VOL. VI; No. 7 . October, 1944

Issued hty
SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY \

116 University Place
@ New York 3, W. Y.

ICEONTENE S
2 [ 2, BOEN
~5f3/173_% Aﬁ al b b bt Page

L Z
L 4
-

On the Presidential Election Campaign, by M. Morrisons
Lstter from Bayonne on the alections ¢+ « o+ ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢« v ® 4+ + 6

Our Tactic in the 1944 Presidential Elention, :
By Jack O'Connell. « o o o ¢« o o o o o s o o o o ¢ o o 6

Why the Political Committee Rejected the Provosal to

Give Critical Support to the SP in the Presiden-

tial Elections’ By John Q} W"ight e o o & ¢« o o s « » 10
Correepondence on Pardon Applications. o o s o o o s o o o 16
Reply to Comrade Margaret Steward from M. Morrison . . . . 28

Reply to Morris Stein from M. MOPriSON o« « o o o s o o o o 29

On the Functioning of the National Committee,
By Lydia Bennett ® @ o 6 .0 ¢ 8 3 0 & 6 o o & o o s e e B3




-1 -

ON THE PRESIDENTJAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN
By M. Morrison

August £, 1944

What course should we follow in the coming presidential
election campaign? Since there will be no Labor Party candidate,
the situation would be 1deal for running a candidate of our own =-
especlially in view of the imprisomment of the candidate and other
members of the paffy. The regrettable fact remains, however, that
we cannot get on the ballot and this eliminates the possibllity of
conducting a campaign for our own candidate. I consider a write-in
campaign, under present circumstances, ths equivalent of no campaign.
Actually there 1s only one course open to us, if we want to partlci-
pate actively in the coming election campaign -~ and that is to offer
critical support to the Soclalist Party. I am assuming that 1ts
candldate will be on the ballot in quite a few states,

We are, in effect, confronted by a choico of non-participa-
tion In the campaign or critical support to the S.Po The simplest
and easlest solution is to abstaln, but for a serious political party,
only the most exceptional circumstances would jJustify abstentlon in
a presidential campaigne. I can see no such circumstances at present.
In an election where three parties appear on the ballot -~ two openly
capitalist and one running under the label of socialism (I am dis-
regarding the Socialist Labor Party), the propsr course for us to
follow, where we are unable to get our candidate on fhe ballot, 1is
to give critical support to the S.P. Especially is this true at
present when a large number of workers has bscome disillusioned with
Roosevelt. We must take advantage of thelr disillusiomment and
attempt to turn their attention to the idea of sociallism. 1In gsnersl
workers do not like to abstain from voting and we should not encourago
them to do so. On the conirary we must encourage them to vote in
such a way as to turn the movement of the workers in our general
direction.s In giving critical support to the S.P, we are, 1n essence,
asking the workers to vote against capitalism and for the ldea of
socialisme We tell them plalnly that it is the pest means avallable,
at the present momont, of showing their hostility to capitaliem and
their acceptance of tae idea of socialism. y

We must, of course, conduct our campalgn on our own platiorm
wherein we make all the necessary explanations and criticismes of the
S.Pe. and its candicate, Thinking worksrs will find thi® course more
understandable and more serious taan one which tells them not to vote
or which offers them no advice at all about voting. Should the dis-
cussion be favorable to critical support of the S.P. (or for that
matter, in any caso) our platform should deal mainly with the follow-
ing three points:

(1) Post-war problem =- preossenting our solution tc guarantee
jobs to all workers and returned soldisrs,

(8) ©No interference with the right of the European masses
to determine their own fatse.

(3) Lebor party,
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The last question 1s not exactly proper in a platform during
a presidential campaign but we need not be formal about this matters
We are amxious to educate workers to realize the necessity of a
Labor party and a presidential election affords us an opportunity to
do so0.

% # %
September 17, 1944

I am informed that the P.C. has seat out a letler stating
our policy in the coming eleetioun campaigne. If my informatlon as to
the contents of the letter is correct then, basing my judgment on
the letter alone, I would say that there i1s no evidence whatever that
the PeC., in arriving at 1ts conclusion, followed the Marxist method.

The motion, prosented by Morrison, to give critical support
to the Socialist Party, had the following as its motivation: (I am
assuming that the letter sent by the P.C. did not contain the motiva-
tion. That was wrong because the membership 1s entitled to know the
basis of a “suggestion" or a motion. Naturally, the motivation was
not fully developed, but it was snough to give the members something
to discusse In this particular instance the P.C., should have sent
the motivation in the lettar.) ‘

Morrison starts from the proposition that a Marxist party
abstains only under the most exceptional circumstances, I am not
now considering a conscious boycott, but simply abstaining from par-
ticipation. A revolutionary party 1s in duty bound to find some
way, if 1t possibly can, to participate in the most active way 1n
every important election campaign. If only capitalist parties are
on the ballot we are compelled to abstaln and we then tell the workers
openly not to vote. There is nothing else we can do. But 1f there
is any pos=sibility to participate we must do sos A party that ab-
stains because all the condltions are not favorable, a party that
says nothing because 1t cannot say everything, does not follow tho
tradition of Bolshevism. ' :

It may be argusd that we are not abstaining since we intend
to conduct a campalgn around the Labor party issuce Let us not split
hairss. It 1s ebstalining if, in an election campaign, we¢ do not run
our own candidats and we do not tell the workers to vote for any
other candidatee R
The questlon can be put very simply: we offer our propaganda
. to the workerse A serious worker askss whom shall I vote for now,
since there is not as yet any Labor party? The answer must bes do
not votee This is abstentionism and nothing else,

- Let us consider 2ll the circumsStances to sec whether absten=
tionlan must be followed in the coming campalgn bocause there is no
other way outs There 1s no Labor party conducting a campaign. We
cannot run our own candidate. Becausa of the fact that our candidate
would bs in prison together with 17 others, that would be the indlcatec
course (i1f we could get on the ballot). A write-in campaign is pos-
sible. But, under present cirecumstances, a write-in campaign is



equivalent to no campaign.

There are three partles that will appear on the ballot == two
openly capitalist and one running under the label of socialism (I am
excluding the £.L.P.) Immediately the course should suggest iteelf
- of giving critical support to the &.P. and thus avoid abstalning,

In general, when a party designating itself as socialist and believed
by many workers to be sociallist i1s on the ballot against capitalist
parties it would be our proper course to glve the soclallet party
.critical support where we ourselves cannot get on the ballot. Very
important factors should prevent us from following such a course,

to avoid abstalning,.

Let us further consider the present situation to determine
whether there are any factors in favor of giving critical support to
the S.P. All the evidence points to a great deal of dissatisfactlon
with the present admlinistration, among the workers., We do not know
exactly how deep 1t 1s and whether 1t will take the form of abstalning
from voting or a turn to the Republican party. We do not know whether
the dissatisfied worker will vote for Roosevelt as the lesser cvil,
This 1s the most probable course he will take,

What 1s our task under the circumstances? It is to take
advantage of the dissatisfaction of a great many workers and help
them take a course away from the capitalist parties, a course leadlng
towards socialism.

Generally speaking, the workers want to vote and, unless we
have no alternative, we should encourage them to do so and partlcipate
actively in the elections. In an election campaign where we do not
have our own candidate and where there 1s a candidate of a party
that in the eyes of many workers stands for socialism, by all means,
encourage the dissatisfied worker to vote agalnst the capitalist
partliess Tell a worker not to vote and in all likelihood he will
vote for what he considers to be the lesser evil., Tell him to vote
agalnst capitallism by voting for a party that calls itself socliallst,
with all the necessary explanations, and the likellihood is that you
will indicate to the dissatisfied and serious worker a course that
appears reasonable to him, a course that he will follow in preference
to absteining, a course that will aid him in following a direction
leading to our party. It should secem quite obvious that the questlon
Mihat course in the coming election campaign advances most the inter-
ests of the working masses and of our party -- abstention or critical
support to the S.P.?" 1s not at all difficult to answer, if one takes
all existing factors into consideration. To give critical support to
the S.P, is demanded by the existing situation,.

It goes without saying that giving critical support to the
S.P. st1ll means centering our campaign around our own platform. In
the coming campaign the situation calls for a platform centering
around the transitional demand of taking over the big industries and
operating them under workers' control, Critical support mesns that
we make all the necessary explanations and criticisms of the S.P. and
1ts candidates But instead of ending up by saying don't vote, we
conclude by telling them to vote for the Soclalist Party as a protest

against the capitalist parties and as an indication to fight for
soclalism,



What 1s the approach of the P.Ce to the whole question, at
least, as indicated by the letter? Does it give an analysis of all
the facters and indicate those factors? Does it ask the general
questions whilch course -- abstention or critiecal support -- will
further our general alms, under prevailing conditions? Nol It simply
lays down two general principles either of whigh would Justify ecritical
support to the S.P., The reasoning 1s not that of a Marxist, but of
one who llmits himself to a syllogisme It states a major premise:
to justify critical support of a party, it must be a mass party, or
it must take our position on the war; the minor premise is that the
SePs 18 not o mass party nor does it take our position on the war;
the conclusions no critical support. The whole approach to the
question tends to show that very frequently those who shout loudest
about Hegelian dialectics do not know how to use the Marxist dialectic
method.

What the P.C. does is to isolate two factors -- very important
ones, to be sure, and disregards all other factors. What 1t does is
to mention those conditions which, if they exlsted, would maeke our
problem very easy of solution.

Some months bafore he was assassinated, Trotsky proposed that
we glve critlcal support to the Stalinist party in the 1940 electionse
He argued mainly, if I recollect correctly, that the Stalinist party
took a position that the war at that time was an Imperiallst war and
supporting the Stalinists on that basis would enable us to make close
contact with the rank-and-file Stalinilsts, Trotsky had a specific
purpose -- to get closer to the rank~and-file of the Stalinist party.
The war attitude of tho Stalinists was the opportunity to be utilized.

The PeCe rejected Trotsky's proposal. I had just completed
the draft of an article supporting the proposal when the news of the
murderous attack came and made 1% impossible for me to attend the
party conference at which it was decided not to support the Stalinistse.

If my memory serves me correctly, the reascn for rejecting
Trotsky's proposal was that it would creste a rift between us and
the progressive unionists with whom we had contact =- a reason border-
ing very close to opportunism. The lmportant polnt is that when it
came Yo rejecting critical support, the P.C. did not hesitate to find
a factor other than the position of tiw Stalinists on the ware 1
admit that logically it can be said that naining a condition without
which we can give critical suprort does not mean that if the conGition
exlsted we must give critical support. I menticn the 1940 incident
to show that there seems to be no hesitation to find ressons for sb-
- staining,. '

Oour tactics in every important election must be based on the
factors that exist in that particular campaign. When in 1940 Trotsky
advlsed critical support of the C.P. it was Decause he saw the pes~
sibllity of achleving a certain objective under the conditions tren
prevalling. In the prusent election campalgn we must ask ourselvess
is there an objJective favorable to us which can be achleved under
prevalling clrcumstances by giving critical support to the S:Pc? To
answer that question Marxlsts must analyze all the factors and not
formulate some goneral principle and determine our attitude exclusive=-
ly on the basis of that goeneral pyinciples I have indicated above
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whaﬁ objective we can hope to achlevs by critical support of the
S.Ps It 1s to help the dissatisfled worker find a road away from
capltallst parties, v

If the S.,P, were completely insignificant I would not advo-
cate giving i1t critical support. It 1s, of course, not a mass organ-
ization, with roots 1n the masses, But we must recognize that 1its
voting strength 1s far out of proportion to its organizational strengtl
The S.P. may not have three times the number of members we have, but
it cen poll 50 times the numoer of votes we cane We should not for-
get that many thousands of people still think of the S.P. as represent-
ing soclallsm; we must not forget that it has the advantage of a can-
didate who has been greatly publiclzed and who, in the cyes of many,
stands for socialisme Ask this questiong 1s it easier for our party
members working in a 'shop to says we think this and this of the S.P,.
and 1ts candldate, but in view of the non-existence of a Labor party,
in visw of the fact that we cannot get on the ballot, and for the '
purpose of having you vote against capitalism and for socialism, we
advise you to vote for Thomase Or 1s 1t eazier for him to says There
~1s no Labor party, don't vote for anybody. '

It would have been far more correct for the P.C. to canvass
our party members who come 1ln contact with workers and discuss the
question with them for the purpose of getting an idea what is the
best way to approach the workers, than to deicde on a basis of a
general prineciples Not that such a method can lead to absolutely
correct conclusions, but 1t is certainly better than deciding on the
basis of a goneral proposition, without any analysis of all the fac-
tors involved in the situation, '

The same lotter that notified the branches of the P.Cs deci-
sion against eriticsl support of the SePs also informed the members
that we would Mutilize the campaign to put. forth our Labor party
position." If that means that our Labor party position becomcs the
central point of our electlon campaign, it is wrong through and
throughe It 1is evident that the grcat problem worrying the working
masses 18 the problem of a job, after the war is over. It is the
broblem worrying the soldiers. Every party understands that and
deals with it. Even on the basis of no eritical support to the SePe,
our platform and our propaganda muct center on our solution to that
problome The transitional demend of taking over the industries,
convert them to poace production under workers! control and assure
every worker a Job and high wages 1s the natural and absolutely
necessary central demand. Ho who does not understard that, under=-
stands nothing about a Bolshevik approach to the present situation,
The Labor party position is a secondary point == important but second-
arye What must be strossed 1s the objuctive and the struggle for 1t,
Wo do not guarantee that a Labor party will achieve that objective;
1t 1s only a means of struggle and only if 1t struggles will it be
valuable for the masses, '

AR



LETTER FRON_BAYONME

September 23, 1944
To the Political Committes:

The Bayonne branch at its meeting on Friday, September 22, had
a thorough-going discussion on the communication on our attitude
toward the S.P. in the coming election, as proposed by the P.C. We
unanimously did not agree with the position as advanced by the P.C.
for the following reasons:

It is an unrealistic approach to a very practical question.
Critical support for Thomas would in no way deter the advancement of
our program of an Independent Labor Party. If anything, it would help
us to advance the necessity for such a party. A vote for Thomas, as
advocated and explained by us, would not be a vote for the program of
the S.Ps but rather as a protest vote aimed at the two capitalist,
antl-labor candidates. This question is not of a principled nature
but purely tactical in character -- as evidenced by our ability to
support the S.P. candidates in Reading -- even with thelr program.

We have an opportunity to present a clear line to those workert
(and we are confident that they are not few in number) who are fed
up with the two parties and channelize their sentiments into a clear-
cut protestation of this fact positively rather than in a negative
fashion of refusing to vote at all.

In our experience, we find a positive position of this nature
advantageous to us in our trade union worke. We found workers supporte=
ing Thomas and wearing Thomas butions, Naturally, we wouldn't con=
slder supporting Thomas if a Lebor Party were on the scene but we
must utilize the tools and weapons we have on hand to build our partye

On the basis of these faets, we ask the P.Cs to reconsider the
position it has already adopted with ths purpose of reversing them-
selves,

Bayonne Branch

4% 4% %

OUR TACTIC 'IN THE 1944 PRESIDINI'JAL ELECTION
By Jack O'Connell

The presidential eloctlon of 1944 1s occupyling the theater
of politics againe. It is stirring the imagination of a considerable
section of the Amcrican workers and focusing the defeatism of others,
And the best workers will want to know whom to voto fore. Wall Street's
Communist Party 1s running Roossvalt; the Socialist Labor Party and
Soclalist Party have a candidatc; the Labor Party is still a good
idea; and the SWP, it seems, will be outside again in 194492

For a revolutionary party, and in particular the SWP, which
1s adding flesh to its roots in the trade union and stretching 1its
branches into the workers! nelghborhoods, for a workers' party to
content 1tself in a consequential clectlon with the notation to the
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workers .that "if there was a labor-party, we would support its cane
didate," is derelict and i1s a serious challenge to the rightfully
vaunted preeminence of the party in the workers' movement,

Predicating ourselves upon the mistaken yearning for the ine
evitable rise of a labor party, no serious attitude appears to have
been taken toward our participation as a party in the coming elections.
We can simply state that we are passing this one by, with regrets of
course, and even less realism about the fact that there will be no
labor party in this election, and that by the next election the nee-
essity of a labor party to the masses will probably be extinct,

It has been expected that a sledge-hammer blow from the Admin-
istration would make clear the need of a labor party. Not one, but
tens of blows have fallen on the labor movement, but they seem to hit -
the nail and not the headl . The trades union bureaucrats show that
-they cannot conceive of a labor movement, except by grace of the Ade
ministration and the government labor board machinery. Much that the
DeLeonists have omened has become reality and it may count for them
if we fall to supplant them on the electoral field,

The abllity of the collaborationist labor leadership to
strangle the aspirations of the workers indicates that actions on the
economic field are as excluded today as when we adopted our policy’
of continence in the union movement. We concluded that the workers
would have to0 transfer their struggle onto a political plane, And
if we cannot give them a labor par%y for 1944, we must, whenever and
wherever possible, channelize the healthy desire of thé workers to
express themselves through the ballot,

In this most critical hour of world-capitalism the SWP pro-
poses to lead the workers to power and a socialist world, and to do
80 with a flexible and concrete tactical program, The importance of
participation in electoral actions at this time can be measured by
our own enthusiasm at the success of the CCF and the fearful reluc-
tance of the British ruling class to hold elections at all. With a
revolution on the surface in Italy, the Balkans, and Denmark; with
an explosion imminent in Germany and the relation of class.forces on
a world scale; with the spectre of greater cconomic privations under
capitalism in the post-war world already haunting the workers in the
lncreasing employment cutbacks; in short, with the last agony of im-
perialism intensified many-fold with mounting death and starvation
tolls throughout the world, the Pasty in solidarity with the Fourth
International 1s duty-bound to show a requisite political imagination
and introduce itself as a full-fashioned political party before the
American workers, « :

: 1f our work is circumseribed by the impossibility of direct

action on the economic trade-union field and the failure of the much
desired labor party to materialize, we cannot retire to the position
of being merely a propaganda party,.

. In this election we have recognized strong impulses on the
part of the workers to turn away from the two old parties, and in
the success of the Militant subscription drive we have proclaimed a

new readiness of the workers to learn our ideas and turn toward
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gocialisme Is it not probable that these tendencies will find ex-
pression in the balloting? And how? ot so many workers will stay
home as did 1n the off-year elections¢ Tho other partles of the labor
movement are taking advantage of the vlection-forum and will present
their ideas to these workers who take a more active interest in
politics durlng the precidentisl election year and in the middle of

a world war, They will give the workers a chance to reglster their
desires and to feol thelr strength by giving them a candildates

Electoral politics can be both overecstimated and underestimated.
They have a place in arousing the imaglnation of the workers and must
be accorded a proportional plece in our work. It may be true that
the workers can galin the most by reading a selectlon of our literature;
but it 1s not enough to tell them that we have no labor party candl-
date they can vote for, that they should read our paper, pamphlets
and join us in the imperceptible cautlious struggle to bulld a revolu-
" tionary sociallst leadership in the trade unions, They want action --
a candidate and campalgn to voto for -« and may turn to those partiles
that offer i1te (Thzre is evidence that the workers are doing just
that)s We cannot merely express regrets and leave the workers to the
other partiese We correctly call ourselves a workers' mass partys
and must therefore find a concrete answer for the worker in the elec-
tlon and find a concrete tactic for most advantageously exploiting
the election.

The mistake of assuming the inevitebility of a labor party
arlsing rules out the appearance of our own party on the ballot. We
are left with the only alternative of giving critical support to
Norman Thomas in a manner conslstent with our aims and organlizationally
frultful, or -- oexpressing regrets and gbstract theories about a labor
partys A polemic as a substitute for a candidate willl get very
little hearing outslde of Now York Cilty.

Immedlately the objeeticn, to critlical support for Thomas, that
we are trying to clarify the difforences between the S.P, and our
Party will arise, as if clarification were then impossible and that
impossibility an argument agalnst lending critical supportes The same
should hold true for criticai support to a labor party candidate and
the Communist Party if we had supportod Browder as Trotsky correctly
advocated in the last election. Are we not trying to distinguish
ourselves from them? Moreover, critical support for the candidate of
another party, 1f correctly managed, 1s a vory good way of focusing
attentlion on the differences. That it 1g and wonld have beecn techni-
cally impossible and financially umnwise to snter our own party on
the ballot, is nohow an argumont ageinst critical support for other

candidates

The Party should be made aware of the valuo of electorsl ac-
tivitye The Party took a step forward when it ran candidaetes in New
York, New Jersey, and Minnesota, Ve were very anxious for the propa-
ganda arena which the labor party would have afforded, And since it
1s too late to run Cannon, modestly 1n a fcw states, for president,
we might very well exploit the candidacy of Thomas for a propaganda
arenae We'Would be able to hold meetings under our own ausplces to
propagate our ideas around the immediate act of voting for Thomas at
the pollse In like manner we would issue a pamphlet for mass sale
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on a door-to-door and meeting basis. It should be kept in mind that
many workers, particularly those new to politics and socialism, attach
an exaggerated importance to their vote, preparing themselves emotion-
ally for the act. And the act of voting socialist very often has the
effect of psychologically re-conditioning them in that they have
committed themselves and are bound, thus preparing them for further
political development.

The intention here is not to over-evaluate electoral politics
or contend that the question of our participation in one or this
election will determine the outcome for the proletarian revolution,
but simply to urge that a parly close to the workers gains influence
and strength, 1s more easily understood by giving the workers a can-
didate than when it says: ™it doesn't look so hot boys, the Soclalist
Worker's Party doesn't have any labor party candidates to vote for,
skip 1t." And right now we cannot speak of 1946 or '48.,

If there are important groups and individuals in the labor
movement and progrecsive circles who want a labor party because they
are sick of the bourgeoils parties, where will they go if they don't
got one? &1t home? Some to PAC? Some to Thomas?

It is reasonable to expect that the Socialist Party stands a
good chance of getting the support of some of these people and in-
creasing thelr vote and weight. Whether they can concretize this
organizationally 1s of no importance heree (We can.) For why is 1t
impossible for us to get many of these workers who will go over direct-
ly to the SP and SLP columns, and even into those parties? Or get a
hearing from them? We have a better program and more color, ’

Moreover, Trotsky appears to have been correct when in 1940
he proposed that the American party glve critical support to Earl
Browder of what 1s now Wall Street's Communist Party. VWhatever ob-
jections prevalled are vaguc and would seem to have revolvad around
the questlion of how to explain to the anti-Stalinist petty-bourg:-is
intellectuals of that period, What appears to have motivated Trossky
must be that the workers neecded a concrete answer on whom to vote for
to vote agalnst the war, and also to rcach the CP members and follow-
eIrsS. . .

The conditions requisite for support of another party are:
1) The workingclass origin sui soots of a political party; 2) The
immediate prugram snd coloration of that party; 3! The strategical
velue of such support to us in developing the clars struggle. Those
conditions would seem to have been met by Browder in 1940,

, The Socialist Party candidate cannot fill the bill in equsal
degree, but in the main, Thomds will represent a rallying ground for
the anti-capitalist workingman's votc. The immediate program of ths
SP 18 for critical support of the war plus N, Thomas! recommendations
to the bourgeoisie on how to manage their system and wars more vir-
tuouslye While not clecar and consistont from the class point of
view, they demand certain reforms, ecgo rising seale of wages to meet
the rising cost of living; equal rights for negroes. « . In the
absence of a 1< or party they may, to repcat, vory well get some of
the support intended for a labor party. We cannot ignore tho fact



that in a Presidential year, due to tradition, they can in some
places reach larger audiences than we can, and many workers too,
possibly collecting some of the anti-war vote besides. We surely
have something to gain by explolting their campaign, reaching their
audiences and explaining our principle differences wherever possible,

While 1t 1s still necessary to carry on an agltation for a
labor party, we should bear in mind that the labor party development
is not necessarily occluded. It is very possible that the non-revo-
lutionary leadership of the lebor movement will continue to be so
suplne as to compel, under rapidly changing conditions, a direct turn
of the proletariat to the banner of the revolutionary party.

July 24, 1944
WA

WHY THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE REJECTED THE PROPOSAL
TO GIVE CRITICAL SUPPORT TO TIE SP
IN THE PRECIDENTIAL ELECTIONS

By John G. Wright

The Politlcal Committee rejected the proposal that we give
“eritical support® to the SP in the 1944 presidentisl campaign because
this proposal 1s purely formal and sbstract in character. It is an
arbitrary construction, arrived at through the method of drawing
conclusions from analogies whieh do not at all fit the situation.
There 1s only a superflcial resemblance between this proposal and the
classic examples of critical support advocated or applied in the
Bolshevik movement. From these past examples just the opposite con-
clusions flowe

It is not difficult to demonstrate that the proposal to give
critical support to tho 8P fulfills none of the primary conditions
of the revolutionary utilization of parliamentarianism,

In the sphere of electoral activity, gs in all other spherss,
the Bolshevlk approach is distinguished first and foremost by its
concretenesse Truth 1s concretes This is the first and most import-
ant law of the dialectic ~- and of our political activity.

The Concreteness of Bolshevilz Maneuvers
-—-—-—-—u————-.——...————-vo-—»-—-——-—————-—m—-——-———-.-.-‘

_ In its most general form the proposal amounts to our engaging
in a maneuver. Now every maneuver takes as its starting point a
specific relationship of forces. For it is easy tc see that a man-

euver which flles in the face of the actuszl corrolations is hopeiess
to begin with, .

But ‘the proponents of this maneuver do not even bother to
establish the correlation between our party and the SP, As a force
in the labor Movement today we are by far the more dynamic party.
Here, the question must be approached not from the standpoint of pure
arlthmetioc but as a process. We are on the upgrade. Our movement

N
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is being geared for a qualitatlve expansion of both its forces and
activity. The 3P, on the other hand, is a political fiction, or
more correctly, a political ghost, It 1s 1n process of dlsintegra-
tion. All that remains are vestiges of what used to he essentially
a small vote-getting machine, which once had some attractive power
within certain layers of the working class., '

The main task of Norman Thomas and his followers today is to
perpetuate this fiction of the SP. Our task, if any, in relation
to the SP 1s not in any way to nourish this fraud, but to expose it.
In this connection it 1s false to draw qualitative distinctions be-
tween the SP and the SLP. The latter 1s merely in a more advanced
stage of mummificetion. The SLP shows to the SP its true visage.

The proponents of the maneuver, in order to give it some sem=-
blance of reality, involuntarlily paint up the SP. This is a trap.
The Political Committee flatly rejects such a false viewpoint,

So far as the correlation of forces is concerned the proposal
thus hangs suspended in mid-air,

Let us now see how matters stand in other important respeots.
We engage in a maneuver not simply for the sgake of “doing something,"
that 1s, merely to make the recorde That is not at all the way in
which the party reveals its dynamic force. Essentially, what a
parliamentary maneuver of "critical support™ amounts to is this:
Because of an existing relationship of forces, the majority of the
workers, or an important scctlon of the working class, are in the
grip of certaln illusions. Basing i1tself on these 11iusions the
revolutlionary party oifers the workers to go through a specific ex-
perience together with thom, warning in advance what the results will
be.

Bolshevik Precedents

Tho outstanding features of such a maneuver may be summed up
as follows: it has an address (it 1s clear at whom the manouver 1is
being directed); 1t has a clearly delineatecd basis (the specific mass
1llusions); 1t has a clearly defined aim (undergoing a certain exper-
lence with the masses, or a section of them) and the 1imits of the
maneuver are clearly set in advance.

We shall illustrate our thought with two exampless . 1) Lenin's
proposal in the carly days of the Communist International that the
British CP give critical support to the Labor Party; 2) Trotsky's
proposal 1n 1940 that we glve critical support to Browder in the
presldential electionse. '

Lenin's proposal was addressed to the overwhelming majority
of the English workers. Lenin propose¢d that the English CP base '
itself on the 1llusions of the workers about their Labor Party leader-
ship and says We haven't the slightest 1llusion about the treacher-
ous character and role of these Labor leaders, but you have. Very
well, we will get together with you in order to place these gentlemen
in powere Thgn through your own experience you will be able to gauge
in practice the difference between what these treacherous leaders eay
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and what they actually do.

Lenin pointed out that such an experience was an indispensable
Rart of the political education of the English workers. IHe wrote:

e o o Revolution 1s impossible without a change in the views of the
majority of the working class, and this change 1s brought about by :
the political experience of the masses, and never by propaganda alone."
("Left-Wing" Communism, p. 66).

All the conditions of the maneuver which we. listed above are
clearly set forth and met in Lenin's proposal,

Lenin's proposal was directed at the majority of the working
class, Trotsky's 1940 proposal was addressed exclusively to the Amer-
ican CP, cmbracing 1in its ranks politically advanced workers who were
tending in a leftward direction at the time. Let -us recall that this
was the period of the Stalin-Hitler pact, when the Stalinists in order
to cover up thelr treacherous role in the war advanced a pseudo-revo-
lutionary antie-war position, singling out the Anglo-American imperial-
ists, but keeping mum about the imperialist character of Germany,
Italy, and Japan. The Stalinist followers and dupes were convinced
that this was a genuinely Leninist position. Trotsky proposed that
we base ourselves on this i1llusion, and offer to go through an exper-
lence with the Stalinist rank-asnd-file, warning thtm in advance, that
Browder would shift hils line the moment Stalin's foreign policy ran
into a blind alley and required a sudden shift, :

The Old Man advanced his proposal during discussions with
our comrades in Coyoacan at the times and then withdrew it because of
tho practical objections raised. He did not agree with those objec-
tions, but deferred to the opinion of Comrade Cannon and others.

How the Present PrOposal Differs from‘Thpse Cited

In any case the essential similarity of the foregoing two
proposals hardly requircs additional comment. :

What has the present proposal in common with them?

What 1s the basis of this maneuver? Are we to base ourselves
on certain illuslions of the SP followers? Nobody proposes this.

Is there then a significant section of American workers who
cherish i1llusions about the 8F? No one claims this,

Is there a possible nationwide movement on the part of workers
or a significant section of the labor movement to vote for the SP as
a "protest"? This argument -- tho only half-serious one that could
' be advanced -- is not advanced by Comrade Morrison. The Milwaukce
comrades do adumbrate this pointe It 18 quite possible that in Wiscon-
sin, because of the local situation, the old SP traditions, etc.
there may be indications of such a trend. But this does not at all
correspond with the facts nationally. There 1s no sign of such a
trend nationally. It is impermissible to construct a national policy
on the basls of an isolated situation in this or that locality, -

i



The consensus of opinion is that the mood of the workers
today 1is characterized by APATHY...an apathy which extends to all
parties on the ballot,

. What does the proposal to give Thomas critical support offer
to these apathetic workers? It offers not that we go through an
experience with them which they themselves are willing and determined
to undergo; but just the opposite. It proposes that they go through
a certain experience with us, This, you will note, 1s just the
opposite course to the one proposcd by Lenin In the 'twenties and by
Trotsky in 1940.

The proposed maneuver, with a dubious starting point, lacks
any basis, MNMoreover, it has no address. Or rather if points in
two different directions: at the SP and the mass of disillusioned
workers at one and the same time.

A Juxtaposition of this proposal with those made by Lenin
and Trotsky suffices to reveal 1its formal, abstract and arbitrary
character. It falls apart under the least breath of criticism,

Ask yourselves; Why should the workers follow such an
artificial prescription? Granting that they would be willing to
llsten to us: What possible arguement can we glve them why they
shouldn't vote for us on a write-in campaign? (Comrade Morrison,
incidentally, correetly dismisses such a campaign as a pure formality.
Or why a vote for the SLP 1s not just as much a "protest® vote as
one for Norman Thomas? Or just why abstention from voting isn't
Just as much an expression of protest as any of the above proposals.

The Party's Orientation and Tasks *

Precisely because their proposal disregards the actual rela-
tionship of foreces, and lacks the necessary basis among the masses
themselves, they never stop to consider other key aspects of the
question. Not the least of these, is our party's present orientation
and its current tasks, :

We are oriented toward workers without previous political
affiliations. A large section of our party 1s now comprised of such
recrults. Ve expect the most fruitful field of recruitment to come,
from those disillusioncd with capitallst parties, and convinced of
the necessity of forming a labor party. Precisely because the Trotslk:
ists are widely identified as the only force today genuinely in favor
of the labor party we stand to gain from the processcs of disillusion-
ment now gathering headway. How does the proposal square with this
orlentation? It runs counter to it. ‘

Why should we interpose a proposal to Vote for another parsy
between ourselves and the workers who are now secking a real so.uilon
to their problems? Wihy can't we utilize the presidential electzocns
tovput forward our position, patiently explaining to the workers just
why they find themselves in the present poslition and just how their
leaders are responsible for it9



The proponents of the maneuver have thought nothing out to the
end, They have not stonped to conslder just what would be the char-
acter of our campaign in “eritieally supporting™ the SP.

In general, the proper conduct of such a campaign demands 90
percent criticism -- 10 percent support, In this way the party pre-
pares the workers at whom the mancuver is directed to draw the full
lessons of the experience through which we 1intend to pass together
with them.

What does this mean in the given case? Hitherto we have de-
voted a minimum of space to the SP, and corrcctly so. No one has
criticized our press for this, Undertaking the proposed campalgn would
mean suddenly devoting for the duration of the campalgn considerable
space to a criticism of the SP. We would have to say what is: namely,
that the SP Is nelther "socialist™ nor a party; that its position on
all basic questions, especlally on the war, 1s deceitful and treachcr-
ous through and through. We would have to show that the &P is least
to be identified with a movement for an independent labor party (we
would have to expose all the machlnations and crimes of the Thomasites
in Michigan in connection with the MCF), etc. etce

If all this were addressed to workers who cherished illusions
about the SF, it would make senses But to address this to workers
who are completely indifferent to the SP to begin with, 1s to put our-
selves in a position that borders on the ridiculous. In politics what
is funny 1is fatale.

What then can the consequences of such a campaign be? At best,
confusione Instead of dissipating 1llusions we would be instrumental
in reinforcing and sowing them. 1Instead of goling through a fruitful
experlence with the workers, we will ask them to undergo a futile
experience with: us,

What will the party learn from this? How will this further
the tasks we are now engaged in? How does thies fit in with our past
experience and present orientation? To these and many other questions
that arise the proponents have no answsr at all. They never even
thought of them,

In the existing conditlons, the fact remains that we cannot
place our own candidate on the ballot; we cannot support any of thoe
candidates now on the hallot. But we still can utilize the electicns
in order to further our work and our tasks, The Political Committee
in its letter of September 6, proposes the following:

"(1) That we utilize the national election campaign to put
forth our labor party position,

®(2) That we reject the proposal to give critical support to
the SP in the election campaign.
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"(a) We would be justified in giving critical
support to the SP if the SP were a mass organization
with roots in the labor movement and could serve to
break masses of workers away from the capitalist
parties, The contrary 1is the case.

"(b) We would be justified in giving critical
support to the SP 1f, despite its present size and
Isolation, its position on the fundamental questions
of the day facilitated our programmatic agitation. This
i1s not the case, however. On the.crucial question of
the attitude towards imperialist war its position is
diametrically opposed to ours,

"In the only place where the Socialist Party represents a
force ~- in Reading == our comrades are giving critical support to the
local candidates of the Soclalist Party. They are utilizing the cam--
palgn to project the program of our own party and to advocate the
building of a labor party based on the trade unions,"

No serious arguments have been advanced why we cannot achieve
what 1s proposed by the Political Committee. .

To be sure, an attempt has been made to use the peculiar
Reading situatlon as an argument for a national policy. Such an
approach 1is superficlal and false.. The exgeptional conditions existing
in Reading do not obtain nationally. .

In Reading we actually find that the "Socialist™ label is a
cover for what in essence 1s a local movement for an independent labor
party; there the trade unione support the local ticket; there the
basls exlsts for our going through a loecal experience with the bulk of
the workers. To repeat, it 1= impermissible to construct a national
policy on the basis of an 1solated situation. '

In hig book, The History of American Trotskyism Comrade Cannon
relates an experlence ol the early Communist movement that can be
fruitful to use. In the 1920 presidential electlons, the CP did not
have a ¢cgndidate of its own, &nd in seeking to "do something™ in the
sltuation arrived at the notion of a boycott. Commenting on this arti-.
. ficlal action Comrade Cannon writess ™You might think that we (the
Communist Party) could have just sald, 'We have no candidate; we can't
do anything about it.' That was thé case, for example, with the Soclial~ .
ist Workers' Party -- the Trotskyists in 1940; because of technieal,
finaneial and organizational difficulties, we weren't able to get on
the ballot, . We didn't find it gossible to support any of the candidates
80 we Just let the matter pass.

In 1944, we find ourselves unfortunately much in the same
position as in 1940, ™We can't do anything sbout it." We'll have no
difficulty in making our position clear to the workers. On the other
hand, artificial expedients such as the proposal to support the SP.
can only hamper us, .

A
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LETTER FROM CANNON

June 21, 1944

Now I must write about the pardon application. We had a
disagreement on procedure.

I proposed that we say nothing in the application except that
we ask for unconditional pardon on the ground of constitutional
rights, adding only thiss "“In presenting my application for uncon-
ditional pardon on the above grounds I wish to make 1t clear that I
have not changed any of the views for which I have been imprisoned,
as expressed by me and other defendants at our trial.," Goldman -
proposed to include a statement of views in the pardon application:
with the object of publishing it in leaflet form, and submitted a
draft. I disagreed with the draft, but since we opposed any state-
ment, that question (the draft) was not discussed., My motion carried
9 to 5, For my motion: Cannon, Dunne, Dobbs, Coover, Skoglund,
DeBoer, Geldman, Palmquist, Hansen. For the G. motion: Goldman,
Morrow, Hudson, Cooper, Hamel. A second motion by me was then carried
to the effect that each individual may put any statement he wishes
on his own application, and that the other defendants in the case
be notified of our decislone

In my opinion the issue is not important enough to debate at
~any great lengthe I will state my views briefly: .

I+ The campaign around the pardon demand is going along very
well, 18 being conducted properly on the correct line of policy
which makes the broadest appeal, and is meeting with gratifying
successes,: '

2. I view the signing of the pardon application as a mere
formality, nothing more, which we go through only becausse 1t 1s man-
datory under the rules in order for our fr%ends to secure a hearing
on the cases Otherwlse, I would consider it best for us to sign
nothing and say nothing while the campalgn 1s in progress.

3+ There 1is no need for us to intrude in the campaign with
another statement of viewse Our position has been made clear enough
in the trial pamphlets and the pamphlet of farewell speeches. &ilence
now on our part while our friends conduct our campaign is a way of
speaking that 1s most effective under the circumstances. Everybody
knows we are in prison for our views, Every resolution adopted by
trade unions in our behalf stresses this fact, So does every comment
on the case 1in the labor pross which I have seon. Ve reaffirmed
these views qulte emphatically in our farewell speeches, and nobody
has accused us of changing them sinee our departure., Another state=
ment from us 1s not called for at the present time; would not add
anything to what 1s already known, .and, consequently, could not
attract very much attention; would not broaden the pardon campaign
or help it in any way, and might possibly injure it.

4. The important thing now 1s not what we say but what
others say and do in our behalf. - Attention should be centered on
this, The fact that we have gone through the formality of signing
the pardon application should not even be mentioned in the presse
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The petitions presented in the names of the others are what counts.
At the time of the formal presentation of thiee petitions to the
president all publicity should be devoted to the now and ossentially
important fact that trade unions representing 14 million workers and
many prominent individuals have formally demanded our liberation,
Tactlically, this is the most effective way to proceedes It is out

of the question even to speak of any principle being involved in
this difference of approach to the specific problem of the moment,

LETTER FROM GOLDMAN

The petition for a pardon must be filed soon and it is there-
fore necessary to decide what we should insert in it., It is neces-
sary, first of all, to decide the principle whether the petition
should contain a statement of our belliefs and an allegation that
our conviction is a violation of the Constitutional guarantees, or
whether it should confine itself to the latter assertions. If the
decision is to confine the petition to the Constitutional question,
then we need not bother dircussing the ideas for which we stand
and which we should include in the petition., If the decision
i1s the other way, then we can take up the different 1deas to be
included. I have ‘drawn up a draft of a petition, but it should
not be discussed until the first question is decided, I favor the
ldea of a political petition, that is, including our idéas. My
draft is based on that 1dea, but it is only a draft. It can be .
modified by additions, eliminations and alterations. But it should
- not be discussed until the first question is settled. I want the

opinion of the comrades on this question, especially of the Politi-
cal Committes,

My proposal is to recapitulate the 1deas which we presentsd
during the trial, with the aim of informing the Pardon Board, 4ha
President and, above all, the people whose support we are seekirg,
of the nature of the ideas for which we were convicted, At the
same time we should also raise the Constitutional question. In
the ordinary case a pardon is requested on the ground of the
defendant's innocence. We, too, insist that we are innocent of the
charges levelled against us. But our case involves ideas. It is
essential that we present them, as we did during the trial, The
petition should not be considered merely as a legal document, but
as a continuation of the trial, When one considers that we are
appealing nct only to the Pardon Board and the President, but also
to the people of the country to support our petition, 1t shoulcd
be clear that it 1s doubly necossary to indicate our beliefs, let
everybody know what we stand for. What we say from prison, espcoo-

" ially if 1t be presented briefly and clearly, will not go unread-
Ehould we confine ourselves to a mere statemsnt of our Constitutional
rights, the inference can be made that we are asking for a pardin
regardless of what we believe and advocate. Our case 1s tremendous-
ly strenéthenad 1f we come with a statement of our beliefs and '
ideas, t 1s perfectly prepcr for an outside organization like
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tho CRDC to prosent 1ts petition bascd solely on Constitutional
grounds, but not for political dofcndents.

I an not at all surpriscd thet Baldwin should favor
a potltion basod on Constitutional grounds only. His politics
aro such that wo could not oxpcct hin to fevor 1y proposale
But in this mnttor Baldwin is hardlr to bc considorcd an
authority for us.

The abovo econstitutc ny basic recasons for favoring a
politlcal petition. Thorc arc othors that I cannot go intos

le T ask tho Exccutivo Branch of the Govorntiont of
tho United Stotes to froo e and 17 others who aro innocont of
any erino, and in so frcoing us to unhold the right of freco
spooch and of froc pross guercnteod by the Bill of Nights of
the Constitution of tho Unitod Stz tes.

2. The charges against o involved ny ocononic, social
and polltical 1doas. I was convietcd bocausc of thoso idcas
which I hold in comron with othor :orbers of the Socinlist
Workors Porty. . So that thore be no quostion as to the naturc
of those 1dcas, which I prcsontod during the trial ~nd which
I belicve In at prosont, I shall horcin hricfly rostotc thome

S« I boliove that tho rajor ills of socioty=--such as
‘war, fasclsn, uncaployrcent and ivss poverty--are duo to tho
ownership of tho productive wonlth of socicty by a snmall group
of pooploe. I designeate thcsoc owncrs as capitalists.

4. I advocato the ldon tlet the moans of production
should bo ownod by tho poonle, and tihat gocds sliould be pro-
-duced for the use of tho pecoplc instoad of for. tho profit of
the capltalistse

5 I boliove that thero arc two besic classos in our
socloty-=(1) tho canitallists who own bLut dc not produco; and
(2) tho worlkors who preduce but do not own. A governront which
dofonds tho capitalist syston is a conitelist govornnont. Our
prcasont govornrmont is such a govornicnte.

, 7. I beliove in honost, =ilitant and donoerctic trade
unions to defond tho rights of tho worlers. I urgo worlors to
dofond thensclves agninst violence from foscist or otlor anti-
union olcrients.

, 8. I bollevo in full nolitical, ocononic and social
oquality of the Nogro pooplc.

: 9. I do not advocatc tho overthrow of tho govornront
by foreo and violocnco. I bolleve that a sajordity of tho poople
will have to bo oduccted to cccopt and support cur idoas boforo
a soclalist govornment ean bo cstablishod. On tho bosis of a
study of history and of gontonporary social forcos, .I prodict
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that tho capltalist ninority will 1cfuse to surrcndor i1ts
wealth, power and priviloges to reprosentutives of tho najor-
ity of the pecople, and will lieavo rocourse to violenccs I
hope that the fundancntal socinl chiange or roevolution which
I advoecte wlll be sccomplished poccefullye I shall do cvery-
thing possible to bring about a pococeful chrnsc. Understand-
ing, howevor, thet tho capitalist ninority will, in all proba-
bility, offor violent rosistance to £lic najoritr of tho pcoplo,"
I shall advise tho worlors to bo preprred to rncot such violonco.

10, I do not support any of the copiltalist countrics
in thils war becouse I do not belicve that they are fighting
for doroeracy ngainst fascisns Although opposed to tho Stalin-
1st dictatorship, I support the Scvict Union beeausc tho Gov-
ornnont of Workors and Poasants, after the rovolution of Hovon-
bor 1917, took tho industrics and land awa; fro:a tho canital-
1sts and landlords, and nctionnlizod oroporty still oxists in
the Sovict Unlon. All the capitalist govornnonts, howover, orc
roroly waglng an Inperialist war, causod by tho strugglc betweon
Gorman capltalisn on tlo ono hand cnd Ancrican-British capital-
1sn1 on tho othor, for the control of sources of raw retorial,
markzets and spheres of influonce. Any chargo -that I want tho
cdofoat of thls country by Hitlor is an outrcgcous slendore I
do not bollovo in croating insubcrdination in thoe arred forcose
I bollevo that so long es the govornmont is sunported by a
ma Jorlty of the. poople, or tolorated by it, the ninority is
undor an obligntlcn to subnit and domnnd the right to sproad
1ts 1ldoas in order to gain a najority.

1l. I advocato dorocracy within tlhe arniod forcos and
nllitary tralning undor tradoe union ccntrol. I dony thet this
constitutos advocating insubordination in tho crriod forcos.

. 12, I boliovo thot under tho first aslondnent to the
‘Constltution, I and the Soclalist Verlers Party have tho right
to oducatc pcoplo to accont tho abovo viows. Tho conviction and
Inprisonzont of tho 18 dofcndcuts in tho Minnoapolis caso i1s a
gross violation of tho rights granted to tho poople by tho
Constitution. I aslk that ou upheold the vrinciples of derocracy
and tho Constitutlon by granting 0 and all othor dofondants
an unconditional pardon. :

We hold a mooting at which I préscnted tho following
nmotiont to include in the petitlon for pordon a conecisc stato-
riont of what wo boelicve and adveoecato, on tho lines that wo
followod during the trial. Caunon prosontod a rotion to tho
offoct that tho potition should confinc itsolf to Constitutional
grounds plus a ono=-sontonco stetoront thet we havo not echangod
our vioews. Iorrow, Hudson, Coopor end Hanel voted with rc for
oy notlon==tho nino others voted for the Cannon riotion. Thon
- Cannon roved to pernit anyonc to include a stctoront of boliofs.
Thls was passod. I had drawva up a draft of a statoront which
I thought should be included in tho poetition, but it was not
discussod sinco tho decislon wes against including any statement
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of political viows. It gocs without saying that tho draft could
have bcon changod by additions, olininations or :wdiflcatlons.
In fact, at thc suggostion of others, 1t has already boon modi-
fiod. Any suggostlon froa the Politlical Committec or anybody
olso will bo glvon scrious considorations

I must adnit that I was and still an astounded at the
fact that an objcction should bo raised to ry proposal to in-
cludo a stateriont of political boliofs in the pardon potition.
I took it for granted that we would carry on tho procedent
sot by us at the beginning of tho prescntation and since con-
tinued. Another opportunity is at hand to stato our views--
this tiro in a vory conciso manncr and under thce very drarmtic
circunstancos of having volces spoak from behind prison barse
Another opportunity to publish our views--this timoc in tens of
thousands of leaflots and oxprosscd colloctively. Only tho
woightiost and ost sorious rcascns should nake us shift fron
the coursoc wo adopted whon tho prosceution was flrst startcd.

Iot us sco iIf thorc is a single scrious objecctlon to
ry proposale. o

Objoctlon 1: Vo have alrcady proscnted our vicws in
pariphlots.

Answor: But 1s thorc any harn in ropcating thon? Ef-
fectivo propaganda consists in tho constant ropotition of an
idea, difforontly oxprossod and applying 1t to difforcnt cir-
cunstanscos. Onc rmst bo blind not to seo a spoclal opportunity
for us undor tho prosont circunstances. I dony, howover, that
a statonont containing ton poilnts or so of our fundanental bo-
liofs 1s a roerc ropoctition. We have panphlets, largo and snall,
which have beon sold by tho thousands. Have wo, howover, any
very short docunont which our nenbers or frilonds can present
to soricone whon thoy want to intorcst in the coso--a docuicnt
which will tako 11tzlo tine to read and which presents the
fundanontals of our beliofs? I do not know of any. A loaflet
containing twolvo polnts can bo distributod by tho tons of
thousands, and for overy onc that will take tho tine and trouble
to rcad any of our panphlets, thore will be at loast ton who
will read o loaflot. And again I nontion the inportant psycho-
logical fact that it is a statorwont of thoso behind barse. Tens
of thousands of loaflcts can and should be distributed after
tho rofusal to grant us & pardone.

| Objection 2: The canpalgn for our pardon i1s golng along
vory well through tho CRDC, which 1s conducting a canpaigh on
the basis that wo aro in jall for our viows.

Answor: What has that to do with tho proposal? Fron
tho very boginning it was undorstocd that the CRDC conduct our
dofense on constitutional grounds, and that we, through the
party, stress the naturo of our idcas, in addition to the con=
stitutional grounds. Tho CIDC says that wo aro in jail for our
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vicws, cond 1t 1s obligatorr for us to tcll the pcople what
thoso vicws arc and to trr to goin synpathy for the:i. houvld
o be satlsfled if a petition 1s proescnted by tho C:DC to
five or ton thouscnd noople? 'hy should we not print ot
loast fifty thousend loaflets toellinsg pconle tho fundnien-
tols of our progran? The CiDC cannot nropagato our viows.
"Evorybody lnows tlLat wo arc in prison for our viows"--gay
the objoctors to =y proposal. I Lopo so. But oven if that
worce truc 1t is noccssary to toll overybody what thoso vicws
aro.

Objoction 3: Tho trado unions ropresonting 1%
million workors have gonc on rocord for our pardon, as have
many proninont individuals. Honce it is nore inportent to
publicize this fact.

Answor: Vhy countcrposo onc proposal os against the

othor? Can wo not do both things? Tho objcctions to ny
proposal scon to bo basod cntircly cn this falsc nethods
Somecthing has alroady bcon dono or 1s being dono; honco there
1s no nocd to do enything olsc, Vo vrescnted our viows in
panphlots; honce no nced to publish leaflots. Vo have tho
CEDC conducting a good compaign; hence no ngoed for the party
to intrude. If tradc unions roprosonting 1% nillion workers
heve gono on rocord for our perdon, doos thet obviate tho
nocossity and duty of tolling 50 thouscnd or tiore individual
trado unionists what wo stand for? '

Objoctlon 4: Vo :mst viow the signing of tho pardon
potitlon as a rnoro fornality and not ovon rontion it in tho
pProsse

Answor: That 1s tho wholo troublo, and the whole
wonknoess of the objcction 1s brought out vory gharply by tho
astounding (to say tlo lcast) oroposal thrt we not even rnen-
tlon tho fact thet wo filo a pardon potition in tho press.
Evon tho rather uninportant filing of cortain legal docuonts
have boon pronainontly foaturcd in our prosse But when tho
prisonors thonsolvos, while in prison, sign a pardon potition
and prosont it to tho Prosidont, tho pross 1s askod to bo
sllont. My rcaction 1s ono of shocked anazcricnt. Ono ecan
oasily soo that tho proposal to givo no publicity to tho
parden potition flows from tho feoet that no stetonont of
bolicfs is included. Thon thero is nothing worth publishing.
My proposal, on tho othor band, 1s for our pross teo play up
tho potitlon, that an offort bo nado to got it into all othor
nowsnapors, and thon to publish: it in tons of thousands of
loaflotsy Hc who says that this will intorforo with the
pardon campaign nust prove 1t by scrothing othor than tho
moro clain that such will bo tho caso. Mo rust show thak
thoso who aro supporting us do hot lncw what wo stand for
and will withdraw thoir supnort if thoy find out through
tho publication of the pordon notiticn.  Tho only corrcct
riothod of approaching the pardon pctition is to ccnsidor 1t
as & contlnuntion of tho trial and tlo gonoral dofonso. Thoro
is no principlo involved in thils quostion, says Cannons
Corrocctl But 1% 1s also corroct to stoto thot political
pcoplo rmst taltc advantago of ovory opportunity to presont
thoir vicwss And this can bo dosignectod as a principlo. I
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must add that personally 1t would have ecusod nc montal anguish
to simn a potition which dces not include a2 stotenient of oy
bellefse. Fortunatoly, tl:is los bocn obvic tod by pormitting
thoso who want to do so to includo a statoriont of nolitical
bclicfs. Looking at the casec as an Irmortant historical

ovent, I rmst say that only tho rost sorious considor:tions
would load 0 to sign a petition without a staterient. Tho

more livortant quostion, however, rornins--to talko advantage

of a most dranatic opnortunity to procsont our views.

July 11, 1944

I hope you havoe quotod Stoin cxactlr whon rou wrilto
that ho told you that a loaflot containing tho statoront of
bollofs would be too rostricted and it is bettor to olaborato
on our 1dcas In tho pross and panphlcts. How in the world
will tho distribution of 100,000 loaflots contalning tho
statorwont of pollticel beliofs interfero with tho salo of
pariphlots or of tho press prosonting a norc claborate ox-
planation of our viows. In our prepaganda we arc always
undor tho nocossity of condensing our ldcas in tho expcecta-
tlon that poople whon wo roach will rocad our noro olaborate
oxplanations. A short swmary of a book rmay constitute tho
best advortising for the boglk.

- For anyono Justifiably to opposo the publication and
dlstribution of a large nunbor of leaflots, on tho basis of
Stoln's argunont, o rmust contond thnt the contonts of tho
loaflot would cause tho rondor to loso 2ll intorest in any
furthor oxplanation. Or that tho leaflet will givo tho
roader an absolutely wreng idca of what wo stand for. I an,
of courso, still opon to suggestions for changose. But I
contend that the potiticn, as is, i1s a corroct and coneciso
forrmlation of what wo proscntod at tho trial. The very
lcast that a porson, intorcsted in utllizing this opportunity
to sproad our idcas, can say of 1y proposal is that it should
be trlod bocausc it can do no harme. I nust adnit, howovor,
that I would think very little of such a person's inaginativo
faculty. Tho fact is thet tho distributicn of toens of thou-
sands of loaflots containing tho political statoriont of bo-
llofs would be, by for, tho best and rost offoctive pilcecc of
propeganda 1n ccnnection with the caso.

August 6, 1944

You writc mo that as an argwiont against publishing
loaflots econtaining a stateront of politieal belicfs as in-
cludod in the potition Stoin advencod tho following® "that
loaflets liko theso and trial paxiphlcts would begin to shapo
party polley and not tho other way around." I hope you havo
quotod hin acourately, bocausc if there is anything I hato
1t ,is to got into a discussion on tho basls of a statonont
tho acocuracy of which is challongod.
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Stoin, by the way, was onc of those who weoro quitoe
onthuslastic when, nrlor to loaving licw York, I proposcd tlc
1dca of drawing up a stoterient of pnolitical beolicfs for o
pardon pctition and orinting the staterent in thousands of
loaflots for free distribution. I an csswiing that tho
arguncnt ou quotc abeve prescnted 1tsclf to hin, or that
1t was advancod by sonconc and lic chongod hiis nind.

Accoptling the eccurccy of tho strtorent, it st ncan
oither (1) thet thore is no narty policy about the subject A
mattor of the nroposcd loaflet and ccnsoquently we should not
issuc leaflets untll party pollcy is cstablished, or (2) that
tho llnoe follcwed in the petition is contrery to party policy.

Mo onc, as far as I know, has qucstioned the oroposi-
tion that tho linc followod in tlic petition 1s oxactly tho
linc followod during the trial. hat lino is party policye.
It 1s truo that no party ccnvention was held fornally adopt-
ing 1%t as party policy. But whon we tako into consicoration
that sone objoctions woro ralscd and enswercd in a panphlot
authorlzecd by the Polltlcal Ccnnlttecc and that the trial
panphlots woro publishoed and sold, with no objcction fron
anyono, can thorc bo any doubt that tho lino followod during
the trial 1s party poliev? And sincc tho political linc of
tho petition Ls tho sano, how ean any argwicnt bo ralsod in-
volving tho quostion of party volicy? '

If tho proposition advancoed by Stoln riocons that wo
should not attonpt to statc our genoral ideas in swiumary forn,
thon all T can say i1s thot our genoral ideas nust bo so ab-
stract thot thoy can ravo no rwoaning for tho avorago rortale.
If wo cannot prosont our nain icoes in 500 words, thon wo can
do.so in 1,000 wordse But it 1s absurd to contend for a
proposlition which lceds to tho Inforonec thot wo rust not
attonpt to swrwrizo our idces. ILvory oloction platfor:
dealing with the war questicn rmst of nceossity bo a swriary
of our ldoas. %o rmst locrn, if we want to be ecffoctive, to
condonsc our idoas into the shiortest ond sinmpleost form. And,
if noccssary, wo can always rcfor tlic roador %o norc exhous-
tivo works cn tho subjcet.

Can panphlets and loaflets deternine poliey? Wol
Bocauso panphlcts and leaflets arc nccossaril: written, in
our party at lcast, on tho basis of pclicy. Panphlets and
loaflots aro writton cithor in accordance with or contrar:
to party policy. Thoy should bc written and published only
if they arc in accord with party policy.

Tho quostion of party polier can bo raiscd in conhce-
tion with tho proposcd leaflct onlr if ono bolicves that the
lino followod ot the trial was wrong and rmst bo changod, or
that 1% was right only up to the timo of tho potition, and
it 1s now nocossary to chango ite

If tho opposition to ny proposal would advanco cithor
one of tho above arguwicnts I would floreoly opposc thoir
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contontion, but I would reccognize 1ts logieal charactor. But
when proctical objections aro raiscd, such as intorforing
wilth tho pardon canpaign of tlo CRDC cr, as with Stein, an
objection is raiscd thet 2erely hints at the question of

tho corroctnoss of tho line, cno 1s -toipted to ask whotlor
tho objoctors havo otto.ntod to taiinle thoir objcetions
through to the ond, or wlc thor thoy do not want to core out
with the flat proposition that tho 1lino wo arc following is
wrong.

3
*®
e

* S

Petitlon for Pardon subnitted by $

Jdeko Coopor : Kerl Kuchn
Albert Gold:on Folix Morrow
Cloroneo Hanol Alfred Russcl
Carlos Hudson Oscar Shoenfold

Potlitionor statos that tho facts in his case arc as followss

le T an one of tho oightoon defendants convieted ln tho
Fodoral District Court ot Hinnoapolls, Ilinncsota, in Decombor,
1941, on the charpgo of conspiracy to advoeate tho violent
overthrow of tho governndnt end to eauso Insubcrdination in
tho arned foreces.

2+ lNost of tho dofondants woro lecdors of Iocal 544
which was part of the International Brothorhood of Tearnsters
of the A. F. of L. up to Juno 9, 1941, when tho mexbership,
by an ovorwhol:uing majorlty, voted to join the CeIeOe The
leadership of tho Iocal had boon In cpposition to Donicl
Tobln, preosidont of tho Internationnl.

5. Aftor Local 544 votod to offiliato with tho C.I.0.,
tho nowspanors of the country carricd an iten to tho cffoct
that on Juno 13, Danicl Tobin had comnplained by tologran to
Prcsident Roosovelt, charging the loadors of Tocel 544 with
being "subversivo." The report furthor stated that tho
Prosidont hnd condermed tho C.I.0. fop chartoring Local 544,

and that ho hrd reforred tho rattor to the Dopartriont of
Justico. Socn aftor caro the indictzont agalnst us.

4. Anong those indictod woro not only the loadors of
544 but also soro of tho national lcadors of the Soclalist
Workors Party. Tho indictriont charged all the dofondants
with being nenbors of that nartse

5. Tho indictmont contaninod two counts: the first
charging a conspiracy to ovorthrow. tho govornriont by forco
and violoneco; tho socond charging a conspirncy to cdvoeato
tho ovorthrow.of the govornment by violonco and to GRGSS ,
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Insubordination in tho arncd forcos. Twenty-cilght defcendonts
were trlede. Tcon wero acquitted of both counts; all of tho
dofendants wore acquitted on the first count; cizhtcen wero
found gullty on tho sccond count. Tweclve werc glvon sca-
toncos of sixtcon rionths and six werc scntcncod to a voar
and a day.

6« The law under which I and the other dofondants were
inGicted -- gonerclly known as tho "Snith anti-scdition law"
-- was pessed in June, 1940, and curs was thoe first casc
under this stotutoe.

Potitloncr respectfull: prars that he bo gronted a pardon for
the follcwing roasons:

l. T ask for the pordon of cightcon pocple who arc inno-
cont of any crire; I ask thot you pardon us and thus uphold
tho right of freco spcecoh and froo preoss guarantood to the
pecoplc of tho Unitod States by tho Bill of Rights.

2. Tho chargos against nec involved 1y ccononlc, soclal
and politleal idong, which I hold in corrion vith thoso who
aro .ocmbers of the Sociallst Vorkors Iertr. I was convictod
for theso ideas and so that thorc bo no quostion as to thoir
naturo T shnll heroin briefly swiiarize thons

5. I bolicve tint tho major 1lls of socloty -- such as
war, faseisn, uncrnployrent and nass povertr -- arc duc to tho
ownership of the productive woalth of socicty by a snall
grcup of poonlo. I dosignate thesc ownors as capitanlists.

4. I advocate tho idea tlot the nicans of production
should bo ovmed by the poople and that gocd ghould be prcducod
for the usc of tle pcople instoad of for tho nrofilt of thro
capnltalists.

S5¢ I bellcve thnt thore aro twe basioc classcs in our
socioty: (1) the capitalists who own but do not producce
and (2§ tiiec workers who producc but cdo not own. A govorn:mont
which defonds this syston 1s a capitnlist governrient .

6. I advocato thnt tho workers and farnors organizce
politically and ocononically to acquire control of the sovern-
sont, take ovor all the main industrics and institute o sys-
tem of production of use instcad of for profit.

7. T bolicvo in honost, militant and doroeratic trado
unlons to defend tho rights of tho worlors. I urze worlors
to organizo for cofonsc ngainst any attack fron foscist or
othor anti-union cloncnts.

8+ I boliove in full nolitical, ccononic and social

oquality for tho Nogro pcoplc.
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9. I do not advocatc the cverthrow of the governticnt by
force and violecnce. I belicvo thet a o jorlty of tho pcople
will have to bo oducated to accopnt and sunport tho idens of
soclalls:n boeforo a socialist govornwicnt can be ostablishod.
I prodict that tho capltalist class will rcfusoc to surrcndor
1ts wcalth, powcr and prestigo to rconrcsontctives of the
2o jority of tho pooplo end that the capitalist class will
have rcecoursc to violencce. I shall do overything possiblo
to bring about a ponceful rovolution or fundarcntal socinl
changoe. Undorstanding, howovor, that tho capiltalist ninor-
ity will, in all probability, offcr violent resistance to
the najority, I shall advisc tho worlers and fariiors to bo
prcparcd to m0ct sueh violoncc.

10. I do not support any of the conitalist countrics in
thls war beceausc I do not belicve that thoy aro fighting for
domocracy against fascisne. Although opposcd to tho Stalinist
dictatorship, I support the Sovict Union bocausc tho goyorn-
mont of workors and peasants, after tho revolution of Novern-
bor 1917, took thc industrics and land away fron tho capltal-
1sts and landlords, and nationalized propoerty stlll cxists
in the Soviot Union.

All the capltalist govornients, however, aro riorcly
waging an inperlalist war, caused by thoe struggle botwoon
German capltalismn on the ono hand and Arorican-British ecapi-
talisn on tho other, for the control of sources of raw mntor-
1al, markects and sphorcs of influcncc. Any chargo that T
w%nt.tho dofoat of this couyntry by Hitlor is an outragoous
slandere.

1l. I advocato donocracy in tho ar:ed forcos, and nilitary
training undor trade-union control. I dony that this consti-
tutcs advocating insubordination in the arrnecd forces.

12. I bellevo that under tho first arondront to the Con-
stltution of tho United Statcs, I and the Sociallst Vorkers
Party havoe the right to cducato the pcople in the abovo vicws.
Congross has violated tho right of freco spooch and frco pross
by enactlng tho Snmith law undor which wo wore indicted and
convictod.

Tho Attorney General's officc hes violated tho right of
froe spcoch and froo press by initiating tho prosocution against
the dofondants.‘

The Judiclary hos failled to guard the rights of froo spooch
and frco pross by upholding the convicticne.

It 1s now up to you, lMr. Prcsident, to pardon nie and tho

othor dofendants and thus uphold the Bill of Rights of tho
Constitution of tho Unitod Statcse. '

‘End
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Fotition for Pardon subnitted by

Jarics P. Cannhon Ve e Dunno
Graco Carlson ilbx Goldnan
Oscar Coovor Linil Hoanson
Harry DcBoor Edward Palmgquist
Farrcll Dobbs Cerl Skoglund

My I1aprisonriont is a violation of nv constitutional
r ights .

In asking for an unconditional pardon on theso grounds I
wish %o make 1t clear thet I have not changed any of thoe viows
for which I was inprisonod, as stated by 0 and othcr dofendents

at the %rial.

LU I R T
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LETTER FRCM M. MCRRISON

Reply to Comrade Margaret Stewart .
September 7, 1944

From a summary of Comrade Stewart's reply to Morrirson on the
quection of the censure of the four comrades who participated in a
dlscussion with members of the w.P., 1 take it that she stands for
the following proposition: that a member of our party can feel
absolutely free to talk to any member of any other party. including
the W.P,, and diccuss all subjects, With this qualification, that in
dIscussing a sublect on which the party has talten a position, a mem-
ber of our party is obligated to defend the party position.

On the basis of thls proposition I consider that Morrison's
objective in writing his letter to the membership has been achieved
to the extent of ninety percent., While the other ten percent deserves
discussion, 1t can wailt for another opportunity, '

I am of the opinion that Comrade Stewart does not interpret
the declsion of the commission correctly, but I shall not quharrel
with her on this score. It might possibly be that my version of
the commisslon's decision is not exact. If the membership has the
rame attitude as Comrade Stewart, I chall be satisfied, If those
who organized the membership msetine aleo adopt Comrade Stewart's
formula I shall be more than satisfied. .

£ word on the question of democratic centralism, I interpre-
ted the decision of the commission to mean that no party member can
discuss questions with members of an opponent organization without
permission of the party -- period --, On that basis the question of
democratlc centralism is completely irrelevant, It has relevancy
to a certailn extent on the basis of the interpretation given the
decision by Comrade Stewart, If one says that a party member cannot
discuss with an opponent then he establishes a rule whieh has nnthing
to do with democratic centralism, But if one says that he may dis-
cuss but must defend party policy then democratic contralism is
involved insofar as 1ts meaning is cxtended to include the idea of
discipline.

Naturally I accept tHle prineiple that the party must present
& united front to the outside world on all questions which have been
adopted as party pclicy by the majority. "here are certain aspects
of this general principle that require dlscusrsion, but this 1s not
necoscary now. Comrade Stewart seems to think that a kitchen-sink
dlscussion between four of our party members and some W.P, members
comes under that principle, (By the way, one of the four defonded
the party policy so that, according to Marparet's proposition he
should not have been censured)., It seems a little absurd te includo
fuch a discussion under the heading of presenting a united front to
the publie, But we shall let that pasa,

Comrade Stewart does not seem to realize that her interpre-
tatlon of the decision of the commission plus her inclusion of the
discussion of the four members under the heading of a solid front
to the public places the members of our highest body in a somewhat
ridiculous light, : . '



One would imaglne that in thece days when so many scrious
political problems confront the party, the members of the highest
body of the party would not concern themselves with an incident
where four members of our party had a discussion with come members
of another party -- one of these four membors defending the party
position and the other three listening. This kind of an incident
should hardly be taken up by a branch e¢xecutive committee. A 1little
fatherly advice from a branch organizer should suffice. But our
highest body appolnts a commission and calls a New York membership
meeting on this question,

If you say, Comrade Stewart, that your interpretation of the
commission's decision is correct, you must induce the highest body
to refraln from treating such trivialities.

But to repeat -~ ninety percent of Morrison's objective has
been achleved as far as Comrade Stewart 1s concerned and thore can
be no quarrel with her,

HHIR R

REPLY TO MCRRIS STEIN FROM M. MORRISON
September 10, 1944

In spite of the sound and fury of Comrade Stein's reply to
Morrison, we have reached a point in the discussion where we are able
to say whether there is a real 1ssue to argue ahout, and if thers is,
what 1ite nature 1s, When confronted with a difference of opinion and
a discussion, en Intelligent individual tries to get at the heart of
the question and to formulate the issues, 1f the protagonists have
not taken the trouble to formulate them for the reader,

In her reply to Morrison, Comrade Stewart told us what she
thinks the issue is, In offect she took the position that party
members are free to dicscuss with opponents but are bound to defend
‘the party position, With some explanation to be undertaken in the
future, I accept that proposition. ,

. Comrade Htein, in his reply to Morrison, seems to stand for
the following propositions ¢that organized discussion for the purpose
of doing work in an opponent party can be initiated only with the
approval of the party. I have no hesitation in accepting this pro-
position unqualifiedly. <£ince neither of the above propesitions
contradicts my position that party members should feel free to dis-
cuss questions with opponents =~ they only qualify and extend my
position -- there 1s obviously no basis for argument, We all stand
for the same thing.

It must be, therefore, that the whole controversy 1s elther

the result of a misunderstanding or, someone has modified his position
in the course of the argumsnt. Generally 1t can serve no purposs to
continue an argument once agreement 1s reached and we find that there
are no 1ssues. In this case, however, because of the sound and fury
of Comrade Stein's article, it 1s necessary to dlscuss the question
why the controversy arose, A discussion of that sestion of Stein's
article which 1s only froth and foam will bo valuable also in teaching
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some people how not to think,

To cave space and time I shall take up only a few of the many
propositiens lald down by Comrade fteln in the sound-and-fury section
of his reply,

(1) Morrison 1s somehow or other guilty of conciliationism,
Answer: Some people feel the necessity of calling opponents names
and refusing to talk to them, in order to assure themselves and all
others of their intransigeance in principle. Others, llke myself, do
not feel that necessity. To show how really intransigeant they are,
the members of the first group generally call those of the second
group coneiliationists, If, to stand for the proposition that a
member of eur party must be too conflident of the correctness of our
ideas to refuse to discuss our position with anybody and everybody,
constitutes concilistionism, then I presume I have to plead gullty,
I have dope exactly this in all my years in the revolutlonary movement,
and I intend to contlnue dning so. It will take a specifiec order from
the party to prevent me from discussing and defending my position with
anybody and everybody in the labor movement,

(2) "Oour hostility to the W.P,," =says Comrade Stein, "is far
more basie, far more profound," than the harm thelr members did by
splitting the party, as indicated by Morrison, "It flows from the
programmatic gulf dlviding them from us", » o We can have nothing
'but hostility and contempt. . o for a group of petty-bourgeois
revisionists and renegades from Marxism." 7o this I answer simply
that if leading Stalinists wanted to discuss with me I would discuss
with them and my hatred for thelr program would not prevent me. It
remains a fact that the W.Ps program is clcser to ours than the pro-
gram of any other group.

From the point of view of program I should feel friendller to
them than to the Socialist Party memberss But I don't, because they
did far more harm to the party, Comrade Steln forgets that he,
together with all of us, including the 0ld Man, was perfectly willlng
to have the minority remain in the party, even though they belleved
in the same 1ldeas, with reference to the Soviet Unlon, that they
stand for at present. We did not ask them to change thelr bellefs;
we only insisted that they ablde by the majority decision to defend
the Soviet Union, If i1t is thelr program that makes them renegadss
from Marxism, Stein should explain how it is that we were willling to
have renegades from Marxism in our party. They could say anything
they wanted about the Hoviet Union in our own ranks; they could urge
the party not to defend the Scviet Union, We said that they gave up
the Marxist concept of the state and many other things, but we dld
not say they were renegades, that 1s, that they turned agalnst the
idea of proletarian revolution. It 1s necessary for a Marxlst to
use absolutely exact terms.

(3) "Is he perhaps referring to individuals and not to the
party as such when he (Morrison) cpeaks of the proud and emanclpating
spirit" (of Bolshevism), asks Stein. Bolshevism, my dear Comrade
fteln, is not something that exists in air. It 1s a program which
contains a certain spirit. The party as such must have that program
and that spirit and every member should have it. Every member sheuld
have confidence enough in his program (and to have confldence he must



know and understand it) to meet everyone in argument. And 1f the
party thinks that certain members do not have that knowledge and
therefore lack the ability and confldence to defend the program it
cshould teach them the program and inspire them with confidence. To
you that is petty-bourgeols anarchism, Comrade Stein? I can only
feel sorry for you.

(4) Comrade Stein would have the members beliews that, by
characterizing as {talinist, a policy which would prchibit our mem-
bers from discussing with opponents, Morrison accuses members of the
P.C. with being ftalinists. In the rather slim hope of stopping the
uce of 'such an argument in the future I =hall attempt an essentially °*
unnecessary explangtion.

Certaln ideas and certain practices are peculiar and unique
to Stalinism, One of the practices 1s to forbid members of the
{talinist party to have personal relationships with Trotskylets, I
" have no copy of my letter, and i1t 1is possible that I formulated my
cstatement with reference to {talinlsm so that i1t is subject to misin-
terpretation. But my general meaning i1s quite clear, I am certaln,
On the assumption that the decislon of the commission was meant to
prevent our members from discussing with W.P. members, I must have
fald that this comes close to the ttalinist idea of prohibiting per-
sonal relationshipss Vihen one says that a certain practice or idea
is Stalinist, one does not mean that the person who has that idea
or advocates that practice is a Fftalinlst. For my part I shall not
hesitate to call every germ of Sftalinism, entering our ranks, by just
that name. It 1is the best method of destroying such a germ.

(5) The prize for something or other goes to the section of
Stein's answer which brings in that part of the constitution of the
party prohlbiting political collaboration with non-members unless
formally authorized by the party. Without knowing everything the
commission sald or did, I shall assume the risk of stating that
neither the charges nor the decision was based on this constituticnal
provision. We havd hore the really interesting and unique situation
where charges are filed and a declsion rendered and afterwards an
attempt 1s made to find a constitutional provision to justify the
decislon.

But that is the least significant aspect of this point. I do
not have the constitution before me but I feel cartain that the pro-
vislon quoted undoubtedly refers to actions invoelving the united
front or esomething similar. It could not possibly apply to a situa-
"tlon where comrades agree to discuss questions with opponents.
Furthermore, to bring the discussion with W.,P, psople under fhis
provision, £tein invents a new and very startling category -- “objec-
tive political collaboration.”™ He feels a little weak on the propo-
sition that the four comrades were guilty of organizing opponents'
work and he tekes refuge in the grotesque conception of objective .
political collaboration.

Political collaboration must neceesarily involve an intentlon~.
al working together with an opponent group to achieve a certaln
objectives Unintentional or objecctive political collaboration 1s
an absurdity, a contradiction in terms., After torturing the term
political oollaboration to include "objective collaboration," £tein



goes & llttle further and designates a meeting of four comrades to
discuss with W.,P. members (where one of the comrades undertakes to
defend our position) as political collaboration, which consists in
finding a common baeis of agreement for the purpose of acting together.
Is 1t not charitable if we say that the discovery of political col=
laboration in this incident is due to a mental lapse?

It now becomes necessary to explain why this sound and fury? .
The charpges, the meeting, the decision served the purpose of creat-
ing an atmosphere where party members would feel that 1t is wrong to
discuss with W,P, members., My guess 1s that some of those responsible
for the membership meeting understood the purpose, while the rest
were not aware of it. That there are P.C., members who want to instil}
that fear into our membership is quite obvious to me. In this connec-
tion one must remember that, last year, a P.C. member, reporting to
the New York membership on his stay in Los Angeles, gloated over the
fact that he was instrumental in destroying "fraternization" with
Vi.Pe members.s I was not present at the meeting, but all reports of
1t indicate to me that in the term "fraternization" was included
discusslon, even when defending party policy.

When, after the New York membership meeting, the question was
ralsed ctharply as to the right of members to feel free to discuss
with opponents, it was no longer easy to get away with pgeneralities
about democratic centralism and discipline., It was necessary to
answer the concrete question: have the members a right to dirscuss
with W.P. members? Comrade {tewart replied to Morrison and gave her
formulatlion and let it go at that. But Steln cannot be so simple
and honest. A retreat had to be executed, but in retreating 1t was
necessary to create a smoke screen of sound and fury.

However, in getting out from one dilemma, Steln succeeds in
involving himself in another. The fact remains that never hefore in
the history of the Bolshevik movement has the highest body of a party
treated so seriously a meeting of four members with opponents for
discussion purposes, where one of the members defended our position.
Give thie incident the worst possible interpretation and you still
have justification, at the very most, of the intervention of a branch
executive committee. If one assumes that the orpganizers of the mem-
bership meeting had as their purpose to instill into the membership
the idea that discussion with W.P. people is out of order, then the
whole incident has sensees Any other assumption means that we must
say, at the very least, that those who organlzed the meetling aro
lacking completely in a sence of political proportion. -

To cover up their dilemma the sound and fury of Ftein appears
to be the best means., My prediction is that this sound and fury
willl continue. In that sense the outcome of the incident 1s bad.
But in the sense that now we all know where we stand the result 1s
not at all bad. It can now be taken as understood that (1) members
can feel free to discucss any and all political questions with oppon-
ents, including W.P. members; (2) they must defend the party position; .
(3) they must not undertake the organization of work in an opponent
party without the authorlization and approval of the proper party body,
If we all agree on this, then serious members of the party will frown
on any contlnuation of =sound and fury. ’

MBI
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ON THE FUNCTIONING OF THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE

By Lydia Bennett

A few recent circumstances have thrown into prominence a
discussion of the principle of democratic centrallsm. Regardless of
one's views on the subject, everyone must agree that the composition,,
role and functioning of the leading body of the party 1s of the
essence of the question. Even those who in my opinion are mistaken
in their interpretation of the principle of democratic centralism »
make it clear in their arguments that the functioning of the National
Committee lies at the crux of the problem.

.

It is impossible to conceive of a systematically operating
organization without somc¢ kind of diversified functioning &nd rcspon-
sibility among its members, Usually this necossity manifests iteself
in a primary division between “leadership" and "ranks." The basls of
selecting the personnel of the leadership differs with different
kinds of organizations: dominance by force, elecction by democratilc
proccsses, educational gualifications, social position, wealih,
divine appointment, etc. In a bolshevik organization the selection
takcs place by means of the democratic process, given form and mean-
ing through the application of certain principles which are acknowl-
edged es important in making a seclection of leaders, These princi-
ples necessarily flow from the party conccption of the purposes not
only of the leading body but of the party itself.

I consider the following the most important functions to be
performed by the leading body of a party like ours. They probably
are not all but in my opinion if these mentioned hero are not real-
ized the committee may be judged to have failed in the performance
of 1ts duvies. ,

1) To collectivizc the lcadership of the partye. The vital
core -of bolshevik organizationai svrongth rests in the conception
that the party and 1ts policics are a crystalllzation cof the living
expericnce of innumerable members of the politically alert proletar-
iat., The sole assurance of the probable correctness of bolshevik
policy 1s to be found in the faet that, out of tho vastly diversified
experiences of the working class, summarized end formulated by Indl-
viduals grounded in revoluticnary theory, o useful generallization or
gbstraction is extracted to enrich this body of theory. It is anomal.
ous to think of 2 bolshevik party with a leadership limited to one
or a few individuals,

2) To cultivatc new lcaders., This invelves tho conscious
selection of promising individuals from smong the renks for clcctlon
to the lcading body and a cloce attenti-n to thoir development as .
lcaders, They must bs given the respensibility »f arriving at
political estimates cn important mattors, whether they como to the
right ecnclusion in their first cfforts or not; they can learn only
by doing. - :




3) To be alert to political events as they arise and to
deliberate upon the interpretation of important occurances and formu-
late policy not only for the edification of the Committee members
alone but for the intellectual benefit of the entire party.

4) To act as the interpreter of party policy directly to the
ranks of the party and to serve as the intimate leader of party work °*
in the branches. This can be done either through the presence of
members of the Committee in the bransches or in a steady correspondence
on political matters between the Committee and the membership.

5) To organize and systematize the presentation of important
political ldeas and tasks to the party ranks and to assist directly
in effectlng their application to the problems of organization facing
the partye.

It 1s my impression that a great deal of confusion exists in
the party as to the desired composition not only of tho National
Committee but of local committees as well. This flows I believe from
an lnaccurate conception of what the party really is.

A bolshevik party iIs normally made up of diverse elements,
any one of which can be ¢ither a detriment or a benefit to the party
depending upon its relationship to the others. Therec arc somc mem-
bers whose primary preoccupation is in the labor movement (trade
unions, mass raeial organizations, cooperative movements, organiza-
tions of the unemployed when they exist, etc.); some whose main
Intercst lics in the elaboration of party theory and in the public
dissemination of the ideas of the movement through the Press or from
the platform; somec who find their best cxpression in the purcly
administrative aspects of party functioning; and probably a large
number of others whose varlous dominant interests necd not be men-
tioned hcre. Thils diversity constlitutes precisely one of the greatest
virtuess of the party; and onc of the most important functions of tho
loading body is to malntain as necarly a perfoct balancc among them
as possible so that a maximum contribution can be elicited from each.
The realization of such a tzek obviously requires reprcsentation upon
the lecadlng committecs from all of the most Important of $hese groups
(their rclative importancc is by no mcans fixed).

Not only in the field of intcrcst but also in the spherec of
interprctation and applicetion ¢f party prineiple and policy 1s there
room for dlverse coneecpticns In a bolshevik party, provided of course
that they remain within cecrtaln genorally accepted limits. Tendon-
cies within the party bascd upon thcse divergences must also bc ro-
presented in the leading bedye.

My contention may herc be zummarized as followss the lead-
‘ing committee of the party must b made up of members who repreosent
not onc general line of pclitical apppoach only; nor should 1t be
made up solely of members whore interost or work lics in one single
ficld of party functicninge A4 Mmonolithic" committce should in my
opinion pass only two moticnss first, to elect a lcader tc do all
the thinking for it; sccond, to diss ulvc itsclf as a body so as not
to interfore with he frce functi ning of the leadcr.



Now arises a corollary quecstion: Who iz to be conslidered as
material worthy of election to the National Committee? To my mind,
the general qualification should be: anyone who shows talent or
promice either as a leader or organizer or who is sincerely devoted
to the study and application of Marxist theory to the development of
the party. Candidates for membership on the committee must demon-
strate at least a latent ability to assume pclitical responsibility ,
and to sstimate events and persons for their political values., The
Natlonal Committee of a bolshevik party 1s e working committee, hold-
ing in 1ts hands the very life of the party; It Is not an honorary »
society, to which people are elected as a reward for good behavior}

In its operation, the comrittee should offer an arena for
the steady, living, mutually integrated functioning of all of its
memberse. This functioning will necessarily be diversificd (members
of the Political Committec, party ‘functionariss, field representa-
tives in coertain types of work, a direct link botween the committee
and the ranks, ctcs) but evory mcmbor should fecl himsclf an iIntegral
part of thc natlonal organization, his work supcrvisod and directed
by those who coordinate¢ the work from the conter,

The members of the committee in the fleld bear the rcsponsi-
bility of interpreting party policy not only to the membership but
also to workcrs outside ocur renks. Since party policy is adjusted in
respect to cvery major political event nationally and internationally,
the political and economic occurances which shape our policy and -
toward which party attitudss must be taken must be froely discussecd
. among_committee members and the application of policy justified in

the light of tho Warxist mcthod of analysis. This is nccessary not
only for the development of individual members of the Committece hut
for safecguarding the presentation of the party pocition in places
outside the centcr,

In the Committec, of all plaecs, must thors be discussion --
nay, pcrhaps even arguncnty The 1lifc of the party hinges upon it, if
for no other reason than that the rcelaticnship between the ranks and
the ficld meombers of the Committee (who dopend largcly upon the chen
nel of the Committee for their informatio-n and educstion in political
matters) is an intimate one which affecte the relati-onship of the
party to the mass very quicklye Decisi-ns >n poslitical matters must
be colleetive decldsions, even if the involvement »>f ths fisld members
is carricd conly to the extent of infcrming them after the event upcn
the reascns advanced in arriving at a dccisi~n and the possible argu-
ments pro and con which were raiscd. Certainly, if a2 pnlitical argu-
ment arises involving a progremmatie attitude and °eri“u° disagrccment
onsues in the Political Committec, dccuments on the discuesion must
be issucd and the field membors drqwn into ‘ha discussion (if £for no
other then educati-nal reascne) =nd cne.uraped o0 express criticism
or make a ecnbtributicn to the questicn,.

But I must digrcss a mimoat, for, ac happens evory time the
questi-n of the right and nccd to discuss party policy e mcs up, the
one who ralscs the issuc is plmced upon the dnofensive as 1f s~ me
indccent proccdurc were being propssed, First of all, lct it be sald
once for all time that dlscussicn does not ncccsqarily imply 1rrecon-
cilcble disagreement. Diccuseci-n implies the applicati:n of a number
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of minds (brought to their present condition of non-identity by
diverse experiences and different degrees of development) to the
solution of an Important problem and the orienting of the activities
of everyone involved toward the application of the adopted solution
to the requirements of life,

Certainly when policies are proposed and decided upon in the
sphere of revolutionary politics, 1nvolving as they do the lives and
future of numberless individuals, anyone who dares consider himself
worthy of a position of leadership in a party obligates himself to
take a serious and active interest in the rcfinement of these poli-~
clesl (I should like to say just in passing -- and timidly these
days -- that I see nothing obscene or disgraceful even in argument
or serlous disagreement, either in the commnittec or in the party,
provided 1t takes place upon a worthy issuel)

Some one 1s certain now to throw in my face the accusation
that I am demanding ™argument for the sske of argument." I am not;
I am criticizing a condition where there is a distinct and in my
opinion dangerous lack of discussion -- and even argument 17 you
likel -- of policy in our party. The following paragraphs will show
why I think this,

I have been a membar of the National Committee for the two
years since the last convention. In this time, save for the voting
at the Flenum last October (some members, by the way, were absent
and therefore did not vote even on this occasion) the members of
the Committee not resident in New York have becn asked to vote on
only one propositions the dceisicn to call the next conventiont
(8ince, in lire with the policy of the Committee, I do not keep any
reccords of Committee business, I have here had to rely upon memory,
but I have checked with two other non-resident members in two other
cities and ncither of them can rccall ever having voted on anything
beside the convention call in these two years). In other words,
those members of the Committce whe do not happen to live in the
Center were elected at the last convention, patted on the hcad and
sent home to wait elther to be summoned to s Plenum to vote on
party poliey or to await thce moment when they were to set the time
fopr their demise or recelecticn as members of the National Committcel

In these two years the only documents concerning policy
rogeived by the non-resident members were the Morrow article and,
in recent months (bceause of certain differences among the comrades
in jJail and as part of the pre-convention period) a few
letters dcaling with controversial matters and the draft of the
international resolution to be submitted to the convention,

i3

The sole regular nexus botween the National Officoc and the
field members of the Committee has becn the minutes, which I find
totally undecipherable 3in their great bulk. There 1s in most
instances absolutely no way of telling from them what the facts in
a disputed 1ssue may be, whet proposals are mads nor who made them.
The minutes serve only one purposcs to.show that meetings of the
mambers in New York are held, even if we in the field are not inform-
¢q thoreof for a month or six weeks after the date of the session,
I have repeatedly complained to members of the Committee in the



National Office about the inadequacy of the mirutes and have suggest -
ed that, if nothing more informative can be transmitted to the non-
resident members through the minutes, they be not sent out,.

The inevitable questions arises Did anything worth discuss-
ing in the National Committee of a bolshevik party happen during 5
these two years? Were documents written on any controversial matter
and were they of such a nature that members of the Committee should
have received them? - v

I am ashamed to answer the first questionl Has thers ever
in the history of our present party bsen a more pregnant period than
the one embraced by the last two years? There have been war, in-
vasion, incipient revolution, the incarceration of leaders of our
movement in two countries, growing rebellion in the organized labor
movement!{ And yet the National Committee of our party -- as a com-
mittee -- has not discussed these matters in the light of the spec=-
Tal political approach of a Marxist organization.

The non-resident members of the Committee have been put in
the embarrassing position of having to await the arrival of an
issue of our public press to determine the dotails of party policy
on matters upon the formulation of which these preccisc members should
have been consultedl If their advice in the formulation of party
policy is not important, why then have they been put on the leading
committee? ‘ '

If the excuse is offered that sometimes thore is not time %o
poll the entire membership of the committee, that can bec accepted in
some Instances -- but it is no excuse for the committee's nover
having been consulted as a whole in the entire two years, save for
the few days at the Plehum! Nor is it an excuse for not having
submittcd discussion material on these matters, even after public
announcement of a policy. This circumstance could be explained
(but not yet excused, mind youl) only 1f, in all this time, no dif-
ference of political interpretation on any of thsso vital matters
had bcen expressed in the New York sgotion of the Committee; this
I know i1s not true.

How many documents on political quostions came to the atten-
tion . of the New York members of the Committee I nave no way of know=
ings If in two years not one single membor of the National Committec
of our party nor any rank-and-file member ever prcsented in written
form a political analysis or criticism of party policy, I should
consider 1t an amazing and alarming fact. I am confident it is not
true and I base my confidence upon the feet that at the Plonum
certain documents were actually presented to the Committec.

For teveral months last year-a very heatod and important
argument, hinging upon the questlon of democratic centralism, was
conducted in onc of our most important industrial fractions. (It 1is
intercsting to note that the minutes of the Committee which came to
me¢ during this long period wore so marvelously clear that for sono
time I labored under the delusion that -- suddenly and for no reason
I could imagine -- we had a large and active fraction in the needle

-



“ govermment policy cennot be so circulated.  Hegven knows that even

trades; and, when it became clear to me that this guess was all wet,
I spent another couple of months haunted by an uneasy fecllng that
we were operating on a grand scale in a rival politlical partyl It
was not until I got to New YorZz for the Plenum and the question was
placed upon the agenda that I knew even the ldentity of the fraction
in which the argument was taking place, let alone what the argument
was about.) In the course of this disagreement documents were drawn
up on both sides, since much of the argumsnt took place by mail from
places outside the Center. Thece documents were glven the fileld
members on the first day of the Plenum and we were expected in the ¢
course of the few free hours weg might have between sessions to read
and digest the material submitted and vote upon an issue which the
New York section of the Committee had argusd for mcnths,.

I protested against this handling of an lmportant issue and
formally asked that any future documents in this case or in similar
cases be made available to the non-resident members of the Committee.
I can only say in conclusion that I have never heard a word about
this controversy since the Plenum; I do not know whether the dis-
agreement was reconciled and if it wgs, upon what basis.

Another and more serious disagréement developed in the
sphere of party policy in comncction with the now famous Morrow-
Morrison amendments to the Plenum resolution., These amcndments
came as the outgrowth of a disagrcement on policy which had begun
in July at the time of Mussolini's end.” No one who was prescnt ever
told m¢ so, but I am confident that therc must have been numerous
arguments in the Committee in New York between thc adherents of tho
two conflicting positions. ©No one can deny that it was an important
issue and no one can deny either that 1t was one which should have
boen used for the cducation of the members of the National Committee,
especially those out of thc Center and therefore scparated from the
benefits of the richer political enviromment existing there. Yet
those of us who were not in Few York found ourselves suddenly and
with no preparation confronted with an important and “heated" dis=
agreement and were asked to cast our votes, with so little prepara-
tion, in the determination of policy which would exert intornational
influence at a moment of inciplent revolutiony It had to lecad, as
it did, to confusion and delaye.

I am convipced that the reasons for this obviously inadequate
handling of the affairs of the Natlonal Committes springs simply from
a faillure on the part cf the members of the Political Committee ©0
implement what I am sure must be their understanding of the relation-
ship between themselves and the rest of the Natlonal Committco.
Certainly it cannot be argued that no greater connection between
the Center and the field members of the Committes 1s possibles If
that were true we would be 1iving in a statc of semi-legallity; 1f
that 1s considered true by anyone in the leadcrship, the party
should be so informed and the entire apparatus should be reorganized
on a fundamentally different basis from the one wc have todaye ,

. It 1is inconecivable that anyone should argue that discussion
matter on Marxian politics camnot be circulated among members Of the
Committee by maile  Or that material critidal, for instance, of
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the bourgcois public press =- to say nothing of some of the liberal
press -- finds it easy enough to print critically analytical material
on international and national everts} Cannot we go even as far as
they?

It 1s to be sincerely hoped that the relationship dealt with
here will not be allowed to persist when the next National Committes
is elected.

A related question is that of the composition of the Political
Committees. At present that committee is made up of all members of
the National Committee in residence in the Center. In my opinion,
the principle of simple residence in New York is an entirely unaccept-
able one a&s a basls for membership in the Political Committoe of ocur
partye

A minor objection, but one which should be mentioned, is thet
this method of selection puts the Committee members in New York, on
the basis of geographical considerations, in virtual chiaigs of the
initiation of party policy and emphasizes thne schism botwscn New YVork
and the rest of the country which we have striven for decades to
overcome .

Just as the Natlonal Committee should be made up of the bast
qualified members of the party as a whole, 20 the Political Comm: tce
must be composed of the most politically well developsd members uf
the National Committee. In my opinion, ths »resent Political Com-
mittee is, because of its haphazard composivion, a caricature of the
real things I hope the coming convention makes impossible t“he con-
tinued existence of such a principle as the one upon which the
Politlical Committee is now based, ’



