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SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY
116 University Place
New York 3, N. Y,

October 6, 1944

TO ALL N.C. MEMBERS, LOCALS AND BRANCHESg

Dear Comrades,

l.

2,

3.

CONVENTION ARRANGEMENTS

Four-Day Convention: We have become convinced that the manifold
problems to be considered at the convention make it necessary
to extend the convention an extra day. We have, therefore,
decided to hold a four~day convention as against the three-day
convention previously announced. The convention will be held
%hursdaxLFridayl Saturday and Sunday, November 16, 17, 18 and

9 (] ’ ‘

This extension of the convention time should make it possible
for us to deal properly with the political questions before

the party, with the work accomplished and with the tasks ahead,
as well as with the questions in dispute,

Places All sessions of the convention will be held at the Capitol
Hotel, 8th Avenue and 51st Street, New Yorke. The convention
will be preceded by a plenary meeting of the National Cemmittes
on Wednesday, Novembar 15. » :

Time Schedule:

Wednesday, November 15, 8 P,M. - Plenary session of the National
' Committeo.,

Thupsday, Novembgr 16, 12 noon « Opening session of the convention;
' Oak Roem, 4th floor of hotel.

Thursday afternoon ~ Convention session.

Thursday night - Conventlon session.

Friday, November 17, 10 A.M. =~ National fraction meetings.

Fridey afternoon : = Convention session.
‘Friday night - Convention session,

Saturdax, Novembgr 18, 10 A.M. » Convention session,.

Saturday afternoocn | - Convention segsion,
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Saturday night - Banquet at Capitol Hotel.

Sunday, November 19, 10 AM - Convention session,

funday afternoon - Closing session of convention.

Finances: All delegates must be prepared to pay for their
transportation and expenses. Ve have secured rooms at the
hotel to accommodate delsgates and visitors at $3.00 per night.

Vie expsct to conclude arrangements for meals to be secured in
the hotel restayrant, which i1s located on the same floor as
the convention hall. Lunches range from 60¢ to 90¢; dinners
from 85¢ to $1.25, The payment for meals will be made by each
individual comrade directly to the hotel cashier, The restau-
rant 1s not open for breakfast but there are a number of
restaurants and luncheonettes in the hotel vicinity where
breakfast can be obtalned,

Delegates who may desire lodging on Wednesday night or &unday
night may secure it for the payment of $3.00 per night addi-
tional. This entire arrangemont i1s open to convention visitors
as well as to credentialed delegates and alternates.

Hotel guests will be housed two and three in a roome. The main
convention hall 1s very large, well-lighted with windows on all
sides, and wlll be avallable for all convention sessions. In
addition to the larze hall, we will have two smaller rooms for
committeo meetings and conferences, ' .

Where to Report: All delegates, alternates and visitors should
report Immediately on arrival to the Convention Arrangements
Committee of the S.W.P, at its rocm in The Capitol Hotel, where
reglstration will be msde and rooms assigneds Do not register
at the hotel desk before reporting to the Convention Arrangements
Committes. You must have & reglstration card, lssued by the
3152 Convention Arrangements Committes 1in order to make your hotel
reservation.

Comrades arriving before Thursday morning, November 16, are to
report to the Natlional Office at 116 University Place immediately
upon arrival,

L]

Convention Attendances We urge all branches to send their full
quota of delegates, The attendance of alternates and of indi-
vidual branch members as guests, in addition to the regular
delegates, should be encouraged by all branches. It is highly
desirable that we have the fullest possible attendance of party
members which circumstances and financial conditions will permit.
Following the procedure established at our past conventions,
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close sympathizers vouched for by party organizations may be
permitted to attend the convention as guests, provided they
have the approval of the National Committese.

The branches should be mindful of the diffieulty in getting
traln reservations on short notice. All arrangements for
round-trip train fares should be made sufficlently in advance
to make sure that the delegates get here in time for the con-
vention. Such reservations do not have to be made in the
names of the delegates. They can be made in any name and
there 1s no need of waiting for such arrangements until del-
egations have been elected. ’

7« National Fraction Meetings: You will notice from the time schedule
that we are not pPlanning to have any convention session Friday
morning, November 17, This time has been set aside for national
fraction meetings, We are planning to hold meetings of all the
larger fractions in the party and we will provide the necessary
time for fraction reports to the convention.

8+ Banguet:; The Convention Arrangements Committee is making plans
or a banquet and evening of entertainment on Saturday night,
-November 18,

9. Advance Registrations: In order for us to conclude our contract
with the Eotei, we have to know definitely how many delegates,
- alternates and visitors desire hotel reservations. We are
enclosing herewith an information blank which all local secre-
tarlees should fill out and send in as 'soon as possible., In
view of the present shortage of hotel accommodations and the
extraordinary good fortune we have had in finding a hotel
willing to make such reservations for us, it 1s essential that
we have this information on all reservations as soon as possible. .
The deadline 1s November 1lst, :

Fraternally yours,

¥4 7
- Acting National Secretary



IETTER FRROM M, MCRRISCN

It 1s good to sce tho party rako a turn which rocoz-
nizos the inportance and nocossit; of Marxist loarning end
oducation. Sinco the split in 1940 it has boon the voguo
anong sore leacing corredos to scnd overy rerber to tho fac-
torlos. Any suggostion thot somoc renbers should devoto their
tine to the study of Marxisn was frownod upon. .Tho fundarcn-
tal principlo that our party is besod on a thoory which it
1s nccossary to study and apply sconed to oseone thoe atton-
tion of sonec comracdos.

Tho attitudo of oxaggorated prolotarienization was a
natural reactlion to tho intorninable thoorctical discussions
carriod on by nany of thosec who constitutod tho ninority
fraction. Enphasis on prolotorianization as o corrcectivo to
the splrit aninating rany of the nlnorityitos was justifiocd.
Carrying that omphasis to a point whero no rocognition was
glvon to -tho nocossity of doveolopinz thooroticians snd odu-
catod propagandists roprosontod a sorious dengor to our
ooverent. Thooroticlans and ocduectod propagandlists cannot
bo dovolopod, as a rulo, in a factory. Worlzing in a factory:
should bo considored part of tho oducation of potontial tcachers
and writers, but wo should undorstand that it would bo vory
inofficlont, to say tho loast, to take a riorbor who can bo
dovolopod to writec a good article and nale a very poor trado-
unionist out of hia. And vico vorsae.

No spoclal justificetion or notivation is nocossary
for any gonoral cducctional proposals Dodicatod to tho task
of loading the working rasscs in tho struggle for omaneipa-
tion, our party rmust of necosslty attenpt to oducato overy
7enber in tho fundanontel principles of roevolutionary Marxisn.
For such a colossal tasZ eccnnot bo acconplished by a party
conposed of sinple followors. It roquiros a party of noenbors
who understand tho basic nrenisos of cur noveoront .,

: I dcon 1t nocossarr to talo advantago of tho oducation-
al proposal to toueh on cortain aspceots of lhrxist oducation,
whlch nust bo constantly oavhasizod. Ticso aspocts arec in-
tangiblo; thoy doal with on ettitude and a spirit rather than
with a dofinitc doctrinc. But tIey arec oxccodingly inmportante.

It 1s ossontial, for instance, to undorstand that
Marxlsn 1s not a dogrme. It 1s a rothod of soclal analysis;
it 1s a guildo to revolutlonary actione What doos this obsor-
vation, nmade so froquontly by Tonin and Trotslzy, rnoant It
roans that tho works of Merx, Engols, Icnin and Trotsky aro
not to bo studiod in tho saric vay that rcligious pooplo study
tho Biblo-=-to find and monorizo articlos of falth. It ncans
that 1t 1s noccssary to acquiro tho :iothod usod by great Marx-
1sts for tho purposo of analyzing ovory situntion as it arlscs,
to take all factors of o givon siturtion into considcration,
and dotornino, on tho basis of tihat analysis, tho stratepgy or
tactlec bost fltted to furthor the intorecsts of tho worlzing
class. Soctarians are gonorally vory good at quoting Marx.
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What thoy fall to undorstand is thot a quotation is insufficiont
to solve a concroto problon. _

Tho dofeat of Hitlor will, in all probability, bo fol-
lowod by groat social unhcavals in Europe and bring coriplica-
tod problens to our novomont. A dogriatist will offer o solu-
tion on the basis norel; of a goncral principle found in tho
writings of any one of our great toachors; a Merxist will
analyzo all tho foctors of tho situntion to sco how that
gonoral principlo ecan be applicd with tho grertost offoctive-
ncsse Dogmatisn and Marxisn cannot got along woll togothor.

It must also be ronerbercd that tho cducation of our
party mcmbors, and espc-ially of tlhiosec who are capablo of
assuning placcs of leadorship, is not sinnly a question of
taking fornal courses in Marxisn, olthor by corrcspondonce
or at a Bchool.: Our party is constantly confronted with now
problemns, and differonces of opinion on tho best nothod of
solving thoso problons aro bound to ariso. A froo and thor-
ough discusslion on any problon arousing 8ifforont vicwpolnts
can do norc to cducate our :wrbors in the application of the
principles of Marxisn than a dozen fornal lossons.

At tho plonun of our party, last Octobor, a sorious
discussion aroso on the quostion of a propor rcsolution on
the Europcan situation. A resolution wes finally adopted,
accoptable to all excopt onc rwnbor of tho National Committoo.
That nombor, as was his right, wanted a discussion on tho
quostion in the ranks of tho part;. His proposal for a dis-
cussion was not with great hostility and was votod down. So
groet was tho clanor that I, always in favor of lotting tho
ranks discuss lnportant questions, did not insist vohonontly
that his proposal bo accentcd.

- It 1is truc that thoro was a spoeial factor which would
intorforo with an adoquatc discussion--tho fact that some of
thoso who could participatec actively in tho discussion wore
about to go to jail. But ovon thot was not a sufficiont ob~-
Joction to having all tho rccords of the plonun doaling with
the rosolution given to tho party nenbership. The discussion
would have boon far nore oducational than all the fornal loc-
turos givon %o party nerbors on the Europoan situation. Any-
ono who in tho loast discourages discussion rotards tho oduca-
tion of tho :onborship. I accopt a sharc of tho blare for
keoping tho rocords of tho plonun from tho rionbershipe.

Anothor aspoct of Merxist oducation that rust novor bo
forgotton is its critical, indopondont spirit. Belng rovolu-
tlonary to tho coro the Marxist movorent 1s noccssarily ner-
vadod by tkat splrit. It has prcduccd the grontest lcono-
clasts in history. No IMarxist lovo:iiont can long ro:ain revo-
lutionary if 1t doos not train its nemborship and cspecially
its potontial loadors in the spirit of intolloctual indopon-
donco and intogrity.
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I rocall that Trotslzy, on the besis of a ro=-cxanination
of his concopt of Thornidor political'countor-rovolution),
concludod that his first coantcntion that tho Thernidorian
~countor-rcvolution had not yect occurrcd in thc Sovict Unlon
was Incorroct. His corroction did not alteor in tho loast his
basic analysls of tho naturo of tho Sovict Unione. Trotsky
had a critical attitudo to his own writings and to thoso of
everyboly olso.

Had ho not nado that ninor corrocction beforoc ho was -
struck down by Stalln's assassin, and had somoonc in or out-
side of our party boon . cute ocnough to soe tho noccssity for
the correcctlon, aftor T otsky's doath, I am quito cortain
that soro loading peonl. in our own ranlzs would havo held up
thoir hands in horror and fought tho corroction tooth and
naile. I an conpelled to say this boecausc I havo hoard so
nany argunonts bosed rworely cn the idoa that Trotsky or Ionin
or Marx sald such and such a thing and that, apperontly, should
end tho controvorsy.

Sinco tho torriblo Stalinist dogenoration, cvory sorious
person in tho Marxist rovoiwcnt foars and thinks of possible
dogenoration. Can Marxist cducation provont dogonoration? To
glvo an affirnative answer to this question would nican to ac-
copt an 1doalistic intorprotation of history. Trotsky showod
that tho basio causos of tho Stalinist degonoration arc soclal
in charactors On tho other hand, it would bc contrar: to Marx~-
1sm and altogothor wrong, woro we to contond that 1deoas and
attitudos play no role at all in rotarding or furthoring tho
procoss of dogencration. ,

Whon wo considor tho Stolinist dogonoration we ake
struek by this fact, that tho st critical, tho noat intol-
loctually indopondent snirits in tho Bolshovik Party worc tho
best fightors against 3talinisne Anongst thosc who readily
succunbod to Stalinis: woro outstanding Marxist scholars, thoso
who know all tho principles found in the books written by Marx
and Engolse Thoso who woro rost :ilitant in the doefonso of all
the laws of tho Hogolilan dialoetic found no difficulty in ac-
ceptlng Stalin's loadorship. Whot thoy locked was critical
indopendenco; what thoy laclod was intclloctual intogrityl

Without a knowlodgo of the prineiples of Marxisn, ron-
bers of a party can succwib to dogoncration because of ignor -
ancoes Without a critical, indopondont appreach nionbers who
know and boliovo in all the principlos of Marxisn and all tho
laws of tho Hegolian dialoctic may also succunb to dogoncration.
(Dogeneration, by the way, nay bc oithor of the Stalinist trpo
or the soclal-donocratic typo.) - ,

Iot us fostor both the knowlodgo of Marxisn and an in-
donondont critlcal spirit. Ict us dostroy overy gern of do-
gonoration that ontors our ranks. Tho spirit of the articlo
in "How the Trotskyists Went to Jail" 1s a gorn of degonora-
tion. Ict us dostroy ite. Tho spirit of thoso who insistod
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on publishing this article in a pamphlet after a substantial minoritz
objected to the article is a germ of degeneration. Let us destroy 1it.

The spirit of those who organized the New York membership meeting to
make our members feel that they cannot discuss political questions
with W.P. members is, consciously or unconsclously, one that consti-
tutes a germ of Stalinist degeneration. Let us destroy it. -

' Every proposal to educate our members in the principles of
Marxism must be trisd. But let ur never forget that a free discus-
sion on all questions upon which different viewpoints are expre'ssed
i8 one of the best means to educate our members in the principles of
Marxism. We must theresfore encourage and not discourage such dlscus-
sions. Let us never forget that in addition to the doctrines of
Marxism there 1s also the spirit, critical, scientific, independent--
in a word, revolutionary. Revolutionary Marxist educatlon must ineul=-
cate that spirit.

¥. Morrison

* * *

COMMENTS ON THE HANSEN ARTICLE
By J. Michaels

When I first read the article How the Trotskyists Went to

é?il’ I experienced a certain distaste which remalned with me and con-

mued to trouble me increasingly ac I found mors and more difficulty
in defining precisely what there was about the aptlicle that I didn't
like. Objections that it was too sentimental, lush or adulatory came
to mind. As these are largely, although not entirely, personal cri-
teria--matters of taste--and considering that the autfior had perhaps
missed the literary spark that an article of this kind demands, I put
the matter to one side. The rcappearance of the article in the pam-
‘phlet Why We Are In Prison compelled me however togre-examine the
article more closely. As considerable criticiem of the article had
been expressed, its republication must be taken as conscious approval
- of i1t on the part of at least sufficient leading comrades to effect

its reprinting. This makcs the matter cven more worth discussinge.

I etart with tho proposition that an article dealing with the
human aspects of the case and of the prisoners has not only a place
but also a real value among the material wo publish on the caso.

Such an artiele can somctimes have greater propagandistic ‘and agita-
tional value than an exclusively politlcal articlc. One does not
exclude the other. It 1s o question of emphasis and proportion.
Even in the more rostricted field of tho direct work of the Party
human interest and sentiment can play very effcctivo roles. Certain-
1y in this case which produced Sociolism on Trial, In Defonse of
Socialism and other writings of a predomlnantly political character
Wo cannot be accused of over-indulging in sentimentality. On tho
" contrary, the general tone of our material has been that of political
susterity. ‘

The article, however, pleys so heavily on the strings of
sentiment that its tone has too mueh cf adulation, self-pralse and
hero-worship. A fcw examples: “So steeped is Jim in the movement
that everything about him brings to mind some phase of party lifee.
That gold watch was a present from comradocs of Local New York of the



Soclalist Workers Party, the Webster's New International Dictionary
near his elbow a present from a class he taught on the history of
Trotskylsm; even his cigar was a present from sea-going Trotskyists."

It 1s obvious that the main point of this paragraph is not
Comrade Cannon's identity with the party but is rather the gifts,
In fact on a casual reading one's mind almost slurs over the intro-
ductory centence, ™so steeped is Jim in the movement that everything
about him brings to mind some phase of party 1ife," and necessarily
dwells on the three gifts mentioneds the watch, the dictionary and
the cigars, What then, is suprosed to be proved by the recitation
of these gifts? If 1t 1s that the members esteem Comrade Cannon so
highly that they make him many gifts, I think it is an extremely bad
lesson for the party and a practice, the excessive exercise of which
is to be discouraged. Or if it is that Comrade Cannon is compelled
to llve so frugally that he cannot afford to buy these things for
hirself, 1t strikes me as a rather tawdry appeal for sympathy on
grounds that we should shun,

In describing the ride along the Hudson, the author writes:
"hs the crack train gathered speed along the banks of tho river, the
man soon to be locked in a cell bscause of his bellefs leaned back
in his seat watchling the barren trees and the ice-~fringed water skim
by. The plllars of a famous geologic formation moved in stately pro-
cession into the past -~ scencs of the Hudson warmed by the winter '
sun for this soclallst fightor to remember in the hard days ahead.
The sun fell on hls hair as the train leaned around a curve and the
iron gray waves lighted up luminously., Jim's lips moved, 'Tho Pali-
sades are beautiful,.'® ’

What a bulild-up! To what? Apparently the writer is attempt-
ing to convoy that Comrade Cannon appnreciates the beauties of nature;
that there 1s a softer side to this seemingly hardened revolutionist.
There can be no objection either to Comrade Cannon being so or to
Comrade Hansen's telling of it, but to write it as this is written,
to build up as 1f to a powerful climax and reach the sentence "™Jim's
lips moved, 'The Pallsades are beautiful'™, lecaves no other impression
than of e¢xalting and glorifying every word of a leader, Not only is
the impression on the reader bad but the practice 1s one which we
must not permit in the party.

A somewhat similar 1llustration is found in connection with
the relating of the incident of how Comrade Cannon got John Dewey to
serve on the Commission of Inquiry, Afteor leading the reador to
expect the disclosure of some remarkable mothod, he is decildedly let
down by the statement that Comrade Cannon told Dewey that he had to
do somcthing for the cause of justice and that Dowey then agreed.
Now I do not mean to say that i1f Cannon did not use some remarkable
technique the incident should mnot have been told; but what I do mean
to say 1s that by attompting (and incidentally, falling) to maks a
climactic point out of a not unusual conversation as in this case or
of a commonplace remark as in the case of tho Palisades, the article
cannot help but give the impression of adulation and hero-worshipas
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And in telling how Comrade Cannon was compélled to unlearn
his early mispronunciation of words, is written "but no matter, defy=
ing all obstacles, by sheer main force he muscled through" (p. 42).
One is startledi Did I overlook something? Did I misread the sen=-
tence? ™Defying all obstacles,"™ "sheer main force.,* True, the task
was probably difficult, but the brush here 1s applied a bit too
thicks, Such exaggeration only makes the reader smile and question
the objectivity of the author.

These are illustrations of serious defects in the article,
instances which put together give an objectionable tons and character
to the whole articles They are serious enough that they should have
prevented the republication of the article as 1t is, particularly
after objection to it had been volced in the party.

Other parts of the article are good. And while I mention
other parts I want to point out that nine pages of the article are
devoted almost exelusively to Comrade Cannon's trip and seven pages
to all the remaining defendants and to the march to jail, It would
have besn more appropriate to entitle the pamphlet How Comrade Cannon
and the Others Went to Jall,

The section of the article on the march to jail and the
happenings in the Federal building is a good illustration of how
the "human approach™ can be employed effectively and without the
defects I have alluded to, If these defects were merely matters of
literary style or a bit of overemphasis I would say nothing. But
when these defects give the whole article the character of adulation,
self-pralse and hero-worship, it 1s not only the article but the’
party that suffers, A

May 10, 1944
HHH



WHY WE PUBLISH JAMES T, FARRELL'S LETTER IN THE TINI'ERNAL BULLETIN

We are herewith publishing a letter from James T. Farrell
addressed to the Fourth International. We would have printed this
letter in the press together with our reply except for the fact
that the i1ssues Farrell ralses in his letter had previously been
raised by party comrades for discussion within the party.

We decided not to publish Farrell's letter in our public
press, along with the reply which 1t would necessitate, before
‘these disputed questions had been discussed and resolved within
the party. Otherwise this might have been Interpreted by those
comrades in the party holding a point of view similar to that ex-
pressed by Farrell as a public attack upon thelr views.

, It 1s our responsibility when confronted with questions in
dispute to first resolve such disputed questions within the party
1tself through the proper channels, that is, through discussion in
the internal bulletins, in the branches, and ultimately through
pre-convention discussion and decision by the convention itself,

While it is not our practice to permit individuals who
are not members of the party to participate in pre-conventlon dis-
cussions in an attempt to influence party opinion and party decislons,
we are publishing James T, Farrell's letter in this internal bulletin
upon the insistence of Comrade Morrison.

Political Committee
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LETTERS FROM M, MORRIZON

Septenber 3, 1944

The following information has reached mes Jim Farrell
wrote a letter to the F.I, criticlzing the Hansen article and
Frankel's review of The New Course. For about a month Jim received
no word as to whether or not his letter would be published, Then
someone told him that the questions raised in his letter would bo
discussed in the pre-convention périod., It was not made clear
whether Jim's letter would be published in toto even in the bulletin,
I gather tnat Jim is disturbed at the reTusal of the F,I., to publish
his letter and would like my advice.

I must, in the first place, state that from the excerpts I
have resd, I consider the lectter as one from a loyal friend of the
party, whose main interest in writling it 1s to call attention to a
type of article which he disapproves and considers harmful to the
party,

As a friend of the party there is nothing for him to do
except to bring the matter to the attontion of the party membership.
In this way he will act, as he should, as a party member whose
right and duty it 1s to bring to the membershlp any decision of a
higher body, which he considers to be a serlous error and hope that
the error will be corrected. You can tell him that I shall try my
best to get the whole question before the mombership,

L % 4%

September 4, 1944

The memborship should carefully conslder the significance
of the Political Committee's refusal to publish James T, Farrell's
letter to the FoIl., 1n which he criticizes the Hancen grticle and
Frankel's roview of The New Course, A valuable lesson!can be
loarncd from the refusal to publish Farroll's lettcr, Once a mis=
take 1s made and obstinately adhered to, other mistakes are almost
certain to follow; a problem not solved correctly 1s almost certain
to lead to further problems, A mistake was made when Hansen's
article was published. That mistake could have been epsily rectl-
fied if Morrison's letter answering Matdonald had been: published.
The refusal to publish Morrison's lectter, which, in all probablility,
would have ended the discussion on the Hansen article, has now
* placed us in an absurd position of refusing to publish a letter of.
eriticism from a friend of the partye. |

The mere fact that a problem has arisen by virtue of Far-
rell's sending the F.,I, a friendly letter criticizing two articles,
shows that there 1is something wrong in the attitude of the peoplse
who make the decisions as to what to publish and what not to publish,
A party would never be ¢onfronted with a problem because of the
receipt of a letter of criticism from a friend if the peoplo in
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charge of the publications would make correct decisions as to the
material that should or should not be published, Such a letter
would be published as a matter of course. If the author is wrong
an answer would be forthcoming showing wherein he 1s wrong; if he
is corract an admission of his correctness would end the matter.

Lre we dealing here with a situation where an opoonent of
the party disagreeing with its basic principles writes a letter or
an article against party policy? Are we, in other words, dealing
with a situation where an opponent wants to utilize our press for
the presentation of hls views, which are antagonistic to ours? The
answer must of course be an unhesitating and emphatic "No™}

We are confronted by an altogether different situation =
where a friend of the party writes a letter of criticism with refer=-
ence to articles that do not involve party policy., Thero can be no
doubt whatever amongst those who know Farrell and his attitude to
our party that he is friendly to the party. It is clear from the
letter 1itself that 1t 1s written by a friend who does not approve
the contents and tone of two articles, who thinks that those arti-
cles are harmful to the party and wants to call attention to that
fact, To designate such a letter as unfriendly to the party is
completely arbitrary and can convince no reasoning pcrsone

For the party 1t 1s not primarily a question of what Farrell
and others will think of our refusal to publish a critical letter
from a friend, It 1s a question of correct procadurc to follow in
such cases, It 1s a question of ereating confidencc in our own
ranks that we fear no criticism because we can answer any adverse
criticism or admit its corroctness, The memborship should demand
the publicatlon of Farrell's lctter, :

% 4% . %

LETTER FROM JAMES T. FARRELL

July 30, 1944

The Editors

The Fourth International
116 University Place

New York City

Dear Friends and Comradesg

For some time, I liave been disturbed by two articles which
have appeared in your pages, "How the Trotskyists Went to Jail® by
Joseph Hansen (February, 1944) and ™A Defamer of Narxism®™ by Harry

Frankel (May, 1944). I have decided to send you this public protest
against them. ~
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What 1s most lamentable in Joseph Hansen's article is the
gross emotional reaction to events which it reveals. Such an attitude
must be condemned. There are fine models of Marxist writing: there
are other fine models of writing such as the letters of Vanzetti.

Instead of learning from these, it scemg gs 1f Hansen Imitated the
very worst of bourgeols journalism, the sob sisterss I cannot escape

the conclusion that Hansen used the Marxist conception of history and
the Marxist conception of morality as a means of mere sentimental
personalization. If such is not adulation of leadership, I do not
know what it i1s, I admire the fine example which the 18 showed dur-
ing the trlal: I admire them for the way in which they have preserved
their morale while in jail. But this does not mean that I should
adulate them, no more than that I should hope for them or anyone else
to adulate me for any reason whatsoever. I also wish strongly to
object to the assertion that only the Trotskyists are moral. When
party leaders and leading party journalists make such assertions in
public, the time has come for such a party to turn a sharp lense of
criticism on itself. Hansen's attitude can only create distorted
Images of realitye. I consider 1t dangerous. The other criticisms

of Hansen's article ~-- hils bad taste, his sloppiness, his bathos =--
which one can make -- these are secondary to i1ts dangerous orienta-
tione I deem it absolutely neccessary to criticize that -- the eimos -
tional reactlon to eveuts, and with i1t,the emotlonal concelt of hlstorj

I reject the theory of bureaucratic collectivisme But I eon-
gider that Harry ¥rankel's revisw of Max Shachtman can well be
described as literary apache work. It was not principled in its
arguments. It substituted vituperation for argument and analysis.

In consequence, it destroyed the effect of the good points which 1t

made. For instance, F el ind ~Quring the Finnish Wap,
Max Shachtman Ww% Red Army as ona argumant -
Bubstanttating his position. Thereby, he éstablished morale as a

- ‘oriterion of argument.  In consequence, it should be obligatory for
him to explain the high morale of the Red Army in repulsing the

Nazi invasion. But the fact that I agree with some of the points
made by Frankel does not mean that I should defond his unfairness,
hls uncouth efforts to strip his adversary of all dignity, all honor,
all sincerity. I consider it highly objsctionable to polemicize with
shabby arguments. And that 1s precisely what Frarkel did in this
article. For instance, he wrote that Shachtmsn had issued “a new
edition™ of Trotsky's ®'he New Course.” Here is an lnnuendo which
helps Frankel to discredit Shachtman, to call him, in the manner of

a fishwife, a black market charlatan., Now, where is the old edition
of ®"'he New Course"? Who sells i1t? When has 1t been advertised in
your press? When I read this book, I immediately regretted that it
had not been available sooner: I regretted, in particular, that 1t
was not avallable during the period of the struggle against the
Moscow Trials. Among other things, this book contains a brilliant
description of the methods of Leninism, one which I hope will be
wldely read. I hope Harry Frankel will read it again. For I am con-
vinced that he "has much to learn from it. Also: Harry Frankel asked
an empty question as a means of discrediting his opponent. Issuing

a challenge, he asked why Max Shachtman did not re-publish "The
Revolution Betrayed™? First of all, there is easy access to this
book for all who want to read it. Second, it i1s a known fact that
the publication rights to this book are owned by Doubleday Doran & Co.
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If Max Shachtman published it, he would, undoubtedly, be faced with
a lawsuit. And if that happened, I am rather sure that Frankel, or
one of his comrades who 1s equally rigid in attitude, would then
write of this lawsuit in order to prove the low morals of Max
Shachtmane When one indulges in such cheap argument, what moral
right has one to call anybody a black market merchant in tripe?

Why ask empty questions as a means of destroying the character of
an adversary? Also, Harry Frankel would have us believe that in
the United £tates, Max Shachtman has abandoned the Marxist .conception
of a trade uniong in other words, that he is a scab and a strike
breaker. I wonder who will believe that? And while he indulges in
such miserable means of refutation, Frankel is, at the same time,
gullty of one serious omission. Trotsky conceded that 1t might
happen that history will prove Bruno to have been correct, and that
if this turns out to be the case, then Marxlsts will have to re-
orientate themselves totally. But, Trotsky added, he was not con-
vinced that events had, as yet, juqtified Bruno, and that therefore,
it was wrong for Marxists to aoandon thelir programmeo This conces-
sion was a very important one, Frankel should have discussed 1t.

It would have been more important to have discussed it than to have
wasted space in the cheapest of abuse. _The fact that I zaject Mgz
Shachtman's acgeptance of the theory of bureaucrs -

does pot n py-ayes aSEiiy me in approvéay of unfs nprinclp ed“"
utterly -Aﬂtﬂalﬂﬁh?;f-..oon him&nd his characte onsidar sueh-
- methods to b f Marxism. "

I am, as 18 well known, not a member of §your party. But I
have collaborated with you on defense cases, I have expressed sym-
pathy with you. On more than one occasion, I have made it clear to
Max fhachtman and his collaborators that I did not agree with the .
theory of bureaucratic collectivism. The fact that I have done this
causes me to feel all the more imperatively that it is my duty to
send you thls protest, Alsogs I admire the organized will which
your party has showns I admire your spirit of optimism and confil-
dence. I admire the many examples of dedlcation to 1deals and
sacrifice for super-personal loyaltlies which your party has dis-
played.s But none of these virtues can, in any way, excuse the
Frankel attack. :

I am fearful thst if articles such as these two continue to
appear, thelr only effect will be that of working harm, not good.
Gross sentimentallty, unbending rigidity, unfalr attacks on
opponents -~ these are all dangerous. I hold them to be indefensiblee.

Fraternally yours,
James T, Farrell

% % %
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IETTER FL.OM M. 11ORRI SON

June 9, 1944

I road the oxcorpt from Politics, written by Dwight
MacDonald, dealing with Coxrndo Hanson's article “How thoe
Trotskylsts Wont to Jail." The task 1s to attack and shattor
MacDonald'!s conclusiont: tha¥ Tho syriptors of 1oo 0T —wors D
rovoalod In tho artlcIc "grow from the Bolshevik organization-
al tradition." Of coursc, onc rust first decico whothorp
Hanson's articlo shows this synptcrie On tho basis of the
oxcorpts ny Judgront i1s that Hanscn's articlo conteing third-
rato sob=-sistor stuff and sorc stupiditios. It is disgraccful
that the pooplo rosponsiblo for the oditorship should pormit
such stuff. :

: Do tho oxeerpts indiecato ¢ loador-worship corinlox?
An affirnative answor nay bo too swooplng a conclusione How-
evor, I have dotectod tho boginnings of such a tondoncy on
othor occasions and Hanson's articlo dccs nothing to indioato
thot the tondoney has disapposrocde It can do no horn and
aight do a lot of gocd 1f, in econncetion with tho articlo,

a warning against such a tendeney be soundod.

But assuning that Honson's articlo is os bad as
MacDonald indlcatos, how doos it follow that such ovils can
bo attributed to Bolshevik organizationel tracitlons? A
history of the Bolshovik nmoveront under Lenin disproves that
thoory conclusivoly. It is ny contention that Bolshovisn
denands tho groatost Intolloctunl intogrity; 1t deriands that
wo_say what 1s; 1t donands no surrondor of ono's opinions
8Xcopt IT convincod by argwiont. Mo leador=worship complex
existed under Ionin. Tho bittor struggles in the party provo
that conclusively. Natwrally, that dcos not oxcludo an ovalu-
atlon of a lcador's idoas and actions coven during his life-
tine. '

Tho nost offectivo answor to MacDonald is to adnit
Hanson's stupiditics and to tackls MacDonald on hig conclu~
sion. If, as MacDcnald indlcatos, thero has boon a rosction
to Hanson's articlo within tro perty, thot should be strossod

as an Indication that tho morbors arc sonsitivo to any sug-
gostion aof loader-~worship.

It may bo arguod that thore are poople (1lile tho
oditors) who 800 nothing wrong in Eanson's articlo. My pro-
posal would bo to have two criticisns of liacDonald's article
publisHtod in tho pross. Ono by soriecno who agroes with ro
on Hanson's article, and one by sorioono who thinks that
thero 1s roally nothing wrong with it--both artlclos attack-
ing MncDonald's conclusion. This in 1tsolf would bo the nost
dovastating annihilation of MneDonnldls thoslis.

Undoubtedly an answor to MacDonald 1s contonplatod.
If such an answer contonds that Hanson is corroct, or 1f it
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takos issuo with sonec factuwl or irrolevant quostion, such as
Y"hat Dewoy sald" or tho suporiority of cur norals to Dowey!s
morals, and if no answor is mado fron: ny viowpolnt, thon 1t
will holp %o prove HMacDonald's incorrect conclusion.

ARTICIE SUBMITTED BY COIRADE MORRISCN FOR PUBLICATION IN THE
MILITANT OR FOULKTH INTERNATIONALS

July 3, 1944

My attontion has boon callod to a critlcism by Dwlght
MacDonnld, appoaring in his nagazino Polltics, of Joo Han-
son's articlo, "How tho Trotslzyists Ubnt to Jail," publishod
in the Fobruary issuc of Fourth Internationale MacDonald, on
tho basls of oxcorpts ¢itcd Irom Hanson's article, charactor-
izos 1t os sob-sistorish, with an attitudo of loador-worshlp.
At the end of his criticlsn ho offors tho goncral conclusion
that tho "pathological symptons™ rovcelod in lonson's article
“grow from tho Bolshovik organizational traditions." Tho
critic doos not undortoke to provoe this proposition but
ainply states that "that 1s another end larger story," im-
plying an attonpt on his part to prove hils assertion at a
later datos I have not had a chanco to read Henscn's article,
but tho excorpts clted by MacDonald convinee ric that these,
at loast, lond color to llacDonald!s criticlisn. I fcel cha-
grinod that such oxpreossions should appocr 1ln our prosse

But tho important question involved in lMacDonald's
ericicisn 1s hils aszirticn that Hansen's attitvdo 1s a rosult
of Bolshevilk organinatlonal rothodse Since MacDeonald doos
not tako the troublo to iilustrate and prove hls general con-
clusion, I can only undortako to state a countor=-proposition.

It should be cloar tc anyono in tho loast acqualnted
with tho hlstory of Bolshevilsn that not a troco of sob-siator
gstuff or of loader-worshlp can bec found in the novenont that .
lod tho Russian nassos in tho groatecst rcovclution in history.
A spirit of intolloctual indopendonco and intezrity porvades
that movornent, and such a spirit 1s lrrcconcilable wilth any
loador=-worship attltude. Ionin would have boon tho last nan
in *ho world to pornit fewning and sontinental horo-worshipe
And of tho sano nolc was Trotskye During sn. lifctine of
Bolshovik loadcrs thoro appearcd ovaluationa of tholr ideas
and rolecs but without the slightost sugge:ztion of loador-
worshipe If nothing olso, the florco intolloctunl struggles
that woro part of the Bolshovik porty at all timecs and tho
freodon with which thoy wore conducted, ecncluslvoly show
tho oxistonco of intclloctunl indopecndencp and intogrity.

The qucstion will have to bec discussed further A1f and
whon MacDonald carrics out hls inplied promisc to provo his
proposition. For tho prosoht I can only add to what I havo
said abovo that, like all other oppononts of Trotskylsn,
MecDonald confusos Stalinlsi with Bolshoviasrie
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How d1d it happon, one may ask, that the oxpressions
used by lanson, could find room in tho Trotskvist pross? My
explanation 1s that tho poison of leader-worship, orevailing
in soolety at tho nresent noment, can infcct some very good
revolutionistas, under spocial circumstances. The particular
sltuation of having Trotskyists go to jall plus the particu-
lar literary inclinations of Hansen adequs tely exnlein the
oxpresslons citod by MccDonald. One cen also reaCily soo
that, in ny opinion, the editars were not sufficlently careful
in this partioular instance. .

* & &

IETTER FROM M. IMORRISON
~ August 20, 1944

Tho rcfusal to publish, in The Militant or Fourth In-
tornational, lMorrison's lotter answoring Dwight MacDonald's
oritIclsn of Hanscn's article 1s Justifled by the contontion
that the lettor contains a criticism of the Hansen article
and that such a oriticism rust be limited to an internal par ty
bulletin. One 1s pernitted, of course, to attack MacDonald,
but only on tho basis of defonding Hansen's article or of
cvading tho quostion of Hansen's articlo altogethor. Accord-
ing to the Political Conriittoo two questions aro involvod in -
tho MaocDonald-Hanson cohtrovorsys one, an answor to MacDopald
and two, a criticisn of Hanson. The first cen bo published in
our public organsg; tho second is only for narty members. This
reasoning 1s nothing but sophistry and not so clever .that 1t
1s difficult to answor,

It rmst, in tho first instance, be recognized that the
Honsen article éoos not doeal with a quostion of party policy;
1t doos not assuie to defend a policy adoptod-bg the party.
No officlal body of tho party adopted the artic e, prior to
its publication, as o steto:rnt of and for the part{. It 1s
an articlo oxprossing certain viows of an individual party
memb%r and, prosunably, had tho approval of the oditorial
gtaff,

The gonoral question as to whother or not disagreo-
sents on political quostions that are before the party for a.
doclslon, should be discussed in tlio public press of the party
1s not involvod in this matter. Hanson did not begin any dis-
cussion on any question of party policye. If ho did, thon.an
opponont of his, I prosume, should havo an equal right of
presonting opposling viows in the public pross. But I can
hardly concolve that anyone will contond that Hansen doalt
with any question of party policy.

: Not evon the 1ore narrow quostion of the propriety of
‘publishing, in the party pross, articles presonting different
viewpoints on dlalectics or on the corroctness or incorrect-
noss of cortain slogans far tho European rovolution, is in-
volvod here. -A lot of nonscnso has beon uttered sbout the
allegod Bolshovik practice of confining a discussion of dif-
ferent viowpolnts to internal bulletins of the party. It
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1s obviously necessary tc make an attempt to bring some clarity
into this question but this is not the occasion for such an attempt,
I must 1imit myself to the question reised by the refusal to pub=~
lish Morrison's letter answering MacDonald's conclusion in his
criticism of Hansen's article,

As the matter stands, Hansen wrote an article containing

. stetements which, in my opinion, are not only foolish but a dis-

credit to the Trotskyist movement, (I am informed that our British

comrades refused to reprint the article in their press,  If that

is 80, they show good taste and the finest type of Trotskyism),

This article appesred in the party press and MacDonsld utilized

it in an attempt to discredit the Bolshevik movement, An answer

to MacDonald is called for, 8ome will say that MacDonald is nct

important enough to enswer., Utter nonsense! I&ven if MacDonald's

magezine had one~-fifth of the circulation he claims to have his
attack on Bolshevism, based on Hansen's article, demands s reply. .

" It is the kind of an attack which, by a failure to answer, acquires

~ considerable effectiveness, because there is a tendency for that

- type of an attack to -circulate widely by means of conversation.

.On the other hand an effective reply strengthens our movement in

the eyes of many whose feith would be shaken by MacDonald's criti-

cism, In fact, a copy of the letter which Morrison wrote for our

press should have been forwarded immediately te MacDonald's maga-

zine, If any attack msy pnssibly do some harm, do not leave it

unanswered, is a good rule to follow, ' ‘

To defend Bolshevism against MacDonald, Morrison finds it
necessary to male, whst is in fact, a mild criticism of Hansen's
article. In reality the article is every bit as nauseating as
MacDonald claims it 1s, But, sers the Political Committee, no
eriticism of Hansen is permitted in the open press, His article
can be criticized only in an internal bulletin., (By the way, I
am given to understand that the P.C. requested someene, who wrote
an article for the internal bulletin, criticizing Hansen's article,
to withdraw it -« an indication to me that the P.C, was very touchy
on thé subject). .

What does this attitude of the F,¢, really mean? Actually
it hes this terrible significance, That cvery party member 1is ‘
bound, as far as the public is concerned, not only by policies
adopted by offliclal bodies of the party, but by all possible non-
sense that a party member may write and an editorial board publish!
And regardless of whether the foolishness has anything to do with
party policy or not, Carry it a step further and it means that
when asked, in conversatlon with some non-party member, what I
think of Hansen's article I mist defend it, I can only say that
thls is not Bolshevism; 1t is a travesty on Bolshevism. I can only
say that 1f any non-party persen asks me, in any conversation, what
I think about Hansen's article I shall not hesitate to give him my
real opinion, I advise every other party member to do the same ==
unless the highest body of the party specifically forbids any party
member from doing se, And woe to our party if such a monstrous
decision is ever made, :
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All that Bolshevik practico demands is not to opposo,
in public, a policy adoptod by the party or not to defend, in
public, a pollcy rejocted by the partye. To broaden this
sound principle to a point whore 1t includes a prohibltion to
disagrce publicly with what another memnber writes in the press
on a mattor not pertalning to party policy 1s characteristio
not of Bolshevism but of its antlthosis Stalinism.

MacDonald wrote a criticism in which, on the basls of
certain statemonts made by Hanson, ho draws a completely false
concluslon as to the naturc of Boishovism. An effective roply
to MacDonald can be made eithor (1) by defending Hansen's
statoments by showing that thoro is not the slightest tendency
to lecdor=-worship in the steterwonts mede by Hansen and that,
theroforc, MacDonald'!s conclusion is wlthout basis In facte
Or (2) by adnitting, particlly or wholly, MacDoneld's inter-
pretation of Hansents assoertions and showing that his conclu-
slon 1s still false. *

Any reply to MecDonald which does not deal with Han-
sen's statements from tho point of view as to whether or not
they can bo considered as showing a tondency to leader-worship,
cannot possibly be effective in the oyes of an intellligent
reader. One can argue from now till doomsday whether Dewey
i1s loss moral than Trotskylsts, but that is a question which,
whilo 1t may be inportant, has absolutely no bearing on tle
main issuwe. To discuss that question exclusively is an inten-
tional or unintentlonel ovasion of the main lssue.

It appoars that thus far no one has darcd to defond
Hanson's statorwonts with roferonce to the question of leader~
worshipe The P®.0. will not pornit a defense of Bolshevism in
which Hanson 1s criticizod. Honcoe no effectlve reply has as
yet been writtone. '

Asido from tho fact that an offective roply to MacDonald
can bo made only along the lines of Morrison's letter, the vory
appearance of the lotter in our preass would have, in and of
itsolf, annihilsted MacDonald's contentlon. That simple method
would havo shown that Bolshovism, as it oxists in our party, 1s
capable of pernitting tho widest differonces of oplnion and
that under such conditlons, no tondency to leader-worship can
possibly have any chence for dovolopmente Tho harm that Han-
son'®s article brought to the party would have been immediatoly
remodiod. '

By its rofusal to publish lorrison's letteor agalnst
MocDonald and in defense of Bolshovism, the P.Ce has strongthoned
the hands of: all tho enonleas of our partye. Thet is why 1t 1s
egsentlal for the convention to direct tle publication of Mor-
rison's letter and undo tho donage caused by Hanson and the
‘Political Conmitteo.

- & &
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TWO CONCEPTIONS OF OUR TASKES

By Joseph Hansen

It 1s apparent that a period of stormy development faces the
American labor movement today. With the correct orientation, our
party tan forge swiftly ahead,

On the organizational side, we must tightsn discipline, ,
strengthen centralism. A sharp turn in this direction is not raquired
as our party made the decisive reorientation more than four years ago.
Ever since the petty-bourgeols opposition of 1939-1940 headecd off for
a "third camp® under the guidance of Burnham, our party has steadily
improved its discipline, By and large branches today are streamlined,
efficient, smooth-working -- a gratifying contrast to the insufferable
anarchism that prevailed bsfore the petty-bourgeois opposition of
1939-1940 split away. A considerable degree of centralization has
likewise becn achieveds In the old days the standing grievance was
lack of attention from the center, Now the party is woell coordinated
through a center that 1s alive to branch needs and able to offer con-
siderable guldance in handling local problems. Not sven the imprison-
ment of our leadership could disrupt the smooth functioning of the
National Office. This is proof that we are on the right road.

" As 1n organization, so in ouf press in thc coming period we
must more and more turn in the dircction of the most oppressed lovels
of the masses. This mcans propagandizing the condition and problems
of the working class in terms these ievels will undorstand and appre-
ciate. It means doing the same for the program of Trotskylsm, its
party and leadership. Articles 1n our press will thus tend to diverge
in form -- some more or less abstract and rigoroucly sclentific,
directed largely to the cadres; some more plastic and cmotional
directed to the raw circles where wo arc probing for contacte.

Our prcss has alrcady been turning in this direoction. The
columns of Kovalesky, V. Grey and Jackson == "Diary of a Steel Worker",
"¢hop Talks on foclalism" and "The Negro Struggle"-- arc only the
most consplcuouns cxamples of the orlentation. That this turn exprescs-
68 a need felt by cvery fleld worker is attested by the letters com-
menting on the steady improvement of the Militant, By "steady
imprevement" they are not referrinpg so much to their own subjective
reaction to this or that artiele as to the increasingly sympathotic
response_to the Militant on the part of raw workers. They are thus
objective in thelr judgment. - : :

Already we can note important gains resulting from this im-
provement in the party organization and press. (Not improvement so
much as consciously turning toward the morc opprcssed layers of the
working class). Workers are attracted to our headquarters. They are
impressed by the busincss-like way we function. The bulk of recent
recrults are workers who have had no previous political affiliation.
This 1s a most impertant symptom,. Despite war time difficulties our
trade union fractions have managed to hold thelr own, consolidato
themselves, attract contacts, and in places win important recruits.
The almost 8,000 trial subscriptions, most of them taken by politi-
cally inexperlenced workers, chould have opened the eyes of the blind



as to what 1s coming next.

Our orientation for the coming period must thus be bascd on
the expectation of a wave of rcerultment of workers without prcvious
political affiliation -~ workers who will learn tho AsC's of politics
in the school of Trotskylsme '

However, as we have thus approachsd closcr to the raw workers
and preparcd ourselves for the important task of intograting these
newcompers into Bolshecvism, an opposition tcndency has arisen in the
party, Instead of throwing thomselves into the new tasks, a fow
people are drawing back, turning their attention inwardly to the
production of criticism of the party rcgimes They arc apparently
rationalizing thelir activity as vigilance against the danser of
£talinist mothods arising in our party,

This tendency 1= extremely suspicious of the leadership, be-
lieving apparently that it has succumbed to the polson of ftaliniem,
They place every proposal and action of the leadership undcr a micro-
scope, searching for traces of tho virus of ftalinism. To virtually
every positive proposal, they react ncgatively, warning at the same
time about {talinism, They search franticeanlly for somc sure-firo
prophylaxis against £talinism =~ and seek 1t not in the program of
the party or the teachings of the Marxist masters which arc avallable
for study by every party mcmber, but in some mystic and intangible
subjective attitude which they label revolutionary “spirit."

This tendency, now falrly cohesive, has begun to come out
into the opene Although as yet they have had difficulty finding any
political differences with the party leadership, they have a program
of actions They seom to vicuallze the maln task of the party 1in the
coming period to be sharp self=-criticism and turning upon itself to
destroy £talinist germs. They constitute a brake on the party, hold-
ing it back from plunging wholchcartedly into the now tasks prcelsely
when 1t 1s possible to begin reaping big rcturns on our policy of
proletarianization.

Their Central Thoesis

In his letter of July 23, M. Morrison, idsological leader of
this tendency, hints at the central thesis that binds these people
together, To new members he advisess

"You, who are young in the movement and have not had a chance
to study the history of Bolshevism, do not take for granted that
whatever someone in authority claims to be Bolshsvik practice, is
actually suche « &

“I know how dangerous it is to follow a goneral rule, but I
think you will be quite safe to abide by the following gencral rules
whenever any organizational procedurc has a rcsemblance to £talinlst
procedure, hesitate a thousand times beforo accepting it as Bolshevik
procedure o™

It is really remarkable that such a monstrous insinuation ‘
concerning our party could be couched in such mild words.



Let us examine this insinuation more closcly. Why did Morri-
son choose preclsely "resemblance to Stelinist proccdure?® Why not
somothing with which our now members are more familiar, such as
fascist procedure, Democratic procedure, Ropublican procedure, even

ureaucratic trade union procedurc? Why Etalinist?

Coneider the monstrousness.of the advice. . A now recrult who
has joined Trotsky's party of thoe World Socialist Revo}ution must
take as his genoral rule to "hositate a thousand times® bofore accept-
ing as Bolshevik any organizational procedure that "has a rcsemblance
to €talinist procedure,

Wouldn't it be a bit disconcegdng to a recruit from the Etal-
inists that he should take as his '‘general rule such an insinuation
about ‘the party which he has Just joined on the grounds of its very
antithesis to Stalinism?

Consider the task of branch organizers who must justify a
tggugagd times for each new recruit any organizational procedure that
regembles Ctalinist procedurs. How I8 the new recruit to know that
the branch organizer is telling the truth about what constitutes
ftalinist procedure? Doesn't Morrison's advice therefore instil in

the minds of new recruits a polsonous susplicion of the party leader- -
ship? : .

£t111 more important, aren't new recruits going to wonder why
certain leaders 1like Morrison are so coneerned about the appearance
of anything resembling Stalinism in our party? 1Is £talinism perhaps
inherent in Bolshevism?

Would they not be jrstified in puzzling over this question
eince 1t 1s precisely Stalinist procedure against which the warning
is issued? How can they be sure even that Morrison himself i3 not
utilizing Stalinist methods? What guarantee can be given that Morri-
son will never utilize -~ not even uneonsciously -- organizational
procedures that resemble £talinist procedures?

However, we must conclude, despite the monstrous character of
the insinuation, that Morrison has thought this question through.

. He 18 a party leader who advocates choosing words carefully, not only
with an eye to "style™ but elso with due regard for their celentdfic
moaning. We are Jjustified, therefore, in my opinion to conclude from
these excerpts that after long and thorough pondering, Morrison be-
lieves that ftalinist methods =~ none other but Stalinist mothods ee
are.indeed'growing in our party and that the main task of the coming

period is to fight to eliminate them.

The Application of the Thesis

A thesis 1s no good unless it corresponds to reality., Those
who believe in Morrison's thesis have therefore set out assiduously
to test whether their chosen leader has made a correct analysis,
They do not hesitate at mistaking a distortion of reality for truth,
if the distortion happens to bolster up the pronouncements of their
leadere We have therefore heard some remarkable versions of some
simple happenings. :



(1) If Stalinist methods have appeared in Trotsky's party,
then we can expegt sooner or later false trials and purges. Sure
enough, Morrison s thesis is borne out., Four comrades violate Bol=-
chevik organizational procedure by organizing a discussion group with
an enemy party and failing to give the party leadership the opportun-
ity to decide whether to continue or discontinue their discussions.
After careful invectigation, in which the comrades enjoyed every demo-
cratic right of a party member, they were found gullty, given a vote
of censure and a general membership meeting was called to inform
everyone of the results, '

Ergo. Morrison writes July 3035 "™What the New York membership
has done is something entirely new in our party and, as I have indi-
cated in my fiast letter, contrary to the proud and confident spirit.
of Bolsheviem,

It 1s clear to everyone who was present at the meeting and fam-
iliar with the case that Morrison reached this Judgment not as a
~ result of objJective regard for the facts., Obviously Morrison was
hunting for verification of his ?hesis.

Ergo. Lydia Bennett writes August 213 "I know of only one
working-class organization which has forbidden its members to discuss
political matters with members of other partless the Stalinite
organization.® : :

Comrade Bennett even wrings her hands in amazement over the
“"spectacle of a mass trial® in which a young comrade has to go through
the "horror® of defending herself before a mombership "whipped into
a fever of denunciation by the party leadership."™ She even compares
1t to the .ordeal she experienced upon being expelled from the Commun-

- ist Party by the Stalinists for the crime of advocating Trotskylsm}
Does Comrade Bennett now believe our organization has become ftalinized?

We are amazed ourselves at the spectacle of people who whip
themselves into such a fever to prove a thesis,

(2) 'If Stalinist methods have appeared in Trotsky's party,
then we can expect sooner or later development of a léadership cult.
Sure enough, Morrison's thesis 1s borne outs Hansen 1s assigned to
cover the imprisonment of the Trotskylst leadership, his particular
task belng to give a personal and human touch to these leaders in
order to appeal to workers who might remain cold to all the other
approaches. &£aid report to constitute one part of a pamphlet in which
tge epeeches of the defendants handle the other aspects of the case.
The report undoubtedly appeared to be a departure into a field largely
untried by our party -- maybe because i1t is not overy day our leaders
are imprisoned or because we addressed our propaganda for so many
years to the politically initiated cadres of the Communist Party that
we became habituated to wrlting in an abstract way. Hansen likewise
took the liberty of cutting through technical difficulties, such as
plceturing 18 prisoners bound for three 4ifferent prisons, by choosing
as main protagonist the prisoner presumably representative of all,
Comrade Cannons

But Morrison has a thesis,



Erges Hansen exhibits “a leader-worship complex.® If Hansen
mentions a personal detall about the leaders, it 1s not because he
1s trying to bulld a concrete picture of them easily visualized.,
Morrison's conclusion is ac automatic as a reflex -- ®leader-worship
complex.® Morrison did not ask Hansen what he tried to does Morrison
did not even ask for the rezction of the au@ience for whom Hansen
was writing. Morrison read excerpts re-printed by a deadly enemy of
Trotskyism with his own axe to grind, and on the basis of these
excerpts reacted without further ados "Do the excerpts indicate a
leader-worshlp complex? An affirmative answer may be too sweeping
a conclusione However, I have detected the beginnings of such a
tendency on other occagions and Hansen's artiecle does nothing to in-
dicate that the tendency has disappeared. It can do no harm and
might do a lot of good if, in connection.with the article, a warning
against such a tendency be sounded."

Before Hansen's article appeared, Morrison had detected 1n
our party nothing less than a tendenc to leader-worship! Did Mor-
rison seize on Hansen's article meroly as one instance of this tenden-
cy? An instance he hoped %o utilize as a whipplng boy to emphasize
the correctness of his thesis? Isn't i1t wonderful to have a thesls
that is confirmed in such remarkable detall by the reality of our
party regime%

(3) If 8talinist methods have appeared in Trotsky's party,
then we can expect sooner or later false methods of argument with
opponent groups and an unjustifiable ruthlessness in relations with
them., Sure enough, Morrison's thesis 1s borne outs Comrade Frankel
writes an article such as has appeared dozens if not hundreds of
times ¥n our press == a really excellent article that is far milder
in tone than that employed by Shachtman in his polemics against the
genuine followers of Trotsky.

But Morrisonts thesis , o« »

Ergos James T, Farrell write° July 303 ™I consider that
Harry Frankel's review of Max Shachtman can well be described as
literary apache work. It was not principled in its arguments. It
substituted vituperation for argument and analysis.®™ Doesn't Farrell
suggest that Stalinist methods have appeared in our party?

(4) If Stalinist methods havo appoared in Trotsky's party,

- then we can expect sooner or later that 1ts educational system will
be pervertod to the dissemination of &talinist polson. Sure enough,
Morrison's thesis is borne out. Comrade Martin proposes a compre=-
hensive educational plan for the party which i1s adopted by the
Political Committee. The esgential point devoloped by Martin in his
accompanying remarks is that the education of the party ranks which
up to now has been carried on more or less unsystematically, should
be systematlzed and regulated according to an over-all plan with
certain definite methods and objectives. Comrade Martin wanted to
bring the Yelement of consciousness" into party education, This plan
which was worked out in some. detall and thoroughly motivated was
greeted with enthusiasm by virtually every one in the party,



Morrison's thesis, however . « o

Ergo. Morrison comments: "I deem it necessary to talke
advantage of the educational proposal to touch on cartain aspects of
Marxist education, which must be constantly emphasized. These
aspects are intangible; they deal with an attitude and a spirlt
rather than with a definite doctrine. . . Since the terrible Staline
ist degeneration, every serious person in the Marxist movement fears
and thinks of possible degenerations « « "

Developing his monstrous insinuation that the proposed
educational plan will be utilized to further Stalinist procedures
in Trotsky's party, Morrison continues: '

"When we consider the Stalinist degenocration we are struck
by this fact that the most critical,thc most intcllcetually indcpondat
spirits in the Bolshevik Party werec the best fighters against Stalin-
ism. Amongst those who readily succumbed to Stalinism were outstand-
ing Marxist scholars, those who knew all thc principles found in the
books written by Marx and Engels. Those who were most militant in
the defensc of all the laws of the Hegelian dialectic found no 4iffi-
culty in accepting Stalin's lcadcrship. What they lacked was criti-
cal independence; what they lacked was intelloctual intcgrityl"

Isn't this argument a variation of Shachtman's argument in
his 1939-1940 strugglc against Trotsky that somec good rcvolutionaries
were not dialeeticians whilc somc bad revolutinonaries supportecd
dialectics, therefore dlalcctics 1s of no usc?

. Docen't Morrison c¢ven carry Shachtman's argument a step
further? Some Marxist scholars "rcadily succumbed to Stalinism";
somec indcpendent apirits fought Stalinism, so Marxist scholarship
1s no guarantce against the infiltration of the Stalinist virus in
Trotsky'!s party.

: And what doocs Morrison offer us as substitute for the dia-
lectic and scholarship? What is this "intangiblc"' subjcctive mood
that will savo our party from Stalinist degonoration -- nothing
less than Stalinist degencration?

Herc is Morrison's formula: "Let us never forget that in
addition to the doctrines of Marxism therce is also the spirit,
critical, scilentific, independent -- in a word, rcvolutionarye.
Revolutionzry Marxist cducation must inculcato that spirit.”

If we remove the vcrbiage that clothes this spirit, wo can-
not help seeing thaet 1ts fcaturcs arc familiar.

All the rovisionists of Marxism began their inroads upcn the
revolutionary program under thc banncr of this intangible spirit.
From Bernstein to Burnham all followed this will-of-the-wisp into
the swamp. Wasn't Stalin himself an "indcpendent" thinkcr? Wasn't
hc an "iconoclast%? Wasn't his theory of socialism in one country
a prize cxemple of “independent" thinking? Didn't Stalin strike
out on a path of his own instead of adhering to thc c¢stablished
- leadership of Lenin and Trotsky? * In the rcalm of idcology what was



« the whole battle of Trotskyism against Stalinism in essence but a
battle between "independent thinking™ and Marxist orthodoxy? ‘

In Morrison's attack upon the educational plan we have
probably the most remarkable example of the strange compulsion which
forees him to find Stalinist degeneration dirtying Trotskz 8 party.
A strange compulsion which he strangely enough calls the "spirit of
intellectual independence and integrity."

We have considered only four instances of the application
of Morrison's thesis. Other applications can be supplied in abund=-
ance by everyone who has discussed with members of this tendency:
their fears that discipline will lead to grave abuses, that the
party leadership misinterprets and misapplies Bolshevik centralism,
that the leadership stifles independent thinking, that the leader-
ship of this or that branch or fraction has usurped the rights of
the rank and file, etc., etc., etce.

All the members of this tendency try to opsrate to the best
of their ability on the advice expressed in Morrison's letter of
July 23: "Let not one single Stalinist germ penetrate into our
ranks." But Morrison even drives them on, fearing perhaps that the
time is short and that his followers are not thoroughly enough
imbued with the eritical spirit, In his letter ostensibly comment-
ing on the educational plan he insists vehemently they carry out a
program of actions ™Let us destroy cvery germ of degeneration that
enters our ranks. The spirit of the article in 'How the Trotskylsts
Went to Jall' 1s a germ of degeneratione. Let us destroy 1t, Tho
spirit of those who insisted on publishing this article ln a pam-
phlet after a substantial minority objcetcd to the article 1s a
germ of dogeneration, Let us dostroy it. The spirit of thosc who
organized the New York mecmbership mecting to make our members feel
that they cannot disecuss political qucstions with WP members is,
consciously or unconsciously, onc that constitutes a germ of Stalin-
1st.degeneration. Let us destroy it."

utalinism spirits, germs, dogcneratlion, destructiont
Morrison's conclusions about Trotsky's party of the World Socialist
Revolution will scarcely inesplre new recruits

The Stalinist‘Germ -= One Theory of Its Sourcc

But wherc docs this Stalinist germ in Trotsky's party come
from? the new member beginning to study dianlectics 1is bound to ask
Morrison insistently. 1Is it inhcrent in the very naturc of Bolsho-
vism? And 1f you can't trust the Trotskylet leadership how can you
hope to distinguish Bolghevik proccdure from '‘Stalinist procedurc in
situations di fferent from those experienccd by the Bolshcviks? It's
all very puzzling.

Those who believe that Stalinism 1s inhorent in Bolshevik
organizational procedure, arguc their conelusinn follows from the
character of Bolshevik morals. The e¢nd does not always justify the
means, they claim. That 1s, a successful rcvolution does not ncces-
sarily justify certain methods in making that revclution. Even more, .
if certain methods are utilized, those very methods will reappear in
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the successful revolution and cause it to degenerate. This 1s thelr
explanation of the origin of Stalinism. Thelr case clearly rests

on their views of Bolshevik morality and that 1s why they always

start talking about Bolshevik "amoralism" when they seek in Trotsky's
party of today the seeds that would lead to degeneration of a succese-
ful American revolution.

. They are by no means rigid in terminology, "amoralism" being
only one of the labels they .apply to the character of Bolshevik
morals. Thus Trotsky notes in ™he Moralists and Sycophants Agalnst
Marxism®: "Vietor Serge has dieclosed in passing what caused the
collapse of the Bolshevik party: excessive centralism, mistrust of
ideological struggle, lack of freedom-loving (¥libertaire," in real-
ity anarchist) epirit.® This lack of exactness iIn terminology is a
decided handicap to independent thinkers since it precludes the
possibility, for instsnce, of Morrison making a clear and unmistak-
able distinction between his "proud and emancipating spirit" and
Victor Serge's "freedem-loving spirit."

None of these people such as Serge, Souvarine, MacDonald,
ete. understand that the Stalinist degeneration of the first workers
state in history was and is a unique phenomenon. It could occur
only in a workers state bequeathed a backward cconomy and left
isolated in imperialist encirclement. None of these people under-
stand the economic and political conditions which gave rise to
Stalinism, but aseribe it to lack of independent thinking among the
Bolsheviks, bad organizational procedures, absence of thec intangible
moral spirit possessed by the critic.,

' Both Farrell and Dwight MacDonald therefore objoct to that
part of Hanscn's report which refers to the Trotskyists as the most
moral people. I am not sure about Farrcll's views on the subject,
but the theory to which MacDonald adheres is well known. According
to this theory Trotsky's party does carry out Bolshevik practice,

but this practice, say the critics, is not moral and if the Trotsky-
ists do win a revolution it will surely degenorate precicsely because
i1t was won with Lenin's methods. MacDonald curiously enough belleves
the degeneration is already developing in the party. It 1s not

known how he squarcs this with the fact thaet all previous degenera-
tion of revolutlionary parties prior to revolution were social
patriotic degenerations which began under the banner of indepondent
thinking. Lenin's party did not degenerate becforc the revolution.
Only tremendous economic and soclal pressures wcrc able to destroy

it after the revolution. To try to find secds of degencration that
wilT flower after the party gains power is the mcst futile and usc-
less occupation imaginablc. A degoncration before the revelution
will not lead to success at all but to failure as in the casc of

the German soclal dcmocracye.

Farrell's vicws on this matter, I repcat, arc largely un-
known to me. I am nct familiar with his writings in this field.
However, it secms to mc he does indicate a line ~f thought similar
to that of MaeDonald in the criticism hc addrosses to the party.
Thus he dcclares that while hc dislikes and protests Hanson's man-
nerisms in the repsrt "How the Trotskyists Went to Jail" -- ". o .
these arc seecndary to its dangerous oriegntatisn<"” In a provi-us



sentence he specifies, "I also wish stronﬁly to object to the assenr
tion that only the Trotskylsts are moral.

Truth is, I am not sure that Comrade Cannon, whose remarks
I reported, really deserves credit ac first in making the observation
that only the Trotskyists are truly moral, Leon Trotsky wrote two
articles on precissly this question to which I am glad to refer
Farrell, "Their Morals and Ours,"™ and “The Moralists and Sycophants
Against Marxism." Trotsky's oplnion is quite unsqguivocal.

A few paragraphs will indicate his reaconing:

"Let us note in justice that the most sincere and at the
same time the most limited petty-bourgeols moralists still 1live
even today in the idcalized memoriec of yesterday and hope for 1ts
return. They do not understand that morality is a function of the
class strugrele;: that democratic morality corresponds to the epoch of
1iberal and progressive capitallism; that the sharpening of the class
strugegle in passing through 1ts latest phare dcfinitively and irrev-
ocably destroyed this morality; that in its place came the morality
of fascism on one side, on the other the morality of proletarilan
revolution."

John Decwey's. morality, for 1ns£ance, 1s not the morality
of the proletarian revolution. He is a supporter of “democratic"
capltaliesm.

®A revolutionary Marxist cannot begin to approach his histor-
ical mission without having broken morally from bourgcols public
opinion and ite egencies in the prolectariat,” declares Trotsky.
“For this, moral courage of a different calibre is required from
that of opening widc onc's mcuth at mectings and yelling, 'Down with
Hitlert' 'Down with Francol! It is precircely this resolute, com-
pletely-thcought-out, inflcxible rupture of the Bolsheviks from ccn-
servative moral philcsophy nct only of the big but of tho petty
bourgecisic which mortally terrcrizes democratic phraso-mongers,
drawing-ro-m prophets and lobbying heroes. From thie derive their
complaints about the 'amoralism! of the Bolsheviks,"

This seems clear c¢ncughe. Our morality requirecs an inflexible
rupture from thc conservative moral philosophy of Dewey and his
epokesmen,

"I'he 'amoralism' of Lenin, that is, his rejection of supra-
class morals, did not hinder him from remaining faithful to ono and
the same ideal throughcut his whole life; from devoting his whole
being to the cause »>f the oppressed; from displaying the highest
ccnscientiousness in the sphere of ideas and the highcst fearless-
ness in the sphere of action; from maintalning an attitude untainted
by the least supericrity to an 'ordinary'! worker, to a defensceless
woman, to a child. Docs it nct seem that 'amoralism' in the given
case 18 only a pseudonym for hlgher human moralitye"

Higher human morality did not vanish from the carth with the
death of Lenine In the final paragraph of his essay, Trotsky writess
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"In these immense esvents the 'Trotskylsts! learned the rhythm
of history, that 1s, the dialectics of the class strugsle. They also
learned, it seems, and to a certaln degree successfully, how to sub-
ordinate their subjective plans and programs to this objective rhythm.
They learned not to fall into despair over the fact that the laws of
history do not depend upon their individual tastes and are not sub-
ordinated to their own moral criteria. Thsey learned to subordinate
their individual tastes to the laws of history. They learned not to
become frightened by the most powerful enemies if thelr power is In
contradiction to the needs of historical development. They know how
to swim against the stream in the deop conviction that the new his-
toric flood will carry them to the other shore. Not all will reach
that shore, many will drown. But to participate in this movement with
open eyes and with an intense will -- only this can give the highest
moral satisfaction to a thinking beingl"

If Farrell still wishes “sfrongly to> object to the assertion
that only the Trotskyists are moral," it would seem that his quarrel
is primarily not with Hansen but with Trotsky. :

On the particular point involved, tho question as to whether
John Dewey, probably the outstanding moralist still left emong the
ideological apologists of capitalism, did not depart from the strict
path of rectitude in prcsenting his own political views when announce
ing the verdict of the Commission of Inquiry into the Charges Made
Against Leon Trotsky in the Moscow Trials, I can report that Trotsky
had an opinion on this too. I was in Coyoacan when the verdict of
"Not Guilty" was announced. Trotsky was greatly pleased -- the long
delsy in the announcement had aroused fears that perhaps GPU money
or terror was affecting the Commission. He immediately prepared a
press conforence. But Dewcy's injoction of his own views into the
announcement of the verdict was a bitter pill. Despite his admira-
tion of Dewey, Trotsky was quite irritated and thought of answering
his judge immediatcly in the press. Wo discussed the question in
L.D.'s sccrectariate Trotsky decided not to answer for the time
being. Nevertholess the 0ld Man reserved the right to answer Dewey
on a propitious occesione It 1s not withcut intercst that Dewey
probably had scme inkling of Trotsky's views sinco he tock the
trouble to answer "“Their Morels and Ours," with an article published
in the August 1938 New Intornational. Cannon naturally was aware of
Trotsky's opinion.

MacDonald 1s more explicit than Farrsll on the question of
Trotekyist morals. This Greenwich Village skeptlic who has demon-
strated for years by his sentimentality over the "victims of Kron-
stadt" that his emotions congenitally form along class linres, does
not like Hansen's style any wmore than docs Farrell, but that is not
his main point of difference. (MacDcnald for one certalinly must
have understood that had Hansen been assigned to write for his
circle of squeezed lemons he would have chosen a more acid style.)
MacDonald affirms, ", . . some of the worst parts of his article
are direct quotations from Cannon, the main leader." He specifies
that "high point™ of these “worst parts™ is Cannon's observaticzng
™ihen the history of this epoch 1s wriltten. « o they'll discover
that the cnly really moral people were thc Trotskyists." Then he
concludcs without showing the necessary conncetion -- that is a task
beycnd MaeDonald's capaclties -- “These symptoms are not new, of
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course, and grow from the Bolshevlik crganizational tradition -- but
that is another and larger story."

Now it is true thet Morrison is careful to claim that he
disagrees with MacDonald's conclusions. He 1s only willing to agree
with MacDonald's “minor" point that a leadership cult has appeared
in Trotsky's party. Presumably he will try to argue that this flesh
and blood leadership cult did not result from Bolshevik organization-
al procedure as alleged by MacDonald. Just how Morrison would ex-
plain the appearance of this alleged cult remains a mystery -- it is
not just Hansen's or Frankel's 1diosyneracies that require explana-
tion, we emphasize, but the appearance of the entire tendency '
"detected® by Morrison himself long befors MacDonald wrote his
article. - ‘

But still more compromising to Morrison's position is the
fact that MacDonald bases his conclusion principally rot on Hansen's
alleged adulation of Cannon, which Morrison makes out to be MacDon-
ald's only springboard, but on declarations of Comrade Dunne and
Comrade Cannon, the maln point being about Trotskylst morality.

rom what 1 know of Cannon and his followers," declares MacDonald,
®which is considerable, and from what I know of Dewsy's public be=-
havlior, which i¢ less but sufficient, it ie not Cannon who has the
right to talk about morality."

MacDonald refers to Cannon not Hansen and ultimately not
Cannon but Trotsky. Does Merrison then agree or disagree with the
declarations of Caennon and Dunne which were taken down, some of them
in shorthand, some recocrdcd from memory the same day they were
uttered? Ae Farrell and llacDonald specify, 1t 18 a certain crienta-
tion, certain ideas which are decisive and not Hansen's gocd or bad
manner of writIng of the trip to prison. Not that I at all advocate
Morrison shculd abandcn his independent thinking mercly to OK whatever
the leadershlp says -- I ammercly acsking for the results of his in-
dependent thinking on the idcas that werc expressed by Cannon and
Dunne .

If Morrison has understood MacDonald's criticlems and still
wishes to concede their correetness while denying tho conclusion
MacDonald draws from thom, then he concedes what ecem to me are somo
very importent conceptions. He would thereby deny that the program
" of Trotskylism 18 the highest moral, that osur party 1s destined to
fulfill the grecatest historic misslon since tho October revolution,
that future historians will be more intercsted in our party of today
than the bourgeols partles, Just as people now are more intcrested
in Lenin then the Kalser. These are some >f the "stupiditics", the
evidences of "p-litical pathclogy™, which Morrison is willing to
grant MacDonald.

In selccting the question of morality as the key questlon,
MacDonald was only being loglcal and consistent. He thercby placed
his views in the open for discussion and actlion. What are we to
think of a party lecader who goes a etep further than MacDonald, warn-
ing new mcmbers to "hesitate a thousand times™ before accepting "any
organizational proccdure® that "has a resemblance to €talinist pro-
cedurc,™ and who even calls on his followors to "destroy™ this in-
tangible "germ," but who refusce tc admit MacDonald's premise for
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such a warning?
Surely he must have some other good and valid premise?

The Hidden Premise

Let us accept at face value Morrison's declaration:
"The task 1s to attack and shatter MacDonald's conclusion," and
look elsewhere for the hidden premise that explains to him the
appearance of Stalinist tendencies in Trotsky's partye

There 18 only one other premise that I have ever heard
advanced and that 1s the explanation offered by Shachtman in 1939-
1940. True it 1s not exactly “Stalinist™ procedure that Shachtman
referred to, and if we preosume that Morrison believes Shachtman was
correct, then Morrison used the word "Stalinist" not in a sclentific
sense, -but in an inexcusably lax manner that could only disorient
the membership. .

A few sentences from "The War and Bureaucratic Conservatism"
which was signed by Abern, Bern, Burnham and Shachtman will give the
glst of this positlon: "“When we call the Cannon faction 'bureau-
cratic conservative,' we are giving a political characterization.,
But this particular political tendeney manifests itself at one and
the same time as conservative in its politics, and bureaucratic in
its regime -~ those are the two sides of the same coin . « » the
Cannon group is In a state of development. Its bureasucratic con-
servatlsm 1s not the product of a day or a year., It has become
crystallized, become a gystem, only gradually, over a long period. .
The Cannon faction is a bureaucratic conservative clique, not a
group built on a commonly zccepted politieal plat form. But what
then, holds it togethcr, if not a political platform? It, like all
such groupings, 1f it is to endure, has only onc resort: to group
itself around an individual, a leader. The 'platform' of the group-
ing becomes =~ the leader, It could not be otherwise.®

Rank an8 file members of Morrison's tendency who whisper
emong themselves that the petty bourgeols cpposition of 1939-1940
was right on the organizaticnal question havs probably becn advised
by thelr leader not to state openly their views about the scurce of
infection but to confine themsclves simply to stamping cut Stalinist
germs whenever they become manifest. They are supposcd to fight
typhoid by boiling their drinking wator rather than hunting down
the carrlers and the scurce of contaminatisn., We ask Morrison
directly, since you do not agrece with MacDonald's cxplanaticn of how
Stalinist procedurc cen appear in Trotsky's party, do you then agrec
with the explanation advanced by Abern, Bern, Burnham and Shachtman?
Isn't it Bolshevik prceedurc to say what 1s9?

Why not bring ocut in the open the premice which forces you
and your followers and sympathlzers tc accurc Trotsky's party of
fostering a "fawning®™ attitude to leaders and sponeoring a "leader-
worship complex™; of turning the "membership of the party « « » into
a prosecuting body, whipped to a frenzy™; of srganizing “literary
apache work"; of utilizing the party educatisnal system to culture
the "germ of Stalinist degeneration" Yru call on the party to
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“desﬁroz' this germ of Stalinist degeneration. You call on the
party to follow an "intangible™ spirit. Isn't an explanation in
order?

Our party is in no mood today to hear monstrous insinuations
that its leadership employs the methods of Stalinism. We reached a
conclusion on that subject some time ago. Anyone today hardened or
factional enough to make such insinuations had best be prepared to
develop his full views in the eyes of the membership.

“Our Program Founded on Bolshevism"

In khis letter of July 23 Morrison mentions that "This year
marks the end of a quarter of a century since I came into the revo-
lutionary movement and during all this time I have never heard nor
read of any case where responsible Bolsheviks have even discussed -
such a question as was raised at the New York membership meeting."

Because of this appeal to the authority of his 25 years in
the labor movement, Morrison's advice may have influenced some of
the youth who respect seasonod leadership. Surely one who has
served the working class that long must know what he 1s talking about!
Perhaps Morrison knows from a wealth of experience unavailable to us
that the best way to build the party 1s to boware of Stalinist pro-
cedures and to seek an intangible revolutionary spirit.

However, Leon Trotsky, the founder of our world party, had
something to say on the type of party he was building. In 1940 he
wrote a Manifesto whersin his conception of what must be done to
strengthen and prepare the party for 1ts tasks varies considerably
from the conception advanced by Morrison. The new membor is thus
fortunately able to choose boctween the authority of Trotsky and the
authority to which Morrison apreals. )

Here 1s how Trotsky views the problem now bothering Morrison:

®“'he Fourth International stands complctely and wholehecarted-
ly on the foundation of the revolutionary tradition of Bolshevism and
its organizational mcthods. Let the petty-bourgeois radicals whine
against centralism. A worker who has participated cven once in a
strike knows that no struggle 1s possible without discipline and a
firm leadorship. Ouyr entire epoch is pecrmeated with the spirit of
centralism. Monopoly capitalism has brought economic centralization
to its ultimate limits. State centralism in the gulce of fascism
assumed a totalitarian charactcr. The domceracies more and more
attompt to emulate this pattern. The trade union burcaucracy is
ruthlessly defending its powerful machine. Thé Second and Third
Internaticnals are brazenly utilizing the state apparatus in their
struggle against the revolutisn. Under thesc conditicne the eclemen-
tary guarantee of success is the countcrposing of revolutionary
centralism to the centralism of recaction. It i1s indispensable to
have an crganization of the proletarian vanguard welded together by
iron discipline, a genuine sclectinsn of tempered revolutionists
ready for self-sacrifice and inspired by an unconquerable will to
victory. To prepare the offensive systematically and painstakingly,
and when the decisive hour strikes to throw the entire strongth of



the class on to the fileld of battle without faltering -- only a
centralized party which does not falter itsclf 1s capable of teach-
ing this to the workers,

' ¥Shallow skeptics delight in citing the degeneration of
Bolshevik centralism intc bureaucratism. As though the entire course
of history depended on the structure of a partyl As a matter of

fact 1t is the fate of the party that depends on the course of the
class struggle. But in any cace the Bolshevik party was the only
party which proved in action its capacity for accomplishing the
proletarian revolution. It is precisely such a party that is needed
now by the international proletariat. If the bourgeols regime comes
out of the war with impunity, every revolutlonary party will suffer
degenerations If the proletarian revolution conquers, those condi-
tions which produce degeneration will disappear.'

Which Perspective?

Let us summarlze the two porspectives at issue, Our orien-
tation, in my opinion, must > based on the expectation of a wave of
recruitment of workers without previous political affiliation. Con-
sequently our entire organization, press and all, must be geared to
thig perspective.

In contrast to this realistic view, thc ncw opposition ten-
dency conceives that the main task 1s eternal vigilance against the
danger of Stalinist germs in our party. They want to arm new
{ecruits against the leadershipe. They want to warn of the dangers

nherent in discipline and centralism in order that new recruits
shall not be “misled" into losing "sight of the proud and emanci-
pating spirit which is part and parcel of Bolshevism."

It takes 1llttle imaginatlion to picture what type of branches
we would have wero the monstrous insinuations of these' soul sick
individuals taken at face value =- and the type of press and the
type of discipline., As against our methods and our morality, which
holds that the success of the revolution justifies everything neces-
sary to that success‘ they advance their feticsh about the "proud and
emancipating spirit. Should their views prevail, we could not
recrult workers or expect to hold them if we did get them in the
party. Our party would face stagnation and eventually degeneration.

It 18 necessary sharply to oppose the debilitating methods
and pernicious insinuations of theso people. The party must reject
thelr orientation in order to plungec without any hirdrance into the
new tasks that face us, Only in that way can the party surmcunt
the obstacles standing betwe:sn it and political hegemony of the
working class, including thec cbstacle of the Stalinist machine.

S
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WHY THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE RESCINDED THE CENSURE
OF FOUR NEW YORK MEMBERS FOUND GUILTY OF VIOLATING DISCIPLINE

On September 25, 1944, the Politlcal Committee passed the
following motion: ®That the Committee rescind the censure of the
four New York members found guilty of violating discipline; that the
Committee make it clear that it acted correctly in the case and that
in rescinding the censure it merely wishes to make an organization
concession in order to clear the atmosphere for a fruitful discussion
in the pre-convention perlod of the basic issues involved, 1.e., the
question of democratic centralism, and particularly the conduct of
comrades in relation to opponent organizations.,"

In rescinding the censure the Political Committee has not
changed its mind as to the correctness of the censurees The action
of the Political Committee in imposing the censure was taken in order
to safeguard the centralized functioning of the partys We are of
the firm opinion that in all relations with opponent groups comrades
must not act in anarchistic fashion but carry on their activities
with the full knowledge and under the direction of the party leader-
shipe To depart from this practice would moan departing from demo-
cratic centralism and could only harm our objective of building a
disciplined, revolutionary cambat party,.

We have voted to rescind the censure at this time because,
in the pre-convention discussion, 1t is tho main task to clarify the
fundamental principled questions of organizatlon which have been
raised in the partys This actlon will serve, we hope, to clear the
atmosphere of any extraneous issues, to remove any grievances which
may tend to obscure the important political questions involved and
thus to steer the discussion toward a solution of the major political
problems before the partye The political issues which are now before
the party for discussion are contained in the internal bulletins
published and those yet to be publishedes The question of the censure,
a8 well as the other organizational questions railsed in the pre-con-
vention discussion, have already rovealed a divergence of viewpoint
on the type of party we are to build and on the rolationship between
domocracy and centralism in our party. '

Questions of organizational method flow from the political
program. Although subordinate to the political program, they con-
stitute the indispensable instrument for its realization. Our party
is a voluntary orgenization. Its discipline, its solidarity in
action, 1ts centralized direction, can be enforced only if there 1is
understanding and agreement on our political and organizational
principles, We feel that by removing the censure we will help
facilltate a discussion of the basic, underlying concepts of demo-
cratic centralism which motived the censure,

Our organizational concepts flow from our program and the
needs of our program. These concepts are embodied in the resdlution
on "Organizational Principles upon which the Party is Founded."

(See The Struggle for & Proletarian Party, page 227). The need
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for revolutionafy centralism is stressed by Comrade Trotsky in

the following paragraphs from the Manifesto of the Fourth Interna-
tional on the Imperialist War and the Proletarian Revoiutions '

®The Fourth International stands completely and whole-
heartedly on the foundation of the revolutionary tradition of
Bolsheviem and its organizational methods, Let the petty~-
bourgeois radicals whine against centralism. A worker who has
participated even once in a strike knows that no struggle 1is
possible without discipline’ and a firm leadership. Our entlre
epoch 1s permeated with the spirit of centralism. Monopoly
capitalism has brought economic centralization to 1ts ultimate
limits. State centralism in the guise of fascism assumed a
totalitarian character, The democracies more and more attempt
to emulate this pattern, The trade union bureaucracy is
ruthlessly defending its powerful mdchine, The Second and
Third Internationals are brazenly utilizing the state appar-
atus in their struggle againet the revolution. Under these
conditions the elementary guarantee of success 1s the counter-
posing of revolutionary centralism to the centralism of
reactions It is indispensable to have an organization of the
proletarian vanguard welded together by iron discipline, a
genuine selection of tempered revolutionists ready for self=-
sacrifice and inspired by an unconguerable will to victory.
To prepare the offensive systematically and painstakingly, and
when the declsive hour strikes to throw the antire‘strengﬁh of
the class on to the field of battle without faltering = only
a8 centralized party which does not falter itself is capable of
teaching this to the workers. ,

®"Shallow sceptics delight in citing the degeneration
of Bolshevik centralism into bureaucratism, As though the
entire course of history depended on the structure of a party!l
As a matter of fact it i1s the fate of the party that depends.
on the course of the class struggle, But in any case the
‘Bolshevik party was the only party which proved in action its
capacity for accomplishing the proletarian revolution. It is
preclisely such a party that is needsd now by the international
proletariat, If the bourgeois regime comes out of the war
with impunity, every revolutionary party will suffer degener-
ation. If the proletarian revolution conquers, those conditions
which produce degeneration will disappear.”

Political Committee



