at all cosis,”

. ‘Tho‘revisionisté of tne time--as now tho S, L, P;'--took'full.
advantegesof the one-sided omphasis on legal methods in the "editeg"
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B playea W¢th Gngels' Introduction is revealed 'most pointedly by hbsa:

| Yard- tho taaulcs <) poundeu bv Bngals 'in 1895 guided the Gorman socia

'docuMCnt, go Lar from'habino no significance--as the-S, L, P, nnd

" volutionﬁrv viewpoint (:ﬁﬁtﬂn:cu~m“ Veltanschauung) of Engels does

.,.‘ . -4 . e e R T sac e e s wan g
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fntruauction, ahd ‘Bornitulin, ‘as Riazanov poinﬁs out, at tor wued > ong
%" pff, aftor Engels! death, which occurred d 'fow months’ Later “gt;.
political testenont repudlating the rovolutionary past ol a‘“_e]t nd)
Jar:,- With what success this treacherohs this treocherous: gyme. ( s:-"

1m.omou“g in- hor spesch 2t the i‘oundi.n'7 Congress of the Gerﬂan Ceme
unisu Party. She snid: "Two important ‘conclusions Wwere drewn Ircm .
chis’ reasonla ‘In the first place the parlianabary strugglo was’
'couruorposed to direct” ravolutionary action‘by'the proletaria; and g
¥hé formerr vias. iIndicatod ss {he only practical wey _of cerrying on.
the class struggle, Parliamentarism =d nothing but parliamenua isn
ves the 1og*ca1 sequel: ©f the critieisw,"” . And further:s: "Thencofors

-domocracy int overvthmc they did and in everything they left undone,.
own to tho” apprOp iate ‘Tinish of: August 4, 11914, ¢ Tl Leinig ‘
1

The“aeqo fon’ of: some 'of: the mostivital: sections. of. thcxori~inal

afver it UOmf @es” Shachtman “and Carter malnuain--greauly fecilit &te
the’ colousal ‘Gaception of tho massgs undertaken by the revisionists
'Kauusky, “according t'0o Riazznov, Imew that “the puoi¢shed ‘version c11~
‘ferad sr~nrlxcanu1v ‘Trom the roriginal, and ne mroive, that if the ree-

not munnho t Atself with ‘the noceseany 'elarity ‘and: doci»iv ness, then
""L‘i ‘ot he Who-bears the "EUllv, DU ils GSerinadn frienas,: viao 0 Toirced
hilhi- Hordispense with ‘the conclusicn,. bocause 1it.is. tod révolutionaryd
fhey horicved that the introduction opoie clearly enougd witnouu
that However, as F1gura (?) has shown, this is not the cass," 4

i it PR AN DA S S R VLTIl e Y-
volit iy heir p'mphlet‘“Who are the Pasiss nrsf?" Y‘ha Syl P wit 8 Tt -
By Mhide alleded cmicsions' (which thoy Larefully refrein freo qucii=:,
ing) do not sérve the Comesoonist (Communls?l) purpose at 2ll...but”
that is neithsr 'here kor there and has nothinig to do with the csse.".
Comrad 6 Cartor in his statement™©6 TRF LECIORAL Youth Gommities A
Karch 5, argues: "The Socilalist Labor Perty repiied to Trechtenberyg
(vho quoted the deloted sections from Riazanov), I havé not been ab-
to find a comeback in any of the Communist publications,” And comrad
Shachtman, pressing harder along the samo line, adds: "Tho whole ine
tPOduCtiOﬂ, unzarbled, uncut, undistorted, was printed by Kauicsiky,"

But Keutsky himself had a different opinion, He thought then,
as wo think now, that the claims of the reovisionists could be fonﬁht‘
more effectively if the original document w¢re published, Whereupony
says Rlazanov, Keisky made the following proposal to Bernstein: 4

“ YBernstein is in possession of the manuseriptsmleft by our mas-

- ter, If the Mmanuseript of the introduction should be smong them, to-

gether with the omiticd conclusion, then I demsnd that hso publis f thi
conclusion, which Engels omitted for external considerstions and not
bocaugd of innor roflccticns, That will prove disvincily waat little
cauge Bernsiein hed Lo LOLKO recourse to Engels," ;

But, says Rlazanov, Bernstoin did not resct to this challon- ,

. And that did not stop him from stubbornly repesting, in all the .ate

editions of his boolz the contention thet the reauncistion of revolu-
tionary action was the last tostoment of Engels, 4

In the lightof these facts appears the onormous value to the ro-
volutionists of Riazenov's discovery of tho original manuscript, It
doos away with the confusion as to Engels' active position st .the tin



e and makes his meaning crystal clear, not 6n1y to educsted Merxists,
""" put to anyone who wants to know itre trutn. Feom TEGTOTTZLIFET Taohd-
‘geript one can prove, not ty _rte'prenﬂt*an only, but Uy Eauels

coaled the original document! It was necessary for their purposc.

'-Phge 31 in the 9% paper version): "Therefore, even during the
- classic poriod of street battlos, the barricade had a morsl rathen

‘the military, If it hold until that had'beon accomplished, tho vit- |
tory was tuswon; if not, it meant dsfeat." There tney stop. Tuc '

a renunciation of street battles nor sven of berricades, but ulti-~

.‘ -2&3.. . . . . " R . .o

own direct words, that hs never renounced an iona of his ¥evéintsce
nary vicws, to0 say nothing of proclaining them ' lived” It he
said--in the published version--that*the &t bl-ﬁﬁe& f.Ph;ng met hads
of 1848 ere today obsolets in ever* respeot“ he outiinss--ia %he
suppressed sections--othoer figaving matnoﬂe no less forcefuvl aud no
less revolutionsry, If he renavcs-—*r bhc published intveductiron. -
thet "the retellion of ths o0ld style, the street fight bznind tarri-
cades, which, up to 1848, gave ihe rinal dec tsion, has bscome aat!-
quated", he leaves no room for doubt in the original menuscrint. .
that he means only "the old style" gnd the old form end not rabel-
lions and street-fignts as such, No# wonder the revisionists cca*

A fovw quotations will suffice to show what the deletions signifyed
Phe published version sald in (Page 21 of the S. L. P. editicn,

BRI S BRIV

than a wmaterial effcct, It was a moans to shake the solidity o }

following is left out-"'lhiq is Ahe point of view to ba boras in nind
even,«.+in an investigatlon o1 In¢ prospecis ol ol tAg IuLure streny

Battlos. "

Ve have here in Engols! own words, as Riazanov comments "ot

matoly ¥¥ a more diligent evaluation of the chences for them,"

inother quotation {Page 23 of the 8, L., P, edition, Puge 35 of
the papser volumo) vith tho daleted sections underscored: “And li
1ly, the newly built quarters of {the large cities, oreonec S| ce |
have been madso ocut Ln 10ﬁv; straight and wiae streets as thduan

rcvolutionar;, viho would himself select the new eor &1‘3
tricts in the north ¢nd oasy of Barlin for s barricad
have to be a lunatic, Does this m an thst the strog'

lav no uart iﬂ the futuro* KET &y 613, -L
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What basis is there whatavar, In the face of thsse vords ¢f Zn-
gels, for the S, L, P, {0 iopresett him as thJidg Yhat "militace ac
tion egainst the capltaliaYy Torces wus a th,“g orf Yan st rl"nn”
in the iest Balf of ths ninetuanth Gﬂﬁb‘f], O TR TR Cuvher Lo
1inp elier them ecd, withovt weishing his words or ‘hinking whet -
was acing, to corroboraia thsiv false co“ucat:ua with the no lssc
false cagertion thal Eugals pr cc'eiﬂc\& tr.n ctle wileh by nnd lor:

—— wesme memasce e
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.ENGELS APPEAR TO ORZ LIKD A& PROPIZCY OF YHR OCTOB3R RIVOLUTTOMI™
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the observation of the Llarxist scholar, Riazanov: "”'"S“ WORIR 92

Did the revislonists biue-peneil the original docwaznt. striki
"ing out these and otner vital, diYect uic amants, or aid Lu,,*u :
strike thom out hiwmsell? Stuchiuns motes e greet point of ta:s, al
g0 dooas Carter. 2ho S. L. F. "proves' that Engels mods the excis-
ions: "frow which" says the §. L. 2, "it is evident that if erything

"~ appoars in s discoverad mmnpuscripgt that 4id not appear in the Heae

Zait, i% wes at ono time or anoths expunged by Engels himsoli." ...
radps Saechtman end Carder prees this daduction very insiestentiy, as
‘though tuoy cro "scoring ¢ point" therohy against comrede Swabcek,

end wlthout stopping for a momer.t to uOASlder viho has en intouresv in

-

thls contontion. [-

Vio do not have sufficient facts at hand to glvo a positive an-.
swer, and we do not consider it docisive for a roevolutionist. 1Tho
S. L. P.'s"proof" is full of loopholss and is convineing only to
those who want to boe convinced. In oithor cass the original munu-
script gives tho samo indisputeblo proof of tngelst' roal tuought- ard
intont and confounds tho logelists who wisusou his authority. If
Engols agrood to the aoletlono under the prossuzne of tho excoption-
al condltlons 0f tho momont-~tho situation created by tho draft-
ing of thoe nsw anti-socialist law--and the insistence of thoe Party
loadors--3it only monas to a ravolutionist Ghat Zngols was boetrayed
and thuat his dovath soon uftor proventad his punlshmant 0of the be-

trayorxs, ;

Ona can und: rstand why the S.'L. P. is so anx1ous to prova that

- Bngols medo tho delotions of his own accord. But why should comry 18’

Shachtman and Carter bo so positive and insistont? They dont't xknow

any more. about it then wu do. Riazunov is a mun of groszt PrOSvi“O

anong ravolutionists. Comradsy Trotsky in & recont arvicle spoko of
his Yincomparabla iurzxist exrudition" ond also omphasized his oxcor-
tional cqn301entlouonass,.pdrblcularly in mattors of historic Zeacic.
concorning our horitaege. In his erticle in "Unter dem Banner dos

“lMarxigmus " Foe. L ho gives tho definite impression that tho changos

v!3rs radasin Burlin. In cnc p;aco ho ovon uwakes a distinction ta-—-
tvioen 4tho parts struck out of the manuscript by tho Moditoriel bluve-
pancil" cnd a “correotion muds by 2ugels himsolf in the provi-sheet
Crio wey take his chcice belwesn this representation of Riazanov ¢nd
the dudbious "eircumstantliel evidsnce” of the S. L. P. according a .

ais fancy. ) ' '

But Shachtmar has got biwmself into such & position, he is so
conicentrated on tho design oi "awking a caeca" egainst comrede $wa-
bock thot heo passas, ovarthe orinciple “issucs of tho dispute, sad its.
*aims 0n each sides 'and witnout realizing whet ho vas doing. or the
6pirit he roveale in doing it, he undorteites tho sama task, il not ‘

4

3
i
i

“far tpe samp onds, &s that undortamen in ths 8. L. E. puaphlot Who

ai'o tha LulSifluISQ"‘tO discredit Riazanov's discovory of tho origi-

nal m.nuqcrint.

Ye hawwors on all keys: "The whole introduction, -ungarbled.

cangeud, undistoctod, wes printed by Koutsky.® "..tha whola which
- Kauatsky printad viith Dnguls euthorizetion and oroof corrvcbions. ™

"Fhe dalotwcl soetions aro obviously thos3 vhich Brgels himcoell ned
blue-pcnci]lud,” And then, having oornpleoiely conviniud nimself, ne
&ecloxes; "N¢L her Riazzawnovy nor Trachtaznbarg daroe to e=ay tha con~

<

" T et do you mean "Riszanov dees not dero"? Lgeinst

o
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] 'whom .48 ho fighting? Whom should hs be afraid of° My do yoa chal-
.lenge him in such & téne? Comrzde Shecnbmen Joes himsalf no credit -
by this belligorent challenge % Riazanov, JAnd cotwsds Gertse. who
.i8.in -pursuit of "historic frusi" for its cwn sake, Zfollews ou the
path comrade Shachtman with some obsorvations trat ere no 1ess re-

.. markeble. Cowmrade Shachimen has explainaed. that Carter oxprsssad
“Yimself "awkwardly". And for that his actual trend of thought sticks

" out all tho more crasslys

Comrado Carter is offended bscause comrade Swabeck brushad n- “o;

"gido the quibblings vf the S. L. P. and paid no attention to them.,
He also is quite sure that rkngels changod the Introduction hiusely,

And he actually complains-~-in his Suatament to ths National Youtn ;

. Qommittee~--that comrade Swabeck "doos not so muchus mention ths &. I.
=+ ¥e pcumphlet ''Who aro the Falsifisrs?'" fThis nogligunce convinceu
' him "that comradc Swabsck's intorest was not in correctlnb o rxs AV
' terpretation of facis and historical documonts". Comrads Carten E

is undoubtedly ageinst the conclusions of the- legaliSts, but ne gives
thoir "“"historio-impartielity” a trustlng confidence in his dlSphtC

with Swabock.

fifhe refutation of tho ruevisionist and S. L. P£. cleims to buso
. Sthemselves on the sauthority.of Bngels, and the purging o our pres
e ‘of any remarxs that could in any way, holp these claims--this is tho
gquestion whichnintorostod us us revolutioists. This was the obvious
~aim of comrade Swabscxk's article in the Militant. .

s

The Crltlclsm of Luwsewburg and Trotsizy

.

‘Gomrgde Shachtman overlooked this sido of the question--or at

! any rato roferroa to it only in pessing-~end roloasad instcad a
flood of quotations from the discussion over the "Introduction™ whicu
- ook place in the revolutionery cawmp before the world war. 2his
discussion, of coursc, had its owa value , but it has very little to
do with uhO real question in dispute: tho misroprosentation of Un-
gels' position in Young Spurtacus. But even on this side of the
guastion wo cannot find a cowmmon standpoint with pim.

*

Comrado Shachtuan assures us that the peragreph in Carter's c¢i-
ticle, to which Swabeck replies, is morely a'paraphrase in.a vory
Oondo“,.i form of what{ "Rosa (ha maans Luxomburg! harself said" in ?
‘ner spoach at the first congress of the CiP. We didn®t know tnaf,
and no cna could rxnow it from a rouding of the paragroph, anld wo vor
know 34 yat after 211 the explanations, including thet 02 Shechbrmen

Svch tiny nhave boen Curtor's intention. Ve shzll not ﬂiscauo taat - -
tut his stetemunts are in no senso a'’condensed form" of Tuvemburs' s
j remalhs, not even an "ewxkward" ong. Luxsmbarg dia dlehSu una c 71;-
‘€ise Wmgols! Introduotiun inuher speuscl, butb ‘2n oxaemination of 1¢6
text will snow very ccenclusively that her position is in no way re~ -

Jated &0 the ono defonded by Shachtwan and Cartsr. : a

In tha first placo, Luxomburg did not have the opinion wgich
Shachtmzn ond Gartoer advanco--in dubious solidJrity with the &. L. D.
that tha “Introducticn' in the published versﬂon, repredSanted ohn
o "und*,torteu" visws 0F Zngals on the questions 4and overy ling ol

her speccih 2hows that she could not nuve agreod with their jdqo thad
‘the d;lo~u¢ sectiorn®~-~discoverod uftar hor death--havo no sisnifi-

- csate. o ud} thut 2njlos' Jntroduction is fully corroct esnd thub

LUxembu‘; ¢paech i3 ulso corrsci--as troy de--is to pley wifta wora

a8 wedl &S with ado2s.  Sho criticicud vho peeition of Engois, & It

19 pregeniod ono-cidadly in tno pubiisicd version of tho Iatioduntisa
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and not from the stendpoint that it was 1!'3“ st tha timy 1b A
.written and later bec?°~ Moutlived®, precrsely DeCduat LY prpeurald
To lcava out of considceation thoue phases af (he gqueshinvn direci)
* wwTp enwdr 2 "W """_r. ; ae‘

handled in the delated sections wnich were ;usc as va 2iid 10 183
toqay. - ¢ .

]

How far removed from the crsulstical arzuwent that the published

. vorsion of the Introduumticn is & whols and faiv presentation ai En-

gols' aotual revoll(Micnary positicn -in Luxezdurg:s comrent dn the
documont. In &n eoriiler pclemic, vhich Shﬁchum!n quoted, she inwev- ]

pretoed end defended the Tniroduction in gernerals EBul an hner speech
ot the party Corngross she submitnted 21t $0 n clover axamiunztion and
found grave faults in it, Put for thess fxulés shs a:a not hold
Engels vpersonally jgﬁnorutnlo es Snachtman andé Cavter &3 vnun {heg
doprecato whe 1i.po 0Tunca 0z the dcleted 83ctions azad ascriba et -
delation to Ulrngels nimsolf., Sho blumed (he Trrty leaders for tha

.Bhorteceonings 0 tha published version., Tnis is vhuat she szid:. “I

"amust remind you of the well-known fact that tho Jntroduction #3¥

in question was writton by Engels undor strong prossure on inre parct
'of the parliemandary group...tnsy &ssuroca Zngels, who iived abruud

‘and neturelly eccepted the essurenso at its.faco-valuno, thet L% vas

absolutely ossential to safcguard the German labor moveman’s from a
lapse into anerchism, end in tnis way thay constrainsd hia +o write

in the tono thoy vieneu.“, . . ) |

i .

SR hcro vies a streighi-out condemnation of tho Partj laodeV” for

thelx imposition on ’""u1‘ --for 'thoir ebuss of his good Faith. fo~

raealy

tho gamo thoy pleysd, &z Riazuznov says, "with marksd ocaxis . ﬁnn 22

nevor eccuszd Fagels of a vrinciple dsviation.  She said in ik

‘samo spoaeck: "We toka our £tvand uron *ho grecund cccupicd by N:rw cnd
Engole in 1€48; wo adopt 3 posrtion {rem which in priaciple they rov-
or moveod," If conradaes Jhachinmin and Cavior Were voully to 24und oa

A7

tho position of Luxewmburz 2t would signify a big silop forvard. Bub'
oven then they would not bu gnvirely right, fo; in thue light of tha

original m,nuscrlpu, Lexemhurg horself was not ontirery right in her
Bpooch. : SN :

~s
212

. .
»Tuxomburg stuted plainly--in contra-distinction 4o conrzdsz
Shachimzin and Corter who pgree with the Intrcauction anad al?o a’.ee
witin hor speach--thae’ "tha Introduetioa wnes ths Lormal proo LGN
. 0f tho nothing butv parlicaansacien tactics,® ¢ rfuether: "ilnenm Ea-
gols! prefacs doclur 63 tnat, owiig to the medsrn develeopront of gi-
gantic er'nn. it is pnszt;‘u]J inszne to supposs thatb :TQJOudILdﬂ)
cen ovor stand up against goldi2rs trwad With machina guns and o«
quipped with all tho lu,as*.t;chvical devicosa, the cszersion is vb-
vidously basad upon tho assunpricn that anyoue who becomesd & sordicr
bacomuss tharoby once and for 21l one of %ha props or ths raling
class., If wouid be abselutlely incomprohausible in the Llight ¢2 con-
‘tamooxary av.porience, that 99 noted o dsadar &8 Ingz2is could have
comwcitbsd suoh u blundel, &12d we not Lﬂvu the circunztancas ia whichk

Dl i s L e

“tnis TnEToYical docUment wus noupueed. . .

J.\\‘

Could Rosa Huxcwburo kave said ‘hoe words and ia thia way. 14
8Lo hed k2own vuinst Zigols wetually wrovte in tLo cx 5ginu, LLSPRERE SA
p:ig_;}" gilier ;ng':atﬁa?; e which sha relers? Irstead ot gp2aling
Ci Ulio b[hﬁiof-' i:q"~de noV rathar ATTEE A an Rigzunov 62uds
"weso words axpaur to t¥one like & prophecy of tho ekper ipnceﬂ of-

tho Ostobsr Revolufbion:"?
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"has thrown in es somn kind of a proof againat Swabeck. althoanh it’

serves gn opposite ond.

Gontinuing his scholarly expositioa of "dialectics™ to prova
that everyhody wes right--Dngals! Introduction and thosa xevolution-
i8ts who oriticized it in ths form in which it was published--Shechi-
man hes recourss to Trotaky. The GTJnZl P of this quotaflon Tevaslis
even moro oclearly the empfy verbelism with wblcn he is playing arcund
the wikhole quastlon. Here is the Full ﬂhh? ¥¥H quotation as Shacht-

wan gives it

YIn his well-known lntIOdL“tLOﬂ te Marx's 'The Cluss Struiples
in Frenco' Engels crosbod room.for great misunderstandings, ty coun-
terposing the military-teohnizel éifficultive o2 the uprising (wpca-
dy shifiting of troops witih tho eid of railrocds, destructivae aiffact
of modern uarms end ecmunition, wide! long end straight streats in the

ey

"modern ¢ities) to the now chances of victory resulting from tne evo-

lution of the cless cowpositioh of the army. On the one side, Eafels
showed himself to bs protty one-sided in the eppreisal of the xole
which is dua to modern technique in rovolutionary uprisings; an tha
other side, he did not vonsider it necossary to present tne fuct the
the evolution in the cless composition of the army can bs brougnt ou®
only when people and army era ‘confronted'...The Russien revolution
has onco moroe brought proof of the fact that it is not arws, oznnon
and ermored ships wnich pravail ovar poople, but, in the finel anuly-
sis, poople who prevail over erms, cannon und armored ships." (Troi-
8ky, The Balanca of the Revolution, from "1905" pages 202-4)

This, says Shachtmun, who claims the publisned Introduct*on oalu‘

all that nesded to bo spid for the llarxists to understand and thct
the doletions add nothing essential, “showeod how Zngels' stundpoint
was nu longer covolicable. One nust navs very 11tula rogard Zor vne
weaning otf worasS Or Tno 1ntolllgcnue of his readers to asx them to.
put such a construction on ths quotsd romarks of Trotsky. .

Trotsky didn't criticize Engels for what the Intorduction said,
but for what it le¢2t unsaid. He found that the Introduction as it -
vas printed, "created room for great misunderstandings," that RTnzuls

" was pratty'one-sided", ‘that ho did not considervthat the evolution
» of the army can be brought out by '"confronting"™ it.

But it vas just this"ono-sidedness" that is balanced by the in-
clusion in the Introduction of these duletad sections which have oeen
guotad =bove--and vihich Riazanov appraisags ag "& prophocy of the Qc-
tobur zovolution." Ve do not beliove that Trowsky, any morz than
Rosa Luxoemburg, would have mado these criticicma of Zngels if the
whecle Introduvéion, as Bngols wrote it, had been before him at 1tie
tivo. : | : .

3 © - WRyvisionist Promisas."

Comrada Shechiman has undortaken a factional defenss of courade
Jarter’'s indofensibie statement. To accuwpiish this, in an iudl et
W2y, na had to discredit comrade Swabecit’s roply to Carter. Bvery
~gtop on this poth od nim so nuch dueper into tho worzass ¢f sophis-
try, passod off us Ydialoctics", To judgo by his oxpositicn, dialoc-
tice is some kind of lugordenmain in which things nover stund as tae
appeer fo stand, a m\story in wvnich plain =’avument and dc;xr ts cu-
sily- var;f;o' f5¢45 have no place. :

- -
v -
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root words of the origiliwl text 1S only a proof of hi13 ignorance

!
"Second Internationasl ﬂnto“brglax tias publiisred version in 3 Xuvolu-

‘because Engels' "blua-pencilled"” Introduction did not menifast his

. in one country shows how much this conception o2 "dialectics" bas tv

-fore the socialist massss who respocted the authority of IZnge

wEQw .

The fact for example, tha* comyade Swubes X, in refutiny ccmmndg.
Carler's misrgpresontstion oi Engels. quoted th: plain, simple, di-
the larxist method. It Teve2ls to comrade: Shachtiman that Swabeck
"hes not understood ths first thing ‘about the historical dispute,
end, 1n his wvungling ignorence, ”'PtdL*]} eppreeches th? questiosn
from opportunist premisas." Ie2b us sce,.

Even before tho war, surs Ehashtuan., trhe lezding Merwxista in the

tionary sensa. That 13 vrue, &nd they hud the right on” tneiY Sidg,;
they ropresented ths trus revolutionary thought of gnidals. 5ot

Shachtmen leavas out of account--or, rather, “xBtvmenticons only in rancd
ing, the fect that tho rovisionists, among whom there ware not & Iow
Ydialectical™ Jugglors, also intervreted the Introduction 3n a revig-

ionist sense. And he passes ovor aliogether tha success of tno re-
Visionisis in dsecoiving thu socialist workers. The one-sided stats-
mants in the Introductlon, ungualified by the sections which they had
deleted, wore woapons in their hands, and gave thew an sdventage ba-

That 1s why Keutsky, accourding to Riazenov, blauied the party le.aders

views with the''nscessary clarity and decisivencss." That is why ho
demarded that Bernsivein puolisn tne ariainoer uenuscript. .

’

Ono would think, from comrede Shachtuun's prescsntation of the
qucstion, thetbresl Larxists aro distinguishod by indirection of
spsech, that they nover uso pluin words to explain things. If ZIn; .r..
appoars to speax one-sidodly, or to lexvo somothing. unsaid for the
momant, in..considaration o7 tha pending snvi-socielist law, «ond "tho
timldlty 02 our Berlin friends" or boc:use these szwmg"friends'" them-
selvas mutilated his munuscrppb--then tnat, eccording to Shechimon'e
twaddle about "rovisionist premises", is the correct wey to speuk un-
der all conditions, 4And if Swebock now dogs not rest upon tha pro-
var interpretation of tho Liurxists and refors to the new facis end
cites the plein words, ha "doesn't understand the first thing aoouu

this historical dispute." : R

Tha oconduct of tho prusent "historicel disputa"'abo&t Socialienm

dc with the fighting methods o2 the Russian llarxists. They cun . dem-
onsyrate, and thoy have demonstratod, the falsity of this th Oﬂ*J RELE
pelitical and theorotical grounds v 1thout rosorting to a sinzle direct
quotatisan from uny Marzist authorlt But when tha opigoNas advaace
thiu theory on the suthority of L*nin. as tha revicionistz claiwut the:
sutlhority of nnels. Tne.-nussian Uppositionists did not rast with o
purely theoretical explanation of tho questicr. They kiuew--what
Shachiman leaves out of account--that the muacsses =zre net educated
Marxists. Thay understood--what Shachtman has not thousght of--that
tLhoe rasaes hovo o greet regoard for the authoxrity of the classic tea-
chers &nd can be doucoived by treachorous rolfereaces to thom,

Thexefore, when Stualin began t9 quote Lonin for "Jccialienm tn
one covriry", tho Russian Opp081t10n brousht tha girsct wozus of ren-
in himsulf to refuto them, just os Swabeck broughi {he AiTect words
of L“9°1’ In cune 3ection of {rotsiky's "Criticium o ihe Dralt prn~_
erem™ alone---zlthough gquotation is not his customary golamical nochwd
he makass swuenty-tvo qnota ions frem Lonin to rhon that tns advoces {as

PRS- WY e ¢t Seswms e o .

AP QAariniYem v ane ca '\l?-\'-.;’w'ad n0 riaht to Nis ac‘cnor:t%
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Carier's article was o nawsoaner ar%icle to be read by h&Squdaeﬂ

. young workers, -He maGe a statenent Lhot micrapresantold Eagels. Swa-~

beck cited the words of Zrgels himsals to refute it. Undex the cir-

ggmntgnqoq &haq vas tho qJJPWest the wost effectiv.y therafore the

QQTFQ?? way N Q g¢igpvsa of tng mls*opreqentat*on.

. Palso Issuas and Stronce Hathods,

A lerge pert of comrade Shaohtmeon's documsent is davotod %
very learncd elucicdation of the idea that legal end illegel an d il-
logal wothode of strugzgle are not mutuslly eyoluqiva, that tho enypna-
sis Bhifts from ans tao the othar and back agein according to copdit-

‘ions of the time, without necesserily aflfscting principle. Tibiso 1n-

struction was necsssary for us bescause wo didn't know it beforo. 7o
ba sure, it wes precisely wie who initisctad %i%9 the struggls in tha
Paxrty oore then tonr yosars ago against the "armed insurrection" rropa-

“panda of thaet time; we wero likewise in the front of the fight to
"bring tho Party out of its undergrcund eecterianism and establish it

legal existcnca;. it is true that we are even now pressing the Purty
t0 oemphasize tho f£ight for "democratic rights" and to guard its le-
gality--end ¥n all that time we roemained coumunists. But coarcdo

Shaohtuen found it nocessary to explain to us--at length, in detail,

‘and with pationt reiteration, so thet even a very &ull person could :

undorstend tne instruction--that Zngels did preach “pescofulnass and
anti-violence® foxr the time in Germuny in 1895, thet we should not b
afraid to adwit i%, und thut Zngsls d4id not, because of that, "coa°o
to be & rovolutionlst.“ .

Ythen Swabecz denied the statewent of comrede Cartor, thet Zazels
had "procleimed the tactic of tho Communist Lanifesto outlived", com-
redo Shachtman gsxs:"Is it pcesible that comruds Swaback hes not Tiur
even recad the forevord, wnere the change is eadvocatod in just co wan,
words?" And thon he goes on t0 sccuss Swaback of fearing to guosts
Engels' lattarvio Lafargue to tho efrfect thet "I preacn thig tcetic
(peaceLulnegs anG cnti-vislonce) only for the Gercany cof todey cnid

even thon with substantial reservution," bacuuse"it would upset all

his contentions." o

»

But comrads Shechtwan has practised just a little sleight-~of-
hand hero and put the objeet in a difforont box. Comrade Swabeck ro-
futed tho claim that Engoils had declared rovolutionery tectics--"dre
insurroction, guerilla wurfara, force and v1oTenca--out11Ve¢." Cam-~
rado Shachtman m=kes him deny that Engels pruachad Tpeacofulnegs and’
anti-violoncs"™ for tha moment in 1895 end wakes hiw imply that Suuh

. position would have wmezni “tnat Sngels hocame a revisionist, & la
o

Bornstein"--"That is what I woan," he says, " by saying tn¢t Swabeck
approaches the question with rovisionist proemisesi" . .

And ther, having put courudoe qubeck without his kﬁou]ed 23 ©F

conéant in o position IA which noither Swabeck nor anybody elﬂo thet

wd know of in tho Awarican Party has dafondzd since tha fight with
the "loftists" tan ysars ago, coamrade Shachtmun procasds ut Zull
swing to domolish Swibsci. With grudite historicul refursncas, quo-
tations, sncors, guips and rhetorical 2lights--t0 say notning ¢f the
inovitabla appeal #c¥dialectics" which has sorved sd often 23 & coaver
for mare verbaliszwsic tricis--comrnao Shachiman domofstrates tne ab-
surdiiy of cowrain >wahack's"position"‘ o .

To ull-this it in only necacsairy to0 reply; Comruda Swabockis ar-

ticlo-rover meintairncd thoe pssition wnich cnurede Shachtman atirib-

ntae &n hin ard nreobodédv gould housetly road such an implicavion inc?

— —
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- tan been the case with factional ncvemunus, waich do not want to pro-

tos of fiva., Faliling 1*0.,, ho could hevo submiticd his protest 4o %h

-mitteo had en opportunity to hucy his criticism.

. 4t. Vhen ho said in the erticls; “Eong2le im his 1ntr-duct;on drawu a,
sharp distinotion betrwen Lhe conditions of 1846 and those of’1e95,
This is as it should be," he said all that noeded to be said on this
8ids of the question. fFre infereaince from thst rogarding the Peviy .
mothod of the moment Is vevifactly clcar. and ebpocLa14v 50 to Cbu.(‘i
Shachtman who knows the part ve piayed in the fi: sht 7ith the Yloftl ss"
on just stich points. There is nd.possibility whutav er for hifm To have
boon decolved as to Swabeck'’s meaning. BRis gymnasiics around %his .
.point heve no boaring zt¢ 211 on the gvasiicn in dire pu,e"- Tha polenic
mathod ho has introduced represents a3 sharp deperture frow our practice
inndiscussing things. W2 have Kaoun this mathod only frow cur struggle
egainst it. In our ran}'c vie engountar 1% now for tho fivsd time,

COIYCEPHLIG "OONTT AND "PROCEDURIY
The egitation around comrade S7zbecX's articlo began, as has 50 of

claim thoir politicol aims, with protests against thoe "tona® of ths ur-
ticla and the “procedure™ of ite fainVuulon. re avtompt to work ovut
e political dofonse of Car%er's stutom:nt ctout ¥ngals bag-.n only lule
and has elready gong tirrough e curioue avolution., At first it nover
ooccurrod to unybody, eiceph Corter hiwsolir-and loast of all porhaps.t
Shachtman, who wada no sownend at all whaon ha first saw the articlo--t%
offor a justificution for this scandalous statouwent. That ccuo only
aftor the ctwospherv had becn SLIflCJGnGl& hcu,cu sbout the “tona® and
"Mprocadure" to prevant u ruvally objectivo discussion of the principla
issuec ot stake. This lack.cf ovjuotivity undoubtedly playod a -part in
pushing comrado Shacintrin from one fulso position to another sinca tho
publication of thenarticle in guestion.

Ifvthoro wore nothing involved bhut a mistake in procaauro, anu 9
wrono tono in the articla, tho uatter could onally nuve been rectvilicd
Comrado Shachthian could have adpszled to tho raulaont Katvionzal Cowmmit-

4wy

non -rosident mombors whoso importiality 2nd fuirness in wattors of ro-
\ lations botween comradas is wall knoun. .

But Shachtrman did noithor. Eo insisted'on éaking his uttuck on
tho exticlio known %o the ii. Y. branch membors bofors thse Hational Coim-

>

At ths nmocting of the Nationzl Committoe on lierch 7th he insisted
discussing tho wholu qrashion--and muking the most vidlent accusaiion
Jn tha presence of cournics Carocr Ray and Basky, and twice rajectcd .,
‘our Frovosals to consider She. mattu firxss i vhe Commitvou. Tnus the
disrvption of the Coumittoc and its Inszbility to act as a body wes do-
1Jbo“ﬁtg1y advortisse {0 thu mombers o the brench, €0r cowrado Shacnd

ian knew 28 well as wo taust-Joarades Certyx and Ray ware there as rsp
1asan,at3vcs of an oppoexclvaa1 g;oup‘n~ that wowld lozrn of tho situ.
utlon and taks courage frow it. Inis, of z2vvuxee, i3 wnat happened,
| » -

It is argued thot coarnée Carter's maaning wos misropresented.
reply te %hat wa csi Oul’ nray tret e undecstocd Lis utatanant to maw
vhat Lt said. Via wiere nod undet the impression ihat comrade Cart-~ve-
who Wwill admit on aay oceasion thaot ais, education, in a formal ail i
oramy oo viell as in & political senso is seperior {o ours--is so “auik
ward" a journaliet as to aay "mrmed inzorrsction’, sad Yforco zxnd vio
Jonce™ whon he meend only certein forme of such x;t¢on, and "gutlivad

.when ho weans inavplicedble at tho mocent. MNowavaxr, i wo roully uis-
+fudzod his woaning, he had und St1)L hus an ooy weans of redroass. i
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-1y, he hes written ar article daferding 1% as it siands.
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had oenly to reformulate his statement in-a correct way that wouid do
‘Justice both to himseif and to Engels and the matter covld have been
disposed of byna correction of everytning 1ncluding the tone of the
criticism, in tho Militunti. e have no wish to misropredent the pegit-
ion of a cowrudas. Our pdlitical methad does not wmisrepresent the po-
sition of anybodyy not even the Staliniste or tha Right Visge Wo ol-
ways aim 0 ¢ suaue their position fairly 1n every polehlc wa couaduct a-
"against them. We challeny2 aAwLoay to show ithe contrary. ~

. But conrade Certar bzd no thovght of re’fsrmulating and oorrac+inf

“his statewent. He was not intecested n justice, but in factional cap-

itel.  Betore coming %0 the Wationzl Committee L° first waont to tha te-
tional Ycuth Cotmittes und Indveed it to p2ss 2 cesolufion against Hue
"tono" and the 'procecdure™ of comreds Swaback's article, “nd ot the
meoting of the Nation-l Coomitties on lareh 7th he was direcctly asked by
coorads Swabeck NU™ if he wishaed to reformwlate his sbtatement and ha
declined to do so. 4nd he husn'b rgfornulated it yet. On tho conira-

:

_ There is a ceortein ccwmic intsveet 1w tho fact tret tho wmoeting ¢f
the National Youth Commitfites--g svbordindte p Olntlva sub-gounitheo-~
which adoptoa courade Canter's protess a@unn he''prccodura® vias heold

¢ withovt tho particiretion ¢t o thT‘SﬂﬁbaLlV os the Nuticral Comaiitteos
Comruade Swaback, who wes &itting 2% his desk in tus next roou. wes not
oven informed that tho weeting was pussiilg judgmant on his arsticle and
was not invited to coma in and expiain nhis p0~ut ci view before thg mo-~.
tion yas passed to condswn him. ZForma) pronedvre wrkich is raissd into
& principle on ona sids 1s coapletely forgotten on {the other--as is usuy-

~ally tho caso whon doepsr issues are roally involvad., -

And mattors stand ewxactly thro same vigy sbout the"tono"of tho dis-
uto. At the some maeting of the Haticnal ¥outh Cormitieo whore ha ao-:
3 .

.manded tha rroiest cgzinst Swaneck's tone, in Huebeck's chsenss, con-
Chave

"rads Cortaer submitted a siatement wnich rofers To conrada Swabeck In

guch tzrus ce ‘fnon-cotweanint sﬂuiJr'“ Toreaki vath that esgensial Zol-
shevik loyalty and honceaty';, "illogiccl, etupid, puerile and dichowant

piece of writing.“ ard §¢milar ¢comrately saluvsations vihick beloag vo

the longuego ofvone vno is intereatad cbove dll in.lubricating persoital
. relavicus by polita spevch., - This docunant 'of conxade Cartexr’s, zZoys
. colirade Shaccutien, is "inside the orgunlaotzon' end “huratore duu‘“'t
count. Ve do not care a fig 2or this distinction, and wao.scara ovsn
less fer tho hypocrisical pret*nqa thet condenns the “tone" on one sizie |
end cordones it Jnd employs it--on tha othur. : . ' :

" Buat <ourado Sho ch‘nan advises us with patriarchal wisdom: Swehack
"shouid bo a +dJCbOL of tho young comrudes, outht Lo have rmedo hxm}an
ware’ beforc cruacking open his siull in public.”™ This advice ehcut

Il
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S way tc deal with tha mistokas of Comrede Cartor would have mora, MQLGn M

}jf thore woars no praovious. exoe ienca to Jud"“ bj.

.Baven't offcrts Yaen mada, net oneco oy twice, but scores of tinmat
.to oxplein things to conrnde Canrter in ‘he bdbraanch maatings, and in

friordly, morao nr 1le3s arivete conversations? And can comrade Shavht-
wen tell us of a lngi cceasion when Carter aver loainzd anythusp, ac-
~ e )
- ot .

n
knrosledged vnv‘H*no oy e2rruected asnytihing a3 a rosult of such Gy
Comrcde Shachiunn ought To krow better than agyone tha £Utlll»‘ i
b3 nﬁtnou “:L Wiso-acrac and kasw-it-allis. Es hus sat, vp and er w\u,'d
. thic method in contrant to our Inclanation for a political strangle &-

gainst hhe spaturt spsrit thsy reprasent. By tkie shoddy "elaveenyst
this wicae wmotnod of handling an abominuble garvonu venduacy Ly peLsontt

. ' . . -
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diplowacy, conrcde Shichtwun only uuddles things, flatters tF**"nJ on="
couragaes the toendency and hampors the 1evolutlonary oducatlon eld da- .

voloPment of the Lew York Branch.

Comradoa Shachtman's cotiplaints about procoduro on his own account,
could oasily -bo edjusted with our full agrecswent in the Hational Con-
- mittes, even if vio aro not vury fond of the psychnology which puts such
stress on porsonsal rights and porsonul griovencos. . Insvier as it is o
guestion of a roally colleative control by the couwmivicse over ths cova-.
tonts of tho lilitent, of tho right o e¢very noubor to bring hLis pro -
tost against a givon erticlo to tho bocy boZore itvs publication, c¢r i
astablishing scfogucrds ogainsyd arbitréry ects of an incividw .l or a
ninority--hno will not huve to quirrel witn us, iJo stand firwmliy by trni.
principle and have explainad it- to hiw on more than ono occesion. Gn
-this point it wes only nocossary Lor hin to makxg Vho nocessary wotionn
regulating future procedure and wo would haevo voted for then, or fo
- point out a transgression our part--if it wes reslly a trensgression,
S und’ n0o a woisundorstanding--und we would uwcknowladge it. bar h

Our understanding of the oircumstancc under which comradoe Swa-
+book's articlo was publishoed .is not extctly thoe sume as thet prosonted
by Shathtmon. He admits tho question of Curtor's reference to Engels
vas raised at e meeting 9% the Nutionul Coumuittec by Swabock end tht
ho then upnounced.his intenpion to reply to it, und thut nobody spoko -
ugalnst Swobeck's 1ntuntlon. That is exactly tht happuned in r*"“rds
to the La Sullo erticle. At the sums maatlnﬂ Cannon said ho woulu anse
vior it in uwn oditiorizl noto. No forwmal mOuion ves wmuwGe in 9ither c¢23o
The raeply to the La Sulls roview appoarsd without any further consul-
tation and ovoked no protest. The essignemont for the writing of
Bcores of erticlos in tho past has'been indicated in this semi-~formel
way without mantion in the winutes. JLharoe is nothing wrong with this
wefhod-~in proctical work all editc'ial boards fenction this way to a
certain oxtent, wien tnere is gonarul usgroesment.

It is a difforant nettor, of course, vhen difforenccs of opinion
aro exprossad-as to thoe contents 0f zn article or the uGvisability of
printing it ut all. Thon a formsl vote is necoessary. But Shechtmun's
rewarks show thet no differencses wore expressod on the-urticie in gues
tion. Vhon he sBuys "notody epoxke on it," ho admits thet ncbody protes
9d againet it. LccordingAto our usuel procedura that was..an ussizawent -
to write tho urticlo--at lsast we so understood it. Therefora v031 com-
rade Shachtuun says: "In no sensa was Swebeciicommissionos'to reply to
Carter, nor was there eny understanding or decision that a reply was
"roquiraed." ho is sgueozing the proceduro of the Committoeo on ceditoriul
mettors into « strict formality that it has novaer observed, ana tuutau .

the past concorned hia laucst of all.

In meny inSuuncas artlcleu havs heon writton on such informel as-
signment end printed without showing thom to the other umembors cf the |
Committoo for criticism or corrections. Thoe Iect th.t.comrado Swebeck
. didn't find the time Zor soverel waoks to writs the reply to Carter,

- and that aftor writing it ho took tho troubls to show it to ths vGrious
mawbers of thse committes, is sufficiont to show that cowrede Swabeck was
in no hurry to. circumvont thoe committos. Zven thon tho erticls ves _
published without its formal con31uar¢tion by .the committes only becauuﬂ
~of the postponement o2 the wmesting . ’

It is .quite true that the articlé night havé-waited:anothar Weak.
But Shachtmanl had seon the erticle ¢nd made no oriticism of it. EHow '
was' enyone to know! that he was "rpserving_his,opinion" for the mesting

-
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"and that this opinicn wolli o S e e J1sc1n.o 2] -

~always been in the habit of stuhunalnb opinioas frankly 1n lJJ&an over
8ech other's articles and thet is thu comuunist way to work toootn.r.
domrede Abern wade no principle chiections to tho articla, bdut expressed
doubts as to the edvisabilitynof pubriric oritiocisu.

The objections of comradz Abern might be consideroad reason enouuh

‘%0 postpone ths publicaticn ¢f theaarticle till the coamittee meutln
Wo should haeva done that undser.4h2 circumatensis , 2nd if the naty o
boen fully considerad, w7uld have done s8d. W3 can acknowlaedge the 1@3
ice of criticism on thig score all the mers reJdily bzceuse vwe stend
for the principle of collsctivs responsibility for the paper in the
real end not meraly in tho formul, sensa.

: ”his was precisely one of the subjects of discussion ot the Plonum
in tho.spring of 1930. It «rosg in connaction viith the publication ot

1
4
T -
-

‘son articls by Shuch%man, on tho needle trades. 1In that article cowrade

Shachtuien certified <o tha correctness of the churge thut the Laft Wing
n.d bribo. the policas. Against thLis shemeful artlule giving aid to
the "PForwdrd" and the whole Black Eundred zing ug;inst tha Left Vling,
svinich is a blot on the rocord of the rlilivart, cowrude Canunon hud ralse
a violent objoobior, wnd had insisted that the puregraprn in guestion bo
. stricxoen out. 7This cowrade Shuehitmzn roefusea to édo, und likowise founa
it unnoecessary to dolay the uwutter for o commitveo macting on it. AL %0

.+ that bPlenun we advanced the idea of o really collective control of the

paper &nd of the rignt of any msmber Jf the comuaittes to daley on arti-
¢le until his obJch"o“s shall have been duly considered. Gomrzds
Shacntwan could not ceu tnea justico 0f this criticism at the Pleaun, angd
could not acxknowledge eny fecult in his cction., Thet is why his. cl,J

- at thg present woment sbout strictly formui proceduros has such = hqllcw

sound argucs so convincingly thut the real source of his indignution
lies elsewnore. .

¢ -

iEié . :.;About"stalinism"

From what has¥%heen said ebove it is quita cleaxr thaet comrade Shack

''men had no -ground to cit=ck the urticle o? courede Swauec& on princinie

end thet in atteupting tc do so he only succeeded in confusing She rsal
question at issue snd filling tna air with extraneous arguments bused
on & £fagront misrepresentation of comraduy Swebsck's pouzt'on and his

* purposa. If one can {ind & certain meritz even if there is no consis-

tency--in his objection to tha procedure aad tho tons of the articla,
the wey to redrass these offe¢nsas wes opan to him as has bosen indicated
by norngl methods within the Hational Cemamitsos or at least within the
full coommittee by referendum or by a Pleuun.

Ho chose anothar way, PRy his action, und bJ his document, ha has
elected to hurl the dispgute izto the mecwbarship in aa Ltmoopncre of curi-
sis. ind by the presentation of this document---vhich cnly foraulates
and systematlzps the agitaticn cerried on ty hiv frizands in an ev:n cru-
' dar and wore outspoken form--he i& asking that we be adjvdzad es Staliu-
ist bureaucrats and as Peoplo wno spproes h thacreticul ques t1ow: Mfrom
opportunist premlses“ On tha latter uccnsation w2 have alroady spoxsn
It is now time %o sggac of the allegad idertity o our nothods "|‘1 che
wethods of Stalin; about our "fundareatally bureavc:a,lo procedure
which, it appeurs, is not am incidontal digressicn but ““cna*actellsti
ong, “characteristic of buresucratisa®. ’ :

1"

If conrude Shachtwzn reelly means theus ascug atlons sariously, if
uhay are not maroly journallstlc €1ou1isn.s. th on tnoy caa only uve 4

K
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. summons -to the organization to draw the nacessary conclpnions in re-

aad will not tolerate thosa who reprasent it.

. organization will settle accounts with them in short order. On the oth-i

. What wes bureaucratic about this conforence?

~35~

W

E |
gards to its loading staff, The msmbers of the Telt Crpusiiyion ctnsgs ;
end will not allow accusations of this cheraster to be bendicd wbou !
loocely. Some of then, at loast, learned sbout Stalinist buresurzatlsan
tkxough blows over the head in reply to their criticisms; and in the
course cf the strugzlo they assimiletad the idea. thiat "charactercictic
burscauoratisu™ is not un indepsndsnt phonowsenon,. but rathar xepraosents
and is necessitated by, a systematic political coursoe %Lhat vioiatas tha
interests and the lierxist traditions of the movem:nt and hzs %c be in-
posed on it by violence and &aception. - No, -the Ieft oppositioaists |,
will not reconcile themselves with "BHUY¥EEHd chargeteristic .bureauncratism

Nolther can thay let the question, once pro jectad, remain wndocid-
ed. If thenaccusation is reully true; if %lifa ssction of i{iho ls3dershyp
which helped to educate the membsrs to understand and to hate Stalinucst
bureaucratism have been pleying a double gamo; if they ere iu reclity |
Stalinists in disguise, and not very woll disguised at that--then tha !

exr hand, if the accusation is a light-minded slander, and can bs shown
to bo such, then the slendsrexs must be called to.-order. Ono way or tne
other--but no middla wey! .

i

If thé action of conrades Swebock and Cannon in the incident vndozx
discussion were Stalinist actionsy if our treatmant of Carter was "us
comradoly a8 our expulsion from tha Party was comradely," as comrada
Abern stated at the committeo teeting o larch 7, in the presenca of
soveral branch members, and if it was "chareactoeristic" of us, tnen it
follows that wa have left a fairly clear burcaucratic trail in ou» con-
duct over o period of time. And right here we ask for en examinatici
of this reldrd, and e proof of this charecteristic and systematic line,
not with loose goneralities but with concrete facts. Our part in the .
leadership of the League has been conducted before the syes of the wom-
bership. Show us how end wherein the "characteristic" bureaucratioc i
quality has been manifested. ' : 'f

In order to asgist those who wish to examine the”record over a .
poriod of three arl one-half yeurs since our oxpulsion from the Poriy. -
and to judge us by our part in the maixing of that record, we cite hera
o numbar of facts cid events in tho 1lifo of the orgenization waizh we °~
consider most significant and most revecling as to the "mothod"™ 52 the '

. ; |

- .
e err L cmedh wm e e ol e e

leadership, and of ourselves in particular.

l. Disputes with the branches. We had differences, twore or lesa :
sarious, with vurious orancnes oi the League, including linkespolis, - "
Boston, Toronto, anrd Philadelphia., Has any one of these branches ot any’.
time ever protested egainst our method of conducting tne disputes? Name ;-
oneo. . S

2. The first Nationel Conference. After six months of preparation ,
following our expuision rrom tn3 party, wa consolidated tha orgenizatloan’
at our first National Conferencsa. Thao conforoence was arrzngcd and con-
duoted in a fair democratic way, full rights of discussion wors enjoyed.
and tha lexdership was sglectod by gensral and unanimous agroemant,

—_— ——— e

3. Tho Second Notion.l Conférence. This Conferencsd summod up the i
eéxperionoe 01 Inrg9 ysers oi itns Opposition struggls as an expallad AE
f¥sotion. It was prooceded by more than two months of freo discussica b e
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go0cosdad 1a tho diecaarjcn rTueces 0¥ the Jiiliteat ¢o hr‘“ia“.n Gl o

‘defensq of the thesin. Tase dnseouuuu from the brynches were freely a-
lectud without pressurce from chve end they recorded their ARTEUTEDRT
with us on every im,ortcr questlon--alnesy nnaqitiovsly where ing (Con-

mittee estood united., and by sn overwhelming a2 jority when comrads
Shachtman mede different provosals {tha solection ¢t the naw K. R. C.)
WVhat did the manegetsatv of {iiis oonferencs haye in comron with the With-

)

ods of Stelinism?
-
4, The Pox incident. Shortly eftor the first Hatienal Confszvrence
an oppositional movemsnt was startsdé by Fox in the New York Lraneh on
{ menifestly felse pOllu'Cul pasis ‘end withve highly drsruptive fovm o2
H activity. We continuec theo discussion on thsse duestions Zov meatling
{ eftor mesting until tho issues were fully clorifisd znd & aumber oF
consciontious comredaud who had at first givan Fox & certain sy.spaky,

v got & clearer viow of things and broke away fiou h2 Exnu131cn 6Yven-
tuelly took plecs, only cZtor the branch had conV1nc.d itzal? ¢f the o
necessity foxr this action end besgan to protaest egeinst our pTOLuﬂD»tiO?

. 0f the discussion., The branch itsolf, by unenimous vote, expelled two .

members, and two others withdrew. [ollowing the liquidaticn cf this ai-

fair the sctivity of the branch took & forward jump. The further a2vo-
lution of the oxpellod mewbers testifies to tho corraectness and the ne-
cessity of thoe organizotion mousures. VWhore wes the "cheractoristvic bu-

. roaucratism" menifested in this conflict?
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5. The woisbord affeir., It will bo recalled that w‘lsboru, at one
time, had a Ycsvionul grouping in the Yew York brancn, and had Somo Sy
pathy from othor membsrs. Hhis factiona1 mathod was parsonel slozdor a-
geinst the leedership with his political platform smunvlea in undar tha
cover--after the usual wanner of opportunists. Vo put the resd. guerti-~
ons of policy on the agenda ard discussed thom fully with the ore:dch,
giving ifeisoord, who was not even & wawber of the org;nlaqtlon, an on-
portunlty Lo ﬁr*°ent his vigvis at the samo time. The resulv, wnich is
wall known, vwas a complete defeat for Vieisbord in & politiccl senss and
R ot the samoe timo a denonstration of the futility of slandor ia d‘SpuCyg
" within our Ieague (a warning to others)., One expulsion and one resig-

nation were tha total of tha organizution wsusures which the branch
found necessory to wind up the conflict. Did we defeat Welishox ond
, have we since thut {tiwme demolished his attempts to gplit the Iongue cr
" set up & rival against it, by Stalinist buresucratic msthods, or uy

e geonuina polifzcal struggle?

———
' e
1)

~
i)

e o
Q

Q-

-2

07

—
-

i, 6. The Toronto Branch. A grouping ¥fin the Toronto bransh quiis
similer in coiposition to the Corter grouping in the iisw Yorkx b i
davelopsd a lina of policy which we had to chergcterizo os szai-cani
lationist. [or exumpls, rejecting thae proposals of comrade Specto
f they declined to sond officiel delegates of tho Lezgue %o ;ha vnit
gs " Front Cunference egainst the Sedltlon Law in orderx to aveid & coaz
. with the Party. They had no more respect for tha opinions of thoe Y.
R ' on these qLostlonS than for the personal advice of comrude Svweotor, en
ﬁ rejected our directions. After some wore experiencs by “h: bhrench, vn
gave sharper proof ol the originel error, the policy was coxnrvected,
What dlSClpl~ﬂd“J steps, to say nothing of bursuucretiiz z\ttou-, WeIo
taken, excapt to explein our visews in corraspondence and in o Zow ro-

marks in the Militant?

i ot P g s
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Yos, there wero a fow orgenizetional moasurss tckan hy'fha Lo
York bxancn et our stiggostion, and tho W, C. itsalf thraw ouvt tTwo or
three psople from tua national-organization--in a politicel .moveaant -
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.oriticize or..boen expelled zfox criticizirg the right?

" with rogard to his cccusations. For ho cannot show in any case whorad wa

..... composition of the branch is,,in genexral, unfavorebls for its davelog- :

. I L .""..li A .' RO, |’."~ PV “ana MU
that connot bo entirely wvcided. But in avery case thege messtures ohip
disposed ofdpersonal obstructions affer the political issunas ta :
firmly decided, end tho nezcoszity o1 {he steps was madersiocd a
to by the membsrship. Cver a perivd o turie aud one-hali year
Loague ra2intained & firve unity., It gobt rid of a few misgcadle «
lators who tried to sow damoralizction, begirning with slaundar
us« Without any serious convuisions we isolated ard slcughed o
disxuptorg who also, bafcre itheir departure, pelted us with Zilth
¥Had gatheredbfrom the gurbage pails o the peiiticel enemiss of +
Loft Opposition. But weds anybedy expelled unnecesszrily or unjusily?
Did & single cne of those whow wa throw out show by nis subszgvint €2
duct that wo had misjudged hiim, ox» did not theix further evolu*io: con-
fira our judgment in aevery caSe? Ees anyona bean denied the rignt tc
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- In this sories of incidents und events, in the internal 1ifa @7 .
Loegue, the method of the lsadership has besn clearly recorded. Wirra,
in this record from start to finish, had tha Stalinist abuse of authcrity;
beon seen? And--woors inportent--whers hed beun the felss policy imposty
upon ¢he orgenizetion by sueh an sbuse? Cownrede Shachtuen, of course,’
ocannot show thet becauso 1t did not exist and no ono can discover it.

If ho easviers that ths levadership as a whole conducted thess strugzles
end unfoldod this.nethod--wnich is ¢uite trus--iv does not chunge wuattars

demended & ‘different 1lind, and our part in tho execution oi the Coumit-
*tee's policy is known.

Theue are indeced remnants of Stalinism and other political maladies
in the New York Branch. 4nd it could not be otrherwise, for it contzirs
comrades who have not fully overcone the effects of thsir miscducabi?
in the Party, who hrec impressed by the propaganda of the Stelinists,
especially by their slunder, und ropeat it in sligntly wmodercihoed {oums.
Lnd elong with them there are others who novaer had.any Party o2r otner
gxperience in the class sirugglo, «wnd show it sadly. These ara the com-
rades who concern themsaeives unduly over persondtdl ratters; who have tin
and inclination for gossip and go around with their oars cocked for
scandgal, and who arrive ot their "position" in disputes on the basic of
those trivial considerations. Along with them the New Yori branch hes.
besides some earnest young workers, a grouping of youth elements o2 tre
scholastic student type wrho have not yot essimiletad the Cormunist-proliz-
terian spirit, who combine a sterility of idess end criticism with a é.-
testable parvenu self-sssurancse. .and there urae others wno ors axcitoed
about notiang in the world so uuch &5 the fact that somebody stepped »»
their toes., At the present momont, under the stimulus of cowrads Shace .-
man*s attack., we see thesas elencents converging into a sort of "facsion
‘insofnr as such a hitercgeneous combination, wnich has nothing in eoma-n

Fal

oxcopt pdltry grievances, cen be 80 designeted. 32But it is not ouw faet-
ioni . . T

Our aims run along differuent lines, =2nd ws will not concsal thsa'n.
Wo concaive od the Xecague as the pot.ntial nucleus of the future Party
and wo want & dolibarete courss to bring the organizaetion, ond sspecianlly
the New York branch, mors into hermony with thie coaception. 2hat manns
first of all, to truaslato tha lessons of tha internnl strugzls in or
Intorpation Opposition into the Awmcricen langucge, anéd assist thae enti:
orgaenization to &35imilata thefl. 2his will not be a2ccomplishod in a4 do
and without strugglse. . But we are lats. Vo wust begin. - '

Y The xey to the prescnt problom is the New York branch. Tha presest

\.
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&?g - mont a9 a ploletarian-ravolutionary orgenisetion. &£no slemcnts of

! superficial intellectualism and scholasticizm stcrility, 0L nrQ-

¢ .. occupation with more ouibbli‘o, ena Giffarencs to real gudaticus .
; and practioal tasks o2 the doy--theso elzments, leaning 2ir conmvrsde’
Shachtran, exart = dlSproportlon,te influsnce. 9Jobky reo»u:ant in
reality a unwholsone tcndeﬂc" whein, on the one rnnu, hsmpﬂ*" the
acrivity of the branch and obstructs the political educ"*xoq of

its mswbers, and, on the other hond, renders it incccessablo to

2.1..66Xious worZers.

R e

oy e
- ;3. >~ ZThe improvorent of the situation requires, =s the first step,
" .) .& frunk stutevent of the problem end thon tho beginaing oI a goa-
(di .. ;-uino political solection of forces by the method of politiccl cd-
{1 ucatlon. *he solection must take place'no less ewmong tho "young"
fi; than among tha 0ld, separating the rovolutionidry elcmen ts frow :=he
i .more triflers, the nrolet,rinn wilitants from the scholastic

; w- quibblers, Tne serious olowmants amongst the.youth will find thoir
: placo boside us, n=8 Shey wil be most resolite fighuers against the
[ T .attenpt to ignore pdlitical tendencies in favor of a division ac-
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cord1n° to age. 4nd to the extont thut they grssp the recl questi BT

- &b issue, they will raejsct flattory &nd the demogogic suggestion ti-

“+th&éir function is to lead. ZHeforo the youth cean leud they must

+ learn, and not fron books only but fzowm 1life; they wmust go through
it . some testsu.snd 'givdé -soms proofs of thoir revolutionary quelities--
{t' + o2 their courage, stability, endurcnce, and-cupacity to sscrifice
7l for the Cause.“ﬂ;:":'u T L
LI :-'4.
» the ability to find one'° way. in the presont discussion is ona
RN ) of those tests, of vhich thera Ulll be many, by means of which ths =k
i - selection of Tcrces~?or the *uvuro will graduelly take place. To
} . the degroo thaot tno confades, and eSDcCldllJ the young corrsdes,
' ‘reselutely put CSLQO super ficial, incidenvel end personul factors,

occupy, tqemSclveo with serious and zmmimvz decisive quastioas, wrnd

.ol judege thca by.politic.l criteria, the discussion will bring Iruit-
.- ful resultss Cn that busis: the dnluj of the League will be more
’ . firmly. establishad, .wnd we can undertuke the noxt steps toward tke
v . % fulfillmeant of our hlSuOIlC tasks with a svrer confidence.
[ . .
T o N ."f’ ‘.?T»'; : ... Jemss P Cennon
Lo B ST S "Arne Swa. bec&
v, March 22,1932 .. ;" T S _ .
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