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IS THERE A STALINIST DANGER IN THE S,W,P.?

L 3

By Je Lyons

Comrade Goldman, in recent months, has raised rather serious-

1y the question of bureaucratic developments within the Socialist
Workers Party. Hg has charged that bureaucratic acts of a Stalinist
- character have been committed by our leadershipe We assume that the
danger of repeated acts of a bureaucratic character lies, above all,
in the possibility of the development of a bureaucratic apparatus and
the usurpation of the democratic rights of the membership. If this
were not the danger, there would »e 1little value. in discussing the
acts in themselves. Comrade Goldman even goes .so far as to picture
for us 'the embryo of such-an apparatus, but it'appears that his
picturg resembles an inverted pyramid.

The. Yhero cult", the worship of the. leader, and the ready
submission to the golitical views of Cannon without discussion and
“"eritical thinking": these are some of the charges upon which Com-
rade Goldman seeks to establish the existence of a hureaucratic
danger within our party. What is most amazing in this contention, X
1s that this embryo apparatus begins at the bottom and proceeds up- \
warde If this 1s the character of bureaucracy, then it is an entire- ¥
ly new type, totally different from all others, including, the Stalin- :
1st bureaucracy. i

All bureaucracies have one thing in commons namely, material . A
gain for the individual bureaucratse. In the %rade unlons in the = . ;
United States, to shout hosannahs for Phil Murray and John L. Lewls
means to:make the job secure, and to receive a high salary together
with support against any revolt in the ranks. 7o the Fascist bureau-
crat, support of the leader means partaking in the spoils and vast
privileges; it means the wielding of considerable power over the
masses.e To the Stalinist bureaucrat, support of Stalin means a
greater share of the material wealth of production,

TR T 23 =Tw

ERC o

Although all of the privileges mentioned above present a -
rather impressive picture, they give us only one side of the story. - L
Let us add that in these very same burcaucracies, fallure to support N i
the leader means exactly the opposite; for example, terror, insecur> g
ity, prison, isolation, infamy, and in some cases'death.»»fhe strain - :
that runs through all bureaucracies from the highést commander down
to the lowest administrator is the existence of a "power from above",
the compulsive factor which guarantees security and privilege for .
support, or terrible consequences for lack of support .or opposition
to the leader, This factor is the common denominator of all. bureau-
cracies. : :

Let us ask of what privileges can a "“hero worshipper™ or a:
"hand raiser' in our party partake in return for support of the
leader? Is it not true that to become a functionary in our party
means that one must accept a very modest salary, lower than that of
unskilled labor? Is it not also true that our functionary 1s saddled
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down to hard routine work, the monotony of which 1s periodically @
broken by a jail sentence? Those who are fortunate enough to avold

the latter "privilege" can enjoy the "prestige" of leading a relative-

1y small group of workers whose organization is universally despised.

+ Indeed, to become a functionary in our party usually means to forego ¢

material advantage and to make a personal Sacrifice. Is it possible

that a “"power from above" could exist and be respected in return for

such “privileges"? If it i1s, then a new genus of dureaucracy has been.»

discoverede. :

} To give a scientific hue to his claims, Comrade Goldman
charges that these bureaucratlc acts have their social roots in the
"political backwardness of the Amerlcan workéers, a backwardness that
naturally tends to cross party borders and penetrate into our ranks",
This is a rather broad statement which requires much thought; as a

. matter of fact, it requires "critical thinking".

_ Let us point out first of all that we do not necessarily
demand social roots in support of charges of separate bureaucratic
acts, but rather in support of charges of the existence of a bureau-
cracy or at least a bureaucratic tendency. Although Comrade Goldman
states that he is not:charging the existence of a bureaucracy, he
bases himself, nevertheless, upon what is an argument in support of
the charge that a bureaucracy does exist, In other words, he implies
‘the existence of a bureaucracy or a tendency tdward one although he

avoids saylng it directly.

L Is the political backwardness of the American worker respon-
. sible for the occurrence of bureaucratic acts on the part of the

" leadership?  If it is then why are these acts Stalinist in character?

" Does this imply that Stalinism arose because of the political back-

" wardness of the Russian worker?,6 If it does, then Comrade Goldman
confesses an astounding lack of understanding of the rise and growth

of Stalinisme - . . -

Misconceptions of the nature of the Stalinist phenomenon are
amply demonstrated in Comrade Goldman's article, "It is New, 3ut Not
True®', Here<he says, "What are some outstanding characteristics of
a:-Stalinist party on the organizational level? Blind obedience of the
ranks to the party leaders; a total absence of critical thinking and !
therefore of rcal discussion; hostility to anyone who ralses objec-
tions to party policy; build up of leaders; exaggerated emphasis on
activity as against discussion; blind and unreasoning animosity to
consciocus political opponen’cs.ﬁ .

Why, we ask, must we stop here? There are more character-
4 stics which are deserving of notice; for example, the outlawing of
regular conferences and conventions representative of the membership,
complete intolerance by the leadership of any criticism of it self or
1ts policy, prohibition by decree of any discussion whether 'internal,
.external or otherwise, .suppression and expulsion of any minority or
critical membere - = : l '

To say that the Stalinist parties are characterized by a
total Mabsence" of discussion and eritical thinking is to present a
false picture. It 1s not the negative factor of absence which is out-
standing in a Stalinist party, but rather the more positive factors
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+ insistent upon S£Opping here, but we are equally insistent in carry=-
. Ing the thought through, ‘Noé _ A
.7 8ent, but also present were the germs of the . opposite tendency, the
- tendency which later erystallized around the Left Opposition of the
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of suppregsion and prohibition of criticism and discussione Blind
obedience of fhe rfanks to the leaders is not a characteristic make up

of the ranks, but it 1s rather fhe result of the compulsion and terror

of the apparatus.. This is the key to unflerstanding not only Stalin-
1st bureaucracy, but all bureaucracies without exception, :

Let us take another one of the Stalinist characteristics
given by Comrade Goldman: "blind and unreasoning animosity to con-
scious political opponents", Again we have a generalization which is
only partly true. History shows that animosity is characteristic of

a Stalin?st party only at such times as this attitude fulfills the

conjunctural needs of the apparatus. There have been times when
Stalinism showed unreasoné%% friendliness toward-conscious political
opponent s, Did no e Le pposition in the Sovie nion conduc

a Eong and bitter struggle against the Stalinists for their stupidly
loose attitude of friendliness toward ChiangKai-Shek and the.Kuomin-
tang in China? Can we apply the animosity characteristic in describ-
ing the Stalinist parties of the People's Front period? Or are we to

assume that Chiang-Kal-Shek, Azana, and Blum were not "conscious
political opponents"'? ' ‘ L _

We might even add that there is absolufely no evidence to
show that a single Stalinist is being persecuted for friendliness

" toward Henry Wallace or any small time politician of the Democratic
. machinees Stalinists are perfectly free not only to talk to these

people, but even to dine, drink, and dance with them. Recently,
Molotoff himself toured the Kaiser shipyards walking arm in arm with

. none other than Henry J. Kaiser, This is indeed a unique application
.. of "1ind and unreasoning animosityY, -

One who takes,up the task of hurling at our leadership the

 charges about Stalinist acts must make it-his business to give us a
well rounded picture of Stalinism as i1t really 1s, 1its moving forces,

and its development, Goldman has givén us only the apparent features
of Stalinism without bothering to give us an analysis oi 1ts real
nature e ‘ ~

The Rise and Growth of :Stalinism

There can be only one way to examigg the charge that the
alleged bursaucratic acts are of a Stalinist character, It 1is neces-
sary to examine the causes.for the growth and development of the
Stalinist bureaucracy and to compdre them with the causes or social
roots given by Goldman for the alleged bureaucratic, Stalinist acts
in our party. : e

- The Scuvarines, Eastmans, and Hooks, the champions of antie
Bolshevik half-thinking, continually howl ‘about Stalinism being the
inevitable ‘out growth of Bolshevism; for, they say, is it not trye that
the Stalinists came out of the Bolshevik party? Let ‘us correct them.
Let us say that Bolshevism carried within itself some Stalinist germs,
at least in the person of Stalin himself. They are

only were the germs of Stalinism pre-

s .
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Communist Party of the Soviet Unione *This 1s what the petty bour-
geols.cynies always forget. For them the presence of half a thing ‘(5
is the presence of the whole thing if it fitss into thelr petty bour-
geois pattern, '

.. As we go along the bacteriological anglysls becomes increas- #
ingly more difficult té followe ‘Now we had the presence of the
Stalinist germ and-also.its counter germ, Trotskylsme: This analysis
leads us nowhere, To get out of the Blind alley we must cast aside r
petty bourgeois bacteriology and apply the Marxist method, What 1is
important in our analysis 1s rot the presence or absence of the germ

., alone, but the existence of a fertils field in which one of the two
tendencies conld grow, develop, and galn supremacy over its opponent
as well as over the whole organisme That is the crux of it all. '
Stalinism had the necessary enviromment in which it could carry on a
succe ssful fight against the Left Opposition and become the master of
the Third International., Any analysis of Stalinism which falls to
grant that Stalinism is also the expression .of the defeat of the Left
Opposition is inherently barren, ‘false, and one sidede. -

Trotsky. led the fight against Stalinism ip 1ts early stages. ,‘
Let us consult him on Some of the aspects of that strugglee In the g
Criticism of the Draft Program bhe salds " E

"'he Left proletarian wing of the party + ¢ « has been sub-
jected beglinning with the ‘Fall of 1923 to systematic, organizational
campalgns of extermimation. The methods of repression were condition-
ed upon the charscter of the internal regime which became more bureau-
cratic to the degree that the pressure exerted by the non-proletarian
classes upon the proletariat grew stronger." Thus, it 1s here shown

. that the Stalinist apparatus needed and had a fertile enviromment in

_order to carry on its dirty work. 7Trotsky told us more speciflcally
4n the same book what that ferthle field was:

"'he possibilities for the syccess of such methods (that is,

the Stalinist methods) were créated by the general political charac- :
ter of the period in which the proletariat suffered the pgreatest |
defeats, the Social Democracy came to life again « o ¢ The first ;
onslaught against the Opposition was perpetrated immediately after -
the defeat of the German revolution and served, asg-it were, as a p
supplement of this defeat." Then follows the other side of the story ~
~which the. anti~Bolsheviks never take into consideration: _

"'his onslaught would have been utterly impossible with a r~
victory of the German proletariat which would have ralsed extraordin-
arily the self confidence of the proletariat of the U,S,S.R. and
therefore, also its power of resistance to the pressure of the bour-
geols classes, internally, and to the party bureaucracy which trans-
“mits this pressure.” R PR

. . Elsewhere, Vrotsky summarized-the whole analysis in the state-
< ments "'he cause for tho growth of bureaucratism is to be sought
only in the growth 'of class influences alien to the proletariag“.
. Let us take careful notice that he places emphasis on the growth of
bureaucratism and the growth of allen class influences. He dcscribed
the defeat of the Opposition and the Victory of the bureaucracy as



being the result of a rightward swing of the working class internation-
allye %rotsky, the larxist, insisted upon examining Stalinism not in
any formal sense, but in its development and in its movement. <his

is precisely what Goldman fails to do when he simply asserts that the
alleged bureaucratic acts of a Stalinist character have their "social
roots" in the political backwardness of the American workers

Political Backwardness of the American YWorker

Let us carry Comrade Goldman's assertion a little further.
If our party today is being.victimized by bureaucratic acts because
of the political backwardness of the American worker, then our party
of ten or twelve years ago should have been the victim of st1l1ll great-
er bureaucratic perversions; for, if the -American workers are politic-
ally backward today, they were immeasurably more backward in those
days. Yet, our‘hisﬁory shows that in those years of the past our
party was characterized by a much greater internal loosenc ss, and our
greatest problem was to establish the concept that the party was not
an arena for free lance rgdicals, and petty bourgeois intellectuals
to carry on incessant debate and discussion.. A great part of our
history is a history of struggle against a’false concept -of party
democracye. Why did mot the backwardness of- the American worker make
possible then the.eccurrente ‘of even more bureaucratic- acts of a
Stalinist charactér?. Let Comrade Goldman explain why his alleged
Stalinist germs were unable to.flourish in that pewiod of political
backwardness, and why those germs insist instead, upon doing their
‘mischief in %he present period. . L '

We maintain that 1t is insufficient to base the charges upon
the categorical statement that the American worker 1s politically
backwarde The question must bhe posed correctly: backward in rela--
tion to what; is he becoming more backwardor 1s he moving away from
_his backwardness; if he is moving away from his backwardness, at what -
nodal point will his backwardness change to its opposite? . All of"
the sc considerations are of vital importance in any arnalysis of the
effect of political backwardness of the American worker upon our C
partys In the light of this method, let us now glance ‘st the recent
history of the American labor movement and see how much support there
1s for Comrade Goldman's argument. ' - '

_ In 1929 the American workérs were almost completely under
domination of the idea that the United States was the .land of un-
limited opportunity ~- the land of milk and honey. Far from consider-
ing the need for a revolutionary -change, they consideréd such simple |
steps as unionism in mass industry as unnecessaryes The crisis of
1932 blasted the intgdines out of this bourgeois notione 7The workers
came out of that crisis bitterly disillusioneds. The first industrial-
upturn in 1933 and 1934 posed the question of unionism on the order
of the daye In 1937 a mass strike wave.came to life, and its far
reaching implications frightened the wits.out of the .bourgeoisie, bts
political agents,’and 1ts labor lieutenants. There can be no doubt
of the general implication of this gigantic strike wave: 1t was the
act of drawing the class lines in the United States on an unprecedent.
ed scalc. : ’ : . ‘ .
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This mood of the workers was slightly dampened by the 1938
recession, but in 1941 it burst out again with renewed vitality., It
continued on up to Pearl Harbor, and although it has since been re-
fracted, distorted, and forcibly restrained, it has not been arrestedl
Even during the war, the working class has perlodically broken the
‘bourgeois front and asserted itselfs ' : - B

Of decisive . sIfgnificance are the developments in the last two
years, “The "politically backward" coal miners turned down the appeal
of the poliftician Roosevelt and stood by he leadership of their class
organization by continuing to shu own tne-pits until their demands
were me even if only.partiallye The conservative rallroad WOrkers
voted overwhelmingly ¥o strike for their demands in the face of govern-
ment threats. Strike votes under the Smith Connally Act, though the
ballots are worked in-the most unfavorable way, have in fhe overwhelm-
ing number of gases been in favor of strike. ‘Moreover, the labor
leaders everywhere are feeling the rising tide of pressare from the
ranks for a struggle against the whole war program of restriction and
suppression of labor's rights. L

From the above we cannot escape the unque stionable :conclusion
that thé American workers.are moving leftward. For the last twelve
years, the American workers have been moving away from the influence
of the bourgeoisie and in the direction of the proletarian revolution,
It must be remembered that the growth of allen class influenges upon
the proletariat was the cause for the growth of Stalinism. Yet,
Comrade Goldman is trying to convince us that Stalinism is rearing
i1ts head in our party in a period when the alien class influences
upon the American proletariat dre shrinking at an ever greater tempo.

What About the International Situation?

We refuse to make any concessions to Comrade Goldman's posi-
tion, Even if his formula of political backwardness could be applied,
it would not give the final answer; for, in the present epoch of
international connections and entanglements it is false to assume that
a proletarian party can be decisively influenced only by the situwation
of the proletariat in one country. Never did we attempt to analyse
the Stalinist bureaucracy on the basis of the Russian proletariat -
alone, At g1l times we took into consideration the international
working class a8 an important factor; in fact, we took it as the
decisive factor. The defeat of the Left Opposition was possible, said -
Trot sky, because the poliftical character of that time was one 1n
which the proletariat internationally had suffered colossal dcfeats,
the result of which was a rightward swing of the working classs )

Today, the international situation clearly shows that we are,
in a process of a gigantic swing leftwarde The strugrles in Italy,
the developments in France and Great Britain, the reawakening in the
United States, and scores of other @velopments point to. the incon-
testable conclusion that the revolutionary dawn is:again approachinge
Our party, as well as our co-thinkers are now faced with the greatest
opportunify they have ever had in the struggle for influence over the 3 |
masses, This is the worst situation for the development of Stalinist *
germs. On the other-hand, it is indeed the best situation for the
growth of the proletarian tendencies everywhercs ilhen placed under
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the light of present political developments of the working class.
internationally, Gomrade Goldman's theory of Stalinist dangers within
our party falls to stand the test, . _

May 15, 1945.

LA JLILIL LY
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SOME FACIT'S ABQUT THE SHACHIMAWITES !

By Milton Alvin

Having gone through the fight with the petty bourgeoils 6pposi-
tion twice, once on each side, I thought I was entitled to retirement
on this questions However, Goldman's analysis of the Workers Party
makes 1t necessary to bring forth some facts regarding their politi-
cal development which he entirely ignores or misrepresents,

I had the ,opportunity to observe the Shachtmanites very close-
ly for about one and a half years after the :split. During that
period and since they have moved consistently further away from us
and our program. <lhere are more than half a dozen important political
questions upon which they disagree with us, I will take up some of
these, : ‘

On the defense of the Soviet Union as a Workers State against
Imperialism the differences are obviouses What 13 not generally known,
however, is that there remain in the Workers Party three factions on
thts questions <Shachtman heads one group which calls the USSR a
Bureaucratic Collectivist States Carter heads another that uses the
same designation. Howéver, while Shachtman promises to defend the
Soviet Union some day, Carger holds that defense 1s impermissible
under any circumstances. The third faction is led by Johnson who
believes the Soviet Union to be a Fascist State,

Goldman breathes a sigh of relief because Burnham and
Macdonald left the Workers Partye In vainl Carter remains with their
program and, for the Workers Party, a good-sized faction. In addition
Shachtman adopted and even extended Burnham's 1937 position on the
Soviet Unione One would find it impossible to find any practical
di stincticns between the Shachtman and Burnham-Carter positionse “'he
spactacle of Johnson in our party holding the Soviet Union to be a
Fascist State with monopoly capitalists at its head is too night-
marish.to require  comment:, . ;

- Galdman gives Some undeserved credit to the Workers Party for
adVocatin% a Labor Party. Formally, they do call for a Labor Party,
But in actual practice there is not a single instance of the Workers
Partg supporting an independent labor candidate for office, Their
position on this question differs profoundly from ours, They do not
use the class criterion but deeide solely on a programmatic basis,
Naturally, this climinates the necessity of ever giving support to
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any independent labor candidate or party whose program disagrees with
theirs. . Moreover, a sizeable group in the Workers Party is oppossd
even to advocating a Labor Party. Actually the Workers Party carries
out the policy of this group. T

Our differences with the Workers Party on the Proletarian
Military Policy reveals that here too, we approach the question from
totally different sides. Our method 1s the class analysis, theirs
18 eclectice They rejected our policy because today the .unions are
under the control of Murray and Green, R S

The differences on China, Europe and other questions reveal
the different methods employede Lhe petty bourgeois politiclans
employ one method today, another tomorrow and return to the first the
next daye ;

If Goldman were to do a serious job of evaluating the politi-
cal development of the former minority in the last six years, he could
only come to the conclusion that they have travelled very far from us
and our programe. Indeed, it is difficult to find where we agree on
any important questions. %There are deep-going differences all up and
down the line, : : . ' ’

These differences are not only on'political programmatic
questions but also on tactical, trade union and organizational activ-
ities, Goldman ignores these but they deserve 'an important place.
The Workers Party concept of a Party resembles the:Norman Thomas type
far more than a Bolshevik combat organizatione.  Endless debating with
no conclusions arrived at 1s the rule in the Workers Party, Viola= '~
tion of convention decisions are common and winked at by the unprine-:
cipled leadershipe.

Goldman has observed that the Workers Party carried out a
policy of proletarianization after the splite. <True, but why? Un-
doubtedly the principal reason was the pounding they took on this
question during the faction fight, Goldman says the type of trade
-union activity of the Workers Party 1s not important, the mere fact
that they are trade unionists ise 7This is completely false's Anyone
can become a trade union agctivist today. No credit whatever is due
for that, What 13 revealing here is. that the Workers Party entered
the unions and in typically petty bourgeols style told the workers
what to do and how to do it even before, they .,had got their feet wet
in the union movement. It was, therefére, not surprising to hear
from ons end of the country to another that they were being shown the
door. L

I don't know where Goldman ggts his membership figure on the
Workers Partye “he following figures of mine. are verifiable, At the
time of the split, 1940, the minority faction plus the youth that
supported it had about 600, Exactly 18 months later at a national
convention there were 31 delegates elected on the basis of 1 for 10
or major fractions 7They represented approximately 200 memberse
Delegates reported wholesale desertions from the party, These defec~
tions began on the day following the split in April, 1940, About
one=third of the faction never turned up to help launch the new
partye About another third subsequently droppcd away after Burnham
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and Macdonald left. wwo entirc groups formally left the Yorkers
Party before its 1941 convention. One, a ycuth group in Akron
another an anti-Marxist group of national composition that went to
the S.P, . v

The political and organizational changes experienced by the
Workers Party since the split lead to the conclusion that it is a
dwindling, petty bourgeols sect moving to the right, As long as it
remains in existence 1t represents an obstacle to our growth and must
be removed. he past filve years experience proves that our method of
dealing with them has been entirely corrcct. We have prospered where-
as they have disintegrated. “here is no reason whatsoever to change
our policy towards théme. Goldman's propbsal to achieve unity with
this group which is steadily moving away from us 1s complebtely unreals
istic and must be firmly rejected. His proposal for collaboration,
based upon his estimate of them, must'be equally firmly rejected. We
rmust continue our policy of intransigent: hostility to this group of
retty bourgeols charlatans who deserted our program and split our
party, Along this road we will win over only serious revolutionaries
in the Workers Party. Along the road of Goldman, the issues can be
glossed over and obscured with fatal results,

NI RIRTRINA
NiiaTnisiglsis
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LOS ANGELZE AMII-FASCISL CAMPAIGN
' ~June 23, 1945

Dear Comrade Stein:

Murry and Myra wers both 111 this week, so I have been asked
to inform you of our current discussions of a proposal for an antie
fascist campaign. '

The immediate incidents which have called our attention to
this problem as one for a campaign now, are two meetings o6f Gerald K.
Smithe One was held a few weeks ago, at the Embassy Auditorium to an
- overflow crowd of several thousands. Another is schoduled for the
Philharmonic Auditorium here Monday night, June 25,

“he WP sent ‘us a communication addressed also to the SIP;.SP
and IWW, proposing a united front demonstration at the Philharmonic
Smith meeting -- picketing, etc. o ' ‘

We discussed the matter at length, called a.special meeting

+ of the SEC Yhursday night to consider the matter. ‘'he committes
passed a motion adopting Murry and Myra's proposal for an anti-faseist
campalgn along the lines of the statement of the proposal submitted
to the committee. (Proposal enclosed.) There was a difference of
opinion on whether we should participate in or call a demonstration
for Monday night, ‘he motion that passed was that we endorse the
policy on participation Monday night as outlined bg Murrys; or, in
other words, that we do not call a party demonstration for Monday
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night and do not participate in the picket 1ine there unless the <)
1a$o€ movement or CP should do s2o0. Ab thi: time both have decided
no Oe .

Yosterdaj we sent the enclosed wire to the Los Angeles .
Central Labor Council (AFL) and the Los Angeles CIO Councils

This weekend we plan to send a press release out quoting the ,
wire, and %o send a comminication to the CP proposing we discuss

onited front action against the fascists...united front action of all
working-class and minority groups.

: We want to report® all this to the PC and are anxious to know
how our proposals strike yous Also, turn over the cory of the wire
to The Militant for a news story. .

Comradely,
Je Blaxe
Acting Organizer

#i i

Proposal for an AntiQFascist Campaign

1. Fascist organizations have been establishing a concentration

point in Los Angeles. The tour of Gerald K. Smith, with the publicity
around it, has established this as a public fact. '"They boast of their
futention of establishing national headquarters in Los Angeles,"
The post-war upheavals, with its returning veterans, unemployment, :
middle-class discontent, are the factors which fascists count upon to
win a mass base for thelr movement,

24 The Los Angeles local of the party should immediately open an
anti-fascist campaign. e must give the alarm signal and raise the .
slogan of the united front of action to stamp out the fascist vermin
before they can establish a stronghold here. ¥e must call on the
working-class to take hoed of the danger to their organizations, to .
organize united front committees, and launch mass picket demonstra-

. tions against any attempts of fascists to meet and plot atfacks on

the labor movement, and their incitation of race hatreds "No head-
quarters for Smith in L.A." "Down with the fascists." "These must

‘become the slogans of the LeA. labor movement,

.

3, A plan of qétion of the provoced campaign is as followss

« . 'a. Telegrams to all the labor bodies, AFL, CIO, Rallroad )
Brotherhoods, presenting the problem and ralsing our slogan.

be Issue model.resolution to be circulated among all our
sympathizers and contacts in the unions, summarizing the task of the
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labor movement in the face of the threat and calling for united front
action, ' .

| ce We immediately take steps to pass such resolutions
through unions or labor bodies where we have special influence.,

de We address an appeal to all Negro organizations along
the same line as the wirs to the trade -unions with reference %o the
Negro stake in the strugsle against fascism,

ee Utilize our friendly conbtacts with the. Negro press to
urge them to champion the idea of a broad united front of sction
against the fascist threat, .~ B . B

fo We address an open letter to the GCe.P.A, proposirng the
united front of actlon against the fascists and enalyzing the situa-
tions In immediate conjunction with this we press .a vigorous contact
ceampalgn with Stalinist workers agitating ror our proposal, taking
savantage of their general confusion on their change of line to
-introduce "the Yrotskyist anti-fascist program among them,"

gs Call a general membership meeting of the party to motie
vate and outline the campaign and to raise the nece ssary money to
carry it through,

he All the above actions can be given varying degrees of
publicity, such as press releases, written up in The Militant, and
leaflet s, .

le We must immediately establish a responsible committse
of research to gather up all the available facts concerning fascist
activities in Le.A. to be used as ammunition in the campaign,

4. Gerald K. Smith proposes to hold = meeting in the Philhermonic
Auditorium this coming Monday, June £5th. This brazen and provoca=
tive challenge to the labor moverent should be referred to in all of
our statements. Can we, however organize an effective picket demon-
stration in the available time as the Shachtmanites have proposed?

We do not exclude the variant of the party calling upon the workers
in its own name to act against the fascists, as we did in Madison
Square Garden and in Le.A., etce, It is necessary to weigh each action
with great care and on its own merits. Under the present circum-
stances the main line of our campaign should be to got the labor move-
ment to act. We are dealing here with a threat of s sustained came
paign on the part of the fascists, not with a single meeting., It
would be very advantageous and effective to have the united labor
picket demonstration against the Monday meeting, but under the present
clrcumstances this is apparently not possible. The time is too short
to prepare an effective demonstration of our own,

Our attitude should be -- we_regect the proposal to call a demonstra-

b e tion for Monday in the name of the party or in united front with the
Shachtmanites, However, if the CP or the trade unions take any action
Monday, we will certainly participate. )
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Does this mean that we should appeal to the labor movement to demon=
strate Monday? In all our statements and letters we should use Monday
as an example of this threat and point out what a united front of
action should do against such meetings. But we dq not occupy the
position in the labor movement at this time to be able to realistical-~
1y propose the exact date and place of action in our formal declara-

tions. . .

If in any union or labor body we could take the initlative of calling
a demonstration in the name of the union under certain circumstances
we would certainly take advantage of it. Right now we should confine
" ourselves to pointing outs

"Pascists dare to plan a public meeting in Los Angeles on Monday. A
united front of action of the whole *labor movement wpuld not permit
such an atrocity." ,

<o . #itiH
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THE ReCeP. AND THE I.L.P, LEFT WING ]

By Jo B Stuarp .

The question of the policy of the Revolutionary Communist
Party toward the Left Wing of the Independent Labor Party is of
immediate importance to the further progress of British Trotskyism,

My views on this question, put forward sketchily in my
"Report" to the National Comnittee of the Socialist Workers Party w--

* " published 1n the Internal Bulletin of the S.7.P., June 1944 «- can
'be summarized as follows:

1) .The next great political task facing the R.CePs after
the fusion "is the elimination of the. centrist I.L.P., as an obstacle
on the road to the masses," : ) .o ' '

2) An analysis of the T.L.P. shows that the situation is

" ripe for an active policy along this line, .

3) The first premise for success in this policy 1s the
organization of an effective, centrallzec, broad left wing in the
I.L.P. o . : b ’ . ‘.

4) The objective we should set oursélvés 1s one that
requires a long perspectives: the winning over of a majority in the
centrist party and fusion with this majority.' S
~ 5) The method of struggle should bes coglition with
other groups and tendencles on the basgis of program, ' .

In line with these views, which set forth a policy, I made
the critical remarks that the R.C.P. leadership has carried on “only'
haphazard wérk in the I,L.P."™, that "what 1is-needed" is a "perspec-
tive", that the “policy of sporadic withdrawals must be replaced by a
policy of bullding the left wing" etce In their Reply (printed in the
Internal Bulletin of the R.CePs, January 1945) the Political Bureau
of the R.C.P.:attacked these incidental remarks without really coming
to grips with the questlion at issues This makes it necessary that the
whole question of the I.L.P., which is now of such burning importance
for the decvelopment of the Fourth International in Great Britain be
elucidated more fully and at greater length®: - ‘

When, soon after the fusion last year; I distussed withcomrade
Grant, Lee and Roy the proposals I outlined in my "Report™ I-thought
we had general agreement, That is, agresement also on tho "next great
political task", And, in fact, the "Reply" indicates that there was
good ground f?? my thinking s0, Co , g ; :

¥In thelir “Regly" the British comrades dealt with several questions
ralsed in my "Report™ and, in additlon, made a number of personal
accusationses In this document I confine myself to the question of the
I.L.P., since it is by far the .most important question at the moment’;
reserving the other.points In dispute for subsequent articlese = JeBeS -

. ‘ e
. -
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"We can fully agree with Stuart " the comrades say in their
document, "that it is possible to set a ' formal perspective of winning
the majority of the I,L.P Indeed such a formal perspective has long
been discussed in our ran se" .

80 far, so goode

"But," they add, "what we are directly guided by on this
tactical 1ssue are the eneral relationships in the movement and the
_concrefe possibilities o material at hand,"

' The "perspective“ is "fully agreed" to, "has long been dis-
cussed in our ranks" but . e e but, apparently, objections of a
"roneral® as well as a "concrete" character arose in connection with
. ié. What. was the outcome of © he discussion9 Later on in their docu-

ment the comrades inform usg ~ .

"After discussion over a period of months by our Political
Bureau, it (this perspective = Ss) was re jected, because it would not
compensate for the withdrawdl from other more favorable fidlds of work
== oven 1f succesaful®,

In between the premise quoted above and this conclusion, and
elsewhere in their document, are scattered the "general® and "concrete®
arguments of the comrades 1n objection to the perspectives

‘At one point in their document they says

"The ‘situation in the I.L.Ps 1s very different from that por-

trayed by Stuart. There has not yet grown the Left Wing or the ferment,

thus the time is not. yet ripe "

This is clearly a concrete objection and entirely in order
when we examine the questions 18 the situation in the I.L.Pe ripe?

But the comrades add to it in the immediately following sentence this -

argument s

"And even if it were ripei 1t would not be worth‘diverting,the

efforts of our members from more favorable ficlds of activity at the
present stage of the strugglee"

Here we have clearly a “general“ objections There are more
favorable filelds of activitye

The same objection 1ls e Rhasized again in a..passage already
quoted. The perspective (in my "Report") was rejected "because it
would not compensate for the withdrawal from other more favorable
Tields of work -- even 1f successfule" : o

LI -

Tho tactic is rejected, then, in general, on two grounds: it
would not be worthwhile, even if the situation were ripe, even 1if the
tactic were successful, and furt hermore there are other more favorable
fields of aotivity. .

€

«
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1 .

. Is It Worthwhile?

H

, Why would 1t not be worthwhile? The comrades explain to us,
~again 1n”Bbatt§red'paﬂsages throughout theinzépcqmentz

~ "5 a 5princip1ed'aturn, fusion could only exagserate the
. revolutiorary gotential of the I, .FE, would run counter to 8
present evolution, would conflict with our general perspective dnd

confuse our sympathizers on a national scale," = ° . ;

 If this were really so, if the tactic could only strengthen
the centrists and weaken us, i£ 1s incomprehensible why the R,C+P,
~comrades countenance it -- not only "at this stage," but even at a
iater stages Thils kind of ai argument is a timeless argument, against
a1l "maneuvers", "compromises" efc., etce n a |

Another argument used by.the comrades runs as followss
4! o

o "The present phase of the struggle in Britain and the rela=
tion of forces makes it impossible to effectively shatter the I,L,P.
and remove it as an obstacle in our path at this stage."

The comrades do not tell us very procisely what in the "poree
sent phase" or in the "relation of forces® it is that pbstructs our
aime But they make up for their hdziness in respect to analysis by
being- categoric. in respect to their conclusions Not difflcult, not
even difflcult, but impossibletl However, they add again as a modify=-
ing afterthought: "a s stage." Imposaible, at this stage, but
at the next? Let's hear what the comrades have to say on that:

®"The Labour Party leaders are seeking a left cover and they
are finding it in the I.,L,P. Bereft of the Trotskyists and its own
Left Wing, the I.L.P, will. stdTl be an attractive force for the left=-
ward moving Labour workers when 1t is inslde the Labour Party,"

But, the “Reply" reassures uss

orces, moving to the
left, seek expression through the I.,L.Ps, the whole problem of fusion
and split will be posed on a different plane, But that is the music

of the future ¢ o« o ¥ ' :

"TInside the Lebour Party, when fresh f

Thus the problem of a leftward-moving I,L,P. at présent is
regarded as-a fit object of solution only in the "music of the futupre®l
Clearly, it is a case of mixing up one's tenses,

- ‘But.the right tense is of the utmost importance, inh politics
no less than in'grammar, With that in mind, let's turn our attention
once more to the other grounds given for rejecting the policy proposed
in the "Report", Summing them up we get the following specificationsg

a) It will "exaggerate the revolutionary potential of the
I.L.P. H

b) "Confuse our sympathizers on a national scale™;
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c) It is "impossible to effectively shatter the I.L.P.
and remove 1t as an obstacle in our path at this staged

d) Even if we succeed, "the I,L,P, will still be an
attractive force for the leftward moving Labour work-
ers when 1t is inside the Labour Party.

In one form or another, these arguments have been used since
the beginning of the Bolshevlik movement bX opponents of the tactics

that fall into the category of "maneuvers®, Lenin wrote a whole book
"Left Wing Communism™ on the subject, devoting a section to England,
among other countries. The comrades in their "Reply" as well as in
their whole press and literature show that they have learned the
‘specific lessons that Lenin taught there =-- the necessity of working
in+the Labour Party, in the reformist trade unions, in the parliament-
ary arena =-- exceedingly welle That is why it 1s all the more incon-
slstent for them to make the general objectlion to the proposed tac-
tic =- a "maneuver" -- that 1%t would strengthen the opportunist lead-
‘ershlip and confuse our rankse

Is this objection in any way qualltatively different from the
objections raised by the "Left Wing Communists"™ in 1919-20 that par-
ticipation in parliament, and work in the -Labor Party would strength-
en Henderson and Cos? Or that this maneuver would disorient the
ma sse s?

Lenin answered the first objection at that time as followss

: Such strengthening, or "support" as the misleaders receive
from our maneuver is only temporary, entirely superficial, In actual-
iy it pushes them up agalnst the dilemmas .how to reconcile the’
“radicel" phrases (by mrans of which-the¥, fool:the masses into followe
jieg them) with thelr opportunist aims (which coincide with those” of
the ruling class and not of the masses), .That 1s what proves to be
their vndning in the long rune“.That's what results in the conclusive
isolaition of the fakers and the strengthening of the mass support of
the revolutionistse Our "support" proves to be the kind which the
hanged man gets from the noose, - : ~

As Tor the second;_here 1s'what he, actually salds

“And if the objection is raised that these tactics are too
'subtle' or tco cowrplicated, that the masses will not understand them,
thet Ghey will split up and scatter our forces, will prevent us from
corcdntirating on the Soviet revolutlon, etc., I will reply to the
'Lefts’ wno ralse this objection: don't ascribe your dogmatism to the
messes4s The masses in Russia are probably no better educated than the
masses ir 3England; 1f anything they are less so, Yot the masses
understood the Bolsheviks , ¢« o " |

To be sure these are old lessons for Trotskyists.‘ e had to

learn ihem z2gain in new circumstances at the time ‘of the "French Turn¥®

In the Uni%ed States, in particular, we had to g0 over them in connsc-
tion with our work in the Sodilaligt: Party. They are recorded in

Comrade Canmoh!s YHistory of American Trotskyilsm", In.each case the
Leninist teachings‘have becn confirmed and vindicated in their full

o
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correctnesss It appears that these lessons have to be learned all
over again nows In the same pamphlet Lenin explains whys .

“But a theorstical, abstract recognition ofAthgée truths does
not at all free revolutionary parties from old mistakes, which always
crop up at unexpected.mements, in a somewhat new form, in hitherto
unknown vestments or surroundings, in peculigr -- more or less-peeul-
jar circumstancese" . S

It 1s necessary to absorb these lessons in actual éxpgrience.

" Lenin stresses that . o

‘"the whole point.lies in knowing how to apply these tactics iIn
such a way as to raise and not to lower the general level of proletar=-
ian class consciousness, revolutlonary spirit, and ability to fight
and conquers® o S o '

, . That is, indeed, the whole point. If we do not .apply the tac-
tic correctly, then naturally 1t can defeat its purposes en it can
strengthen the opportunists, weaken us and make our task. Impossible of
achievemente : S t " o

It 4s possible to assume that what we have before us are really
disagreements on how _to appl a tactic that we agpee on as correcte.
There is always the phrase "at this stage" whi¢h accompanies the objec-.
tions of thé ReCsPe comradess ' But. in that case, 1t 1s not clear why
the comrades put forward these general objections, They should then
state unambiguously what concfe%e measures wrongly apply the tactic,
so asa+*to strengthen ouraopponenys,_weaken'and‘confEEG our ranks and
make the task set impossible of achievements  The bare génerﬁligies

, it

. "it would increase the revolutionary potential of the I.LePs A

womld confuse our sympathizers", "1t 1s impossible" 6 -- are meaningless
in that case. ‘ )
‘ Nor 1s the objection that we will in the future have the prob-

iem of doaling with the I.L.Pe in .& n¢y form a valid reason why we

- shouldrnot tackle the problem in its present form. '

4

"other More Favorable Fields"

We have already seen that the comrades in their "Reply" give
st11l another general reason for rejecting, the policy of orlentation
toward the I.L.Ps as followss -

"There are other more favorable fields of activitye"
Let'ss examine the varlous passages in their documents which

specify thise They say:

WAt this particular stage 1t is in the factorles and the unlons
that the main Sovces of Trotskyism are being recruiteds" "

' And they add:

. "Byt we have not neglected the I.L.P,"
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At first glance, this seems to contradict the orientation C
towards the I.L.,P. which the comrades quote from their conference
resolution, There we read that "the I. L.P has grown in numerical
strength and influence among the workers", so much so.that a previous
tactic in the Labor Party "must thercfore be abandqned in favor of -
our factional entry into an affiliated I.L.P." And, indeed, there is
a contradiction there, But this contradiction also exlsts in the
conference resolution 1tselfs Only the subsequent discussion has re- “
" vealed this, contradiction in sharp outline and the two opposite inter-

" pretationstthat have been placed on 1t, Side by side with.the I.L.P.

orientation cited above, the comrades refer to the Conference resolu=-
tion as the one "turning the face of the ReCeP, to independent work",
This gives us a clue to the contradiction, When we examine the
resolutlon in question, we see it in full. '

The Resolution referred to carries the heading "Resolution
on the Entrist Tactice" Aftar devoting the first three quarters of
the document to the problem of the Labor Party and the I.L«Ps and
stating that Mthese perspectives must be continually before our |,
organization", the authors then make a sharp turn and conclude the
resolution with points 1ike the followingz . , . .

“the main field of revolutionary activity at the present
period “lias’on the industrial front;" .

“"the main axis of our activities demands the -raising of the
independent bamner of the Fourth International and the recruitment
of the revolutilonary industrial militants, many bf whom have already
passed through the Labour and Communi st Parfies and the I.L. P.
dlrectlx into the British section of tHhe Fourth InternatiOnal.

v". . o thousands can be won directly into the party e o o "

“whereas the exlsting politica] organizatlons of the working
class are all flelds for %?erilla faction work on the part of the
British Sectlon of the F.,I,, the Labour party is the least favorable
fleld at present and immediate period ahead and that the IleLePs 18
the most frultful, our forces must be directed- therefore, on the
basis of this appraisa1~

- . N ‘,

"Conferenca, therefore resolves that the main task and the
maln tactic of the ReCePs in the immediate period is to build the
Independent revolut lonary party of the British working class; to
directly raise our banner befors the British workers; to direct the
maximum energy for. the achievement of this task, and to subordinate
alk factional work in the e: tisting political organizations of the
working class to that ends" (All emphasis mine -- S.) .

In the light of the subsoquent "Reply" it is clear how the
comrade s intergret this resolutions while recognizing in words as
"most fruitful® the oreintation towards the I.L.,Ps, "which must be
continually before our oryanization they turn in fact towards the
building of "the independent revolutionary party of the British work-
ing class," as the "main task and the maln tactic," All this of
course, with the qualifications "in the {mmediate period."
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But it 1s precisely the'qualificatlions that muddle up the
1ssue, that heap up the contradictions.

; Building the "independent revoiutionary party of the British
working class" 1s not a tactice It 1s a process, It is our task,
not only in the "immediate period", but at all times. ,It cannot | be
counterpgsed to maneuvers with the Labor Party and the I.LsPe These

maneuvers are tactics used to accelerate the process of building the

"independent revolutlonary party of the British working class,"

- What, then, can the resolutidn mean9 1f we did not scrutin-
ize it so carefulTy if we were not already enlightened by the fur-
ther interpretation in the "Reply " we could say: While the resplu-
tlion 1s not flawless, while it has a number of faulty and gven con-
tradictory. formulations, it is acceptable because we glean from it :
the following orientations 1) The I.L.P. is. looming up as the "most

-fruitful® field of activity. for us; 2) We must concentrate on this

task; 3) Meanwhile -we are going to consolidate the fusion, carry on
our 1ndopendent agitation and industrial work in preparation for the
next step; 4) By this work, by our I.L.P. work and by our work in
the Labor Party ye willqspeed the building of the independent workers

party.

- That is indeed, how the resolution looked to us after the
fusione But the subsequent developments show that the R.CesPe com=
rades either had somethlng dlse in mind when they wrote 1t or that
they are now interpreting it differently.

The interprctation by the ReCePe comrades shows that their
line is fundamentally differcnt from ours.

a)' They set up "Independent work" as a "maln téctic“
opposed to the I.L.i. tactice :

b) They reject the latter because "the main axis of our
activitios demands the reisingooﬂ the independent
banner"

c) Because Nsuch.a tactic, even in the most favorable
circumstances must take up a great deal of timc and
energy of the party whose forces should be concentrat-
cd at the point of attack.

These arguments, too, sound like an echo of the paste Lenin
quotes from a British 1o ft Ving Communist" in his pamphlots

« . “We must not dissipate our enerpgy in adding to the strength
of the Labour Party; its rise to powcr is inevitable, We must cone-
centrate on making a ,Communlst movement that will vanquish 1t o o o
The Communist party must kecp its doctrine pure, and its indepocndence
of reformism inviolate; its mission is to lead the way, without
stopping or turning, by the direct road to Communisme’

The comrades are too well acquainted with Lenin's answer for
us to have to repeat it herce They themselves know how to castigate
the error when it takes the same form with the sectarians in the
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I.L.P, Can they not recoghize a trace of similar false politics in- >
their own arguments with regard to the I,L.P,? Won't they "stop" and
"turn" to re-examine their position? .

‘* Why is the IeLeP. Our Next Task? S v

‘

" ‘The general line of the R.C.Pe cOmrades has besn submitted to

a sufficiently detailled cxamination for it to be absolutely clear why
.1t 1s different from ours, why we think it 1s false and whercin we
_‘detect its falsity, Our own line, however, reduires a more ample re-
"statement before we proceed to examine and discuss the concrete objecc-

'.tions to ity .Herc it isg :

o - 1) The I.L.P. has boen a ceptrist organization: pcculiar

- to British working class politicse. It startcd out as a soeialist
vanguard party of the British workers without first c¢stablishing a

. Marxist program at its basc == a peculiarity which history ascribes to
 the cmpiricism characteristic of the British and Amcrican poople, and
which is in turn duc to ‘their privileged position in modern capitalist

"society, ' .
‘ 2) In striving to organize British labor politically, on
a class basis, the I.L.P. ran'into.continuglfcoanict with the trade
‘union bureaucracy, which leancd on British imperialism and its Libcral
politicians for support in maintaining its privileges within the
working classs ' '

3) Tho irrepressdilbile force of the class struggle, howcver, -
pushed relentlessly towdrds the ostablishment of the Labor Party, as

the organized.politigal exprossion.of .the workecrs, basod on the unions,
The cstablishment of the Labor Party and its first successcs redounded:
tromondously to the prestige Jf ‘the I.L.Ps, advanced workers flocking :
to 1t as the protagonist of their class party and its initiator and

organizer,

4) Within tho Labor Party, the® old antagonism botween the
I.L+sF. centrists and the trads union bureaucracy took on now form,
Opportunism within the I,L.P, continually brought now rcinforcoments
- to the burcaucrats in the parliamontary ficld, but after the outbreak
of th: first World War, this clash took on the shapc of pacifism @
‘against social-patriotism, Pecifism was the distorted cxpression
- glven by the I.L.Ps centrists to the pressure of the advanced workers
in 1t's ranks who opposed thc imperialist war, : , NS

5) The outbroak of the Russian Recvolution and the founding
of the Comintern gave a tremcndous impetus to Marxism in England as
clsewhcree Marxist politics madc its first secrlous appcarance in the
*British working classe The I.LiP. was submitted to this pressure e
From then on, 1t has continually been faeed with the dilermmas: towards
Marxist politics (Bolshevism) or towards complote identification with
the trade unidn burcaucracy (social rcformism)’ )

_ 6) The ultra-left mistakes of the British comunists ==
at tho most propitinus time for a sol@ition -- saved thc I.LeP. from
being oblitorated as o contrist phenemcnon in a revolutionary direction
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in the yaars_éf@er the first World Ware, The continued weakness of the
British CePy,; 1ts corruption by Stalinism, permitted the IeLePs to
maintain a centrist position, although leaning heavily in the direc-

"tion of soclal reformism and furnishing the latter with some of 1ts

out standing pgrliamentary protagonists.

7). The crisis following the crash of 1929 had immediate
‘repercussions in the I.L.,Ps The:most prominent of the parliamentary
leaders it furnished the Labor Party, under this impact went over
‘directly to the bourgeoisie (Macdonaid, Sniowden, etce) The party,
‘ahaken up, broke loose from the .reformist Labor Party and undertook an

®{ndependent® course in a revolutionary direction, Under the pressure

of :events and of the advanced workers in its ranks, it veered more and

" more from pacifism to Marxism,

8) For a time, the degenerated Stallnist party became its
close st allg’ the centrist leaders looking toward fusion with it as a
solution, ﬁe counter-revolutionary role of Stalinism (Spain, People's
Front) and the intervention of the youthful Trotskylst movement
(which had entered the I.L.Ps) prevented this ‘disastrous solution,

: 9) But the Trotskylst movement in England, while prevente
ing a Stalinist, strangulation of the I,L.P, was as yet too weak to
solve tha whole problem in a revolutionary sense, Beset by splits in
their own ranks, the Trotskylsts left the I.LePes on 1ts own and before

. the war tha:I.L,E.'appeared to face slow disintegration,

10) The war gave the I.L,F, a new lease on 1ife,. Taking a

- falrly consistent anti-war position, combatting the chauvinist polson
- with internationallst propag;andai supporting strikes in wartime,
n

opposing British imperialism in Indla, Greece, etce, 1t served anew as
a rallying center for advanced workers, At the same time its centrist
leaders continued to look backward, toward tles with the soclal
patriots in the Labor Party, fearful of the prospect of facing the
responsibllity’ of revolutionary mass struggle,

1f§. Meanwhlle, the. Trotskylst movement in Britalin has grown
and matured and become Unified Into a single party, ’

A1l the factors that previously prevented a sottling of
accounts with centrism in England have. been extremely weakened, The
factots favoring 1t, strengthened.. ~

From the foregoing, 1t is obvious that both objectively and

“subjectively the situation 1s ripe for a tactic aimed at fusing with

the revolutibnary wing of this party and at. liquidating the IsLePe

‘a8 a ‘serious centrist competitor to Trotskylsm in Great Britain,

' "The ‘problem 1s posed precxsqix'by the growth and consolldation
of the Trotskylst movement. Before the fusion, the advanced class

- conscious worker seeking his party was confronted not only with the

questiongs Trotskyism or the I,LePs, but also with the questiong

- which Trotskylsts? The centrists in the I,L,P, leadership knew how to

nake use of this complication to their advantage, in approaching the
broader question, Now, the compllication so useful to ths centrists
ia gonees There 1s a single, united Trotskylst partye But the
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question, I.L.P, or Trotskyism, still confronts the advanced worker, .
Stalinism, with 1ts soclal patriotic record and f&ﬁe, is
discredited irr the eyes of the most advanced workerses The Labour
Party leadership is hopelessly compromlised, - For the advanced worker
the question of party shapes up as followss In program the IeLsP. °
and the Trotskyists appear to be simllar. In action the Trotskylsts
have a clear cut line, an inspiring revolutionary temper; the I«L.P., |
on the other hand, while wanting in these respects, has an established °
place in the consciousness of the British workers and a good tradition.
There are other good points on either sldes It would be best, if the
good sides of both could be combined, that would be the' quickest and
most preferable way to build the revolutionary party of the British
working classe Can it be dome? Are the differcnces irreconcllable?

_ That 1s the quéstion which at this stage is holding up serlous
further progress for the R.C.P. among the advanced workers in Britain,
Only by winning over, decisively the advanced workers can the British
Trotskylsts clear the road for the further great advances to leader=-

hip of the masses., But these can be won over declsively only by
testing the question posed, in thelr own experlence. It-1s the duty
of the British Trotskyists to help them find the correct answer, to
find their way through actual experience, That is why the next task
of the ReCéPy 1s a main orientation toward the I.,L.P. That Ts why
-fusion with the Left Wing in the I,L.P, 1s the maln tactic in the

\ .

immediate periods

What do the comrades of the British leadership answer to this
formulation of the question? - They ‘says:-

. WThe situation.in the I.L.P;tis'very different from that por-
trayed by Stuart., Thers is not yet grown the left wing or the ferment,
‘ghus the time 1s not yet ripeen - . o

"Here:we;hgva aAcontenﬁion that .deals with.éAconcrete analysis,,
It is entirely possible to discuss it on its own merlt, :

_ " The first dquestion in thls connectlon that strikes us 1ss
how does this contention jibe with the estimate the comrades themselves
‘quote from their conference resolution. That readss o
S “In fact, the I.L.Ps has grown in numerical strength and in-
fluence among the workers and is attracting fresh support from growing
‘sedtiong of the left labour and socialist conscious workers, and therer
“fore offers an important field for factional work on the part of the ‘
Fourth Internationals" =~ L
. . ., . . *
. ~-Wouldn't that indicate o o » "ferment?" Wouldn't that in it-
self 'show that the objeciive base for a left wing exlsts?

In a document entitled "The I.L.P. and Affiliation to the
Laebor Party", issued by ¢he ReCePo leadershlp, there 1s an even more
specific indication. Speaking of the possibilitlies of future affilia-
tion of the I.L.Pe with the Labor Party, they says

UWithin the I.L.P, itself chaﬂges would rapidly take places



Under the influence of the war and the growth of the I.L.P, as an anti-

war opposition organlzation, this process has already proceeded to a
certain extent, The lLeft Wing which was virtually non-gxlstent has
developed in definite opposition to the reformism of tho leadershipe"

Was thlis just another careless formulation? Or have the
authors changed theilr opinion? Of course, the above was written in
July, 1944, before they saw the Stuart "Report." Can 1t be that the
latter, by making the same analysis, thereby rendered it Talse?

An even sharper‘ revision" of this analysis appears still
further on in the ’Reply ~The comrades write:

"The I. L P., which evolved to the left from 1931 to 1934, has
made a steéeady progression-to the right since that dates In the 1ast
three years, particularly, that process has besn speeded upe" (Our
emphasis.) S

Do the comrades really believe that? Of course, they have a
perfect right to revise their opinion. -But in that case they should
clte some facts to substantiate the change of view, It appears to us,
- however, that the facts support a ‘different estimates Was the I.L.P.
stand against thé imperialist war, under fire, a move to the left or
$o the right? Did it streagthen the influence- of the left wing work-
ers in it or that of the opportunist semi-pqciflsts in tHe leadership?

Was the I.L.P. stand in support of the strike struggles in
wartime == With us and against the reformists and Stalinists =- part

vof a "progression" to the right, or to the left?

‘Stmilarly, with 1ts stand against British imperialism in

Indiae What was that? .

Ad .

Or its clear-cut dﬂnunciation of the British white terror in
Greecoe What was that?

Or its attitude towards the coalition?
_ Or, towards the Stalinist betrayals and the Soviet Union?
Or, towards our slopan, the Socialist United States of Europe?

The comrades need only to ask themsalves t he se questions to
recognize how false their analysis 1s.

But, the comrades may intsrject what about the opportunist
shenanigans of the I,L.P, leaders in Parliamsnt9 What about the
right orlentation of the leadership? What about the IsLeP«!'s ambiguous
osition on the question of the International?

To these we can only says Quite correctl As long as the
parliamentary‘leaders can play tiddliwinks with party poliley, you
cannot have a serious revolutionary organization. As long as the
party maintalns 1lts ambiguousposition on the International, as long
as 1t does not affiliate with the revolutionists of all countries in
the Fourth International, it cannot avoid. falling into natlonal oppor-
~tunism, This shows that the I.L.Ps is not .at all a revolutionarg

*
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party ﬁs yete Thils shows that we must help the Left Wing to fight on
these Issues =- for a disciplined party based on democratic central=-
ism, for affillation to the Fourth International.

But, 1t does not in any way detract from the facts that point
to a left trend, to an increasing strength of the Left Wing in the
rank and files .

The right orierntation of the leadership.and the left orienta-
tion in the Tanks clashe To be sure, but that 1s precisely what
creates the best conditions for fruitful intervention on our part,
TLet's see some examples of this clash and what they reveal, There are
two outstanding issues on which the clash has recently hingeds One,
the question of affiliation to the Labor Party, The other, "unitad
front® activity with the new middle class Commonwealth Partys Let's
see what happened 1in each case,

The Affiliation Vote

There is general agreement that the motivation of the I.L.Ps
leadership in proposing reaffiliation to the Labor Party is thoroughly
opportuniste The reasons are amply explained in the documents of the
R.C.Ps comrades as well as in my reportes It 1s, therefore, an out=

standing example of the right orientation of the I.L.P. leadershipe

In my "Report" I saild that at the 1944 Conference, the IsL.Pe
leadership suffered a defeat on this 1ssue, The comrades challenge
this statemente Here is how I interpret the action that took places
The leadership came in with a proposal for immedilate reaffillation,
The rank and file reacted in force against It, To avoid a showdown,
the leadership then beat a retreat and moved a resolution, to call a
special conference on this question when and 1if the Labor Party breaks
its bloc with the Tories, which was carriedes I regard that as a
defeat for the right orientation of the leadership. To me 1t indicat-
ed that the Left Wing, opposing the opportunist intentlons of the
leaders, gave them a set-backe The comrades dispute that? Let them
considsr subsequent developments on this issuee.

At the following annual Conference, in April, 1945, the
affiliation resolution was finally moved, subject to a break-up of
the government coalition. The vote wasy 89 for and 72 against.

89 to 72} Nearly half the party voted against affillatloni
We know that the right wing leaders and their supporters were for the
resolutions Is it wrong to attribute the bulk of the 89 votes -~
let's say 50 =~ to them? If we subtract these, we can say that of the
remainder, the bulk, were votes cast agalnst affillatlon == let's say
72 out of 11l. The comrades closest to the ReCePs supported affilia=-
tion, but "“for revolutionary reasons”, Can they seriously believe
that all those who opposed the I.L.Pe lecadership on this lamue were
Miargely pacifists, sectarians and a small number of confused lefts"?

How did the “growing sections of left labour and socilalist
conscious workers®, attracted recently to the I.L.P. according to the
"Reply", express themselves on this issue? Through the right wing?
Through the pacifists? Isn't the trouble with the comrades' estimate
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rather that they simply refuse to recognize as left wingers those who
do not see eye to eye with them on thelr own specific position regard-
ing the question of affilistion? It 1s just this which blinds them

to the distinctly leftward trend expressed in the anti-affiliation
vote, a vote whose size cannot be explained otherwise than as a revolue
tionary expression of the hostility of the workers to the opportunist
machinat ions of the leaders, ' ,

A perusal of the speeches of the delegates opposing affilia-
tlon as printed in the I.L.Pe's "New Leader" -- only emphasizes the
pointe The argument revolved mainly on accepting the .condition of
ablding by the "Standing Orders" of the Labor Party, which would re-
qulire I.Le.P. members in Parliament to vote for the Imperialist.policy
in Greeceﬁ for example, and shut off thelir advocacy of, "International
Socialism”e Not entirely valid arguments, when you face a rsvolution-
%gx leadership whose record entitles them to trust, but hardly "paci-

1st" or even sectarian, when you face the opportunist leadership in
the .I.L.Pd ) ' . ‘

?

In the giﬁeﬁ ¢ireumstances, the ﬁote on affiliation cannot be
considered otherwise than as a disEinct sign of a "progression"™ to the

~left in the I.L.P. .

_ The Vote on Commonwealth

The vote against "United Front" action with the pro-war,
middle class Commonwealth was an even clearer signe If, on the ques-

~tlon of affiliation the 1ssue is somewhat blurred by the differences

between the I.L.Fe members closest to the ReCeP. and the rest of the
left wing, on this question there was not the slightest ambiguity,

I pointed to the vote on this question in my YReport" as
evidence of the trende The comrades in reply merely stress the fact
that "the resolution on Commonwealth was moved by Trotskyists ¢ e e
All the credit can go to the ReCePs" -

It goes without saying that no one wants to deprive them of
the credite It was a good jobe But, in their concern with establishe:
ing thelr rightful reputation, they overloolt a 1ittle fact:

By giving leadership to the loft wing on thils question, they
were able to carry the whole convention against the right wing _
administration}

It should have taught them something on what conld be done
about the afflliation lssue, too.- They missed thate But how can they
miss the unmistakable trend? When a Trotskyist can move a resolution
-- in direct clash with the right wing leadership -~ and win the over=
whelming support of the highest body, representing the rank and file
of the I.L.P,, can that be correctly interpreted as a sign of a "pro-
gression to the right%?

I am afraid that the concrete ohjections of the comrades are

- not any more solidly based than their goneral objections to the

orientation towards the I.L.P. .
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How to Organize the Left Wing

The conclusions I draw from my conception of the tactic and ¥
from my analysis of the I.L.Pe are: (1) That the first task 1s the
organization and centralization of the left wing by means of uniting
the fraction closest to us with others on the basis of a common pro-
grame (2) This united left wing should fight for a majority in the
I.L.Ps and for fuslon with tie ReCePo - . .

The R.C.P. comrades draw different conclusions from their ’
remises as we can see from their experience as well as from their
'Replya" '

YGuerilla Faction' Work"

' They succeed in the really magnificent job of swinging an
I.L.P. convention on a highly important resolution against the entire
leadership? MAll the credit can go to the R.C.P." That's that}

They win over a few excellent people from the Dewar-Wicks
faction? Good enoughl * -

The Dewar-Wicks faction is forced to dissolve? Another vic-

toryl
And so forth and so one .

Perhaps this kind of activity -- among others =- is what the
- comrades refer to in their conference resolution when they say "the
existing polditical organizations of the working class are all flelds
of suerilla faction work on the part of the British section of the
Fourth Internationals” ' ‘

It certainly does not reveal a plan, nor a perspective.

In my estimation, Bolsheviks resort to guerllla tactics only
‘when they are forced to,’not by choice, ° _

As an organized political army, we plan our objectives., We
determine the position it is necessary and possible for us to take.
We deploy our forces and approach the position chosen in such a manner

as to take it in the best order and with the greatest assurance of [
successe The right moment, the right form of attack, the fullest ’
intelligence, the best coordinatlon with allles -- these are all

essential. ingredients of the successful tactice g

It 1s possible to overdraw and exaggerate the military
analogye But it 1s offersd here only as a general illustration of
what we have in mind by organized pollitical warfare as against
puerilla "tactics".

Correct Factlon Work

Such a conception réquires first and foremost a concentration‘.)’
of all forces who are fundamentally with us, against the principal
force we are seeking to defeat, the force fundamentally opposed to us,

- v [y . ’



in this case, the concentration of all left wing forces agalnst the
contrist I.Le Pe 1eadersh1p.

But observe what happenss "On- the one hand, the R.C.Ps wins
"victories™ from the Dewar-Wicks faction, which ther dtssolves, On
the ‘other, the delegates "close to the ReCoP," join with the I.L.P.
leaders at the conference in voting to affiliate: with the Labor Party,
including the acceptance of the "standing orders" Willy-nilly, the
position of the I.L.P, 1eadership, is thus strengthened. .

What have we ‘here? Examine i1t closelys In the first case
-we have a group, big or small, important or unimportant, which forms
part of the left winge The R.C.P. comrades do not tell’us 1f there are
any fundamental, programmatic differences with this groupe The main
questlion on wﬁich there 13 a difference 1s a tactlcal questions
affiliation or no affiliation to the Labor Party =- so the "Repiy"
tells use Assume that the R.CeP, comrades are completely right and
the dgther faction completely wrong on this question. .The larger con-
- sideration =- the common aim to bulld a party of the. Fourth Inter=:
national -- obviously takes precedence when you consider an alignment
of forces.in the I,L.P., as.a wholes You strive to settle the second- .
ary difference by patient discussion and on the basis of joint work
on the main ,objectives  winning the party over to the programmatic
position of Trotskyisme The ReCeP. comrades once reallzed this very .
well and even expressed 1t as follows in ons of their documentas

“Prom the point of view of the Trotskylsts,' the main diffi-
culty consists in the fact that- the revolutionary left wing elements
are very confused and hostile toward the Labor Party as a reformilst
organization from a relatively progressive point of view, ~To these
elements it will be riecessary to explain in as conciliatbry and
friendly a way as possible, the necessity first of all for a clear
revolutionary policy free from all centrist and reformist oscilations,
They are already critical of the present 1eadprship of the I.L.Pe We
must show them its congenital incapacity to find the revolutionary
roade Once having understood this and the necéssity for a Marxist
programme, they should be shown the necessity to draw close to the
masses, especially their advanced elements. ("T'he I.L.P. and Affilia=-
tion to the Labor Party", July, 1944) g

The Dewar-Wicks group is, of course, only used as an example.
In its broader aspects, this holds true for the whole, still unorgan-
ized left wing. But how did the ReC.Pes comrades act? Fight to anni-
hilation against a political allyl '

In the second case, we have the opportunist leadership of the
I.L.Pe taking a step that, we are all agreed, is entirely in line with
its right win orientation. The rank and file, turning left, 1s oppos-
ed to %E One would assume that under the circumstances, re revolutionary
politicians would pause, welgh the abstract correctness of affiliation
with these concrete circumstances, Iow did the R.C.P. comrades act:
Regardless of how 1t may affect the possible laeft wing allies, full
and unconditional supnort to the resolution of the principal polltical

- enemyl

This is how "guerilla faction work" looks in practices

»
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Two Aspects of the "Affiliation Questien" L C

Looking deeEer irito the whole question of the I.L.Fe and
affiliation to the Labor Party, two aspects present themselves, One
deals with the Re.Ce.Pe's approach to the question as regards the left
wing in the I.L.Ps The other, with the Importance of the question

Itselfé TLet's take the second aspect Tirst. p

As we have already seen, ‘in prachice the R.C.Ps comrades make
the question of affillation to the. Labor Party the touch-stone of
cooperation or non-cooperation with the rest of the left wing opposing-
the I.L.P. leadership. This is a false approachs

; Ever since the foundation of the international movement 1n

1919 and the absorption of Lenin's teachings on ultra-leftism, commun=
ists all over the world have accepted work in the mass organizations

of the working class as a sine qua non for.revolutionary activity,

In Great Britain, that has meant, not only the organization of frace-
tions in the trade unions, but ?pecificallx, work in the Labor Party ==
and consequently, affiliation 6f the whole party 1f possible.

This 1s the basic view on which we are all aﬂreed. Whereln,
then, do we differ?

: We are agreed that a comparatively small reVOlutionanx Marxist
party should strive to affilliate to the mass labor partye Our differ=
ences arige, when we apply this entirely correct view to the I.L.P.

'The first question that confronts us is¢ Is the IeL.P, a
revolutionary Marxist party? v ,

If it were, the entire matter would be simple. We would be
in it, or fused with i1t, and then the question of affillatlon to the
eabor Party would be qf prime importance. . If sectarlans arose to
uppose 1t then, we would join wholeheartedly with our R.C.P. comrades
o combat theme The problem would be entirely cleare \

The whole trouble, however, is that the I.L.Pe 13 still a
centrist party and not a revolutionary Marxist partye It is a party
whose rank and file are moving left, toward Marxism, while the leader-
ship 1s moving right, away from.harxism.

~ B

Can the question of affillation to thé Labor Party be applied "
to this centrist party in the same way as to a revolutionary communlst
party? _

Obviously note It 13 a tactical question, which gains deci-
sive importgnee only when the-question of grogram, rinciples 1s
seEETeg. Just as it would be wrong to perml actics o supersede
programmatic questions In the revolutionary propaganda - gnoup, it 1s
equally wrong to permit it to take first place in the struggle for a
revolutionary solution in a centrist partys It cannot be divorced
from the question of program, it has to be subordinated to it and

applied flexibly taking into account concrete trends and developments -
in line with program, -
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,-Here wé may hear an objections Did not Comrade Trotsky raise
the samo question with regard to the I.L.Pe in 1935-36?

- To be sure he did. But let's see how TrotSky ralsed it.

"From pacifism to proletarian revolution -- such has indubit-
ably been the general tendency of the evolution of the I.L.P.," he
wrote (New International, December, 1935), "But this development has
far from reached a rounded-out-program as yet o « o« the leaders of the
I.L.Pe have apparently halted in the midway, and keep marking time %

Thoreupon he launches 1nto a criticism of their half-way pro=-

'gramg on the question of the General Strike and the fight agalnst war,

on the question of workers.councils, on the question of international
affiliation (Fourth International). Brockway and Company supplemented
their half=way program tactically with a "united front" orientation

- towards the Stalinist CePe and the Comintern, as a means of building

a "mass party". Trotsky then launches into the tactice. You break
with the genuine mass Labor Party, he says, because 1t is "social
patriotic” and then you 8o ahead and have Munited fronts" with the C.P.
which is turning just as "social patriotic™} What a farcel Instead

of your half=-way program and this caricature of mass action, you

should develop to a full Marxist program, join the Fourth Internatlone
al, and turning your backs upon the discredited and insignificant CePa,
face the real ma 836 8 in the Labor Partyl

That®s the way Trotsky posed ths q&e&tion in his great article,

" ®he I.L.Pe and the Fourth International®™, If the party is to become

‘revolutionary, 1t -must not stop half-way, but adopt a Marxist program
in fulle, A revolutionary party “mnst learn to turn its back on the

CePe. and towards the working massese™ ., The I.L.P. leaders wanted.

neither and for the same opportunist reasonse They wanted no Marxist
program, and béing unprincipled, sought a way to the masses in what
seemed to them at the time the easiest direction -~ through the
Cominterne

Trotsky confronted them with the opposite courses First,
clarity on principles, and then, a turn toward the real masses, He
raised the tactlical question against the opportunist leaders as an
important but subsidiary question to that of principle. Never by it-
self and divorced from principles That was the theme, not only of
the article mentioned, but of his whole line with regard to the I«L.P.
In a subsequent article, publlshed as an interview, the same thems is
discernible with particular sharpnesss

"Que stions Should the I.L.P, seek entry into the Labor Party?

"Answers At the moment the question 1s not posed this way.
What the I.Le.P. must do, if 1t 1is to become a revolutionary party, 1s

‘to turn its back on the CeP, and face the mass organizations e e e

But for all its actlvity, an absolutely clear program is the first
conditione A small axe can fell a large tree only if it is sharp
enoughé"

The line cannot be mistakeny The turn toward the Labor Party
is posed in opposition to the leaders' turn to the CePe The tactical
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turn ia predicated on a Marxist program as a Wfirst conditione® The
whole line 1is Proposed for the I.L P., "if it is to become a revolu=
tionarz_partx.

Nowhere 1s "affiliation to the Labor Party" raised as decisive
in itself. Nowhere, as applicable to a centrist party.

The R.C. P. comrades, on the other hand, raise the question of
“affiliation“ almost to the stature of a principle -~ on which 1t is
permissible to 1line up with opportunist foes and to ignore revolution=
ary alliess And they apply it, not as a coéondition for a revolutionary
.party, but as something for reVOluuionists to fight at all costs %o
have adopted by a centrist partye

‘But, when applied to a centrist party, this tactic runs coun=-
ter to, and not in line with, the Traditional policy of Bolshevism,
For a revolutlonary party, work in the reformist organizations, on the
‘basis:of a prineipled 11ne is obligatorye The attathment of a cen=-

- trist party to a reformist organization is based, not on revolutionary

- principles, but on opportunisme That' s¢precisely ‘why Bolsheviks have
" tilme and agaln fought to break the bonds between the centrists and the

. opportunistse That 1is, in relation to centrists, they have pursued
an entirely opposite policy with regard to the ré formist -mass organ=
ization than has. been the case with revolutionists. The reasons ought
‘to be clear to any thoughtful student of the history of the movement,
In one c¢ountry after another, followlng the founding of the CesI., the
Bolsheylks posed the question before the centristsg break with the
soclal patriots. ~That was the case with the Independent Soclalist
Party and the soclal democrats in Germany, with Serrati and the Ital-
" 1an social patriots, etc., etce

In their "Reply," the R.C.P. comrades not only propose a new
tactic in this respect, but also a new theory.

WAffiliation" (of the IeL.Pe to the Labor Party) they say,
®is entirely correct and in line with the historical trend and tasks,
From every point of view affiliation would be advantageous to us, It
would clarify the position of the I.L.Ps leadership as out and out
reformist, not to.be distingulshed from the 'left! Labor bureaucrats;
1t would intensify the differentiation within the I.L.Ps and help
crystallize the revolutionary wing; the I.L.Pe would act as a medium
for organizing the leftward movement of labour workers who can be won
for Trotskyi&m through our factione® .

" Again, the comrades seem to have run away with thamse1VSs.

"From gvery point of view affiliation would be advantageous to uz,
If the comrades could only consider seriously the information they °
themselves furnish us with, the obvious fallacy of their theory would
become apparent to them, The Labor Party bureaucrats are seeking a

"eft" cover in the I.L,P, On the other hand, "the opportunist lead-
ership of the I.L.P ¢ o o hoping to avoid the responsibility of leade.
ership in the great battles ahead, want to climb back into the Labor
Party and a safe milieu of worke" Brockway and Transport Houss (the
headquarters of the Labor Party bureaucracy) are already alleged to
be in*cahoots about the conditions of affiliation, Isn't it obvious
that there .may be one or two "points of view" from which affiliation

T
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would not be so "advantageous" to us? Isn't 1t obvious that under
these condition’s,’ the winning over of leftward moving workers may

- become doubly difflcult for us? That, the greater obstacles which
the I.L.Pe leadership, hand ip hand with the Labor Party bureaucrats,
would put in our way inside the ‘mass’organization, could make 1t much
more difficult for us to expose thé perfidy bf both?* Why would aid-
ing the future collusion “etween these two political foes against us
be an easier road to the masses than winning over now our:allies
against the leadership in the IeLeP.? ' ‘

: 'The exposure of opportunists is not an automatic process, "in
1ine with the historical trend". 'It is not brought about by the
varlous opportunists getting together., It is our task to expose them.
If we cannot "clarify the position of the I.L.P, leadership" before
the left wing workers in the I.L.Pe now and win them over in thelr
majority to.our side today, this task Is bound to be twice as hard
tomorrow,e o . ) . o ‘ T
The M™differentiation within the I.L.P.,"™ and the need to
“erystallize the revolutionary wing" cannot be left to ob jective
developments tomorrow; the job of preparing the I.L.P, to Mact as a
- medium for organiziyg the leftward movement of labor workers" 1s one
that must be seritously beguh today.  But that means taking Immediate
steps to'organlze the left wing in the I.L.P. itself, And in that
connection the second aspect of the affiliation question, that of how
.1t was handled in relation to the left wing that already exlsts, 1is

of interest to use .

: Principled Politics in the I.L.Ps

e

-By placling an entirely false emphasis on the question of -
affiliation to the Labor Party, by raising it to 'the status of a
principle, by. refusing to take into account the concrete conditions
- surrounding it (the. T.L.P. loaders favoring affiliation for opportun-
Jstl ceasons; the rank and file opposed for revolutionary reasons) in
Gatermining their attitude to it, the R.C.P. comrades fell into the
* trap of unprincipled politicdy At the last I.L.Pe. conference they
- lined up with the opportunist leaders on this question, thus strength-
. @aing theme At the same time, this stand undoubtedly weakened their
- bonds with the unorganized left wing and at any rate permitted the

revolutionary aspirations of the latter to be exploited by charlatans
Tike RiETey;{whoSb sectarlanism on this question is only one side of

. 8 coln, the other side of which 1s cowardly opportiunism.,

How would the question have been approached from the point of
+ view of principled politics? : ' o ,

In the first place, the whole question of affiliation to the
Labor Party would have been placed in the backgrounds Like Trotsky
. in 1935=6, we would have posed the programmatic questions first before
the left wingse : L I

In my "Report" I said that with minor tactical exceptions the
baslc position of the Fourth International is already acceptable to
the native left winge. That's the conclusion I arrived at from examin-
ing the trend in the I.L.P, since the outbreak of the war, on each of
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the questions enumerated above. In reoly, the R.Cs Ps comrades sayz A&

NI by 'native. left wing' Stuart means I.L.P.'ers moving to
the left and at loggerheads with the leadership (and not the few .
renegades from Trotskyism) he 1s very much mistaken in the belief that
there 1s programmatic agreements The 'native left wing' ars largely
left reformists, still very far from the position of the Fourth Inter- °
national. Hers it .1s not a matter of minor concessions on questfons v
of tactics, but an education in revolutionary pollicy which must guide
our actionse" .

The comrades here say a good dzal that's correct alongside of
much that is confused. To be sure, we must be guided by "education in
revolutionary policy." But how have the comrades followed this excel-
lent precept? By falsely ralsing a tdctical question which beclouds
the programmatic lssuas? ..

How do you determine'qprogrammatic agreement“? There is no
other way than that of putting forward a program for the left wing.
and making adherence to the program the baslis of an organized left
winge o .

, On what specific 1ssues are the left wingers Margely left
reformists"9 .Let the comrades name them. The onl ‘1ssue of differ=
ence they raise in their "Reply" is on affiliat -- not a program-
matic, but a taetical question. e . .

In what respect are the so=called “Ex-Trotskyists" to be coh=
sidered "renegades™? On what basic questions have they moved away
from us? If the comrades mean the Dewar-Wicks group, they .mention
only the dlfference on affiliation. Again a tactical questions

To bo sure, there are renegades from Trotskyism and left
reformist leaders who try To win the left wing for their treacherous
policyes How are they to be exposed, ‘except by posing the question of
program first? Certainly, 1t cannot bo done by turning over to them
Teodership of the left wing on the-highly explosive affiliation 1ssue,
wonlle questions of program are 1gnored.

‘ On the contrary, principled pblitics would have required a
different course in the left wings ZLet's first see Iif we have agree-
ment in programg on a consistent revolutionary anti-war policy, loet!'s
join in lining up the party against Maxton and Co. for 'a showdown; "
on the treachery of the "people's front" -~ let's line the party up
agalnst Brockway and Cos for s condemnation of the P.0,U.M.; of Pivert
and all the other centrist proponents of it; on internationalism --
lot's join in a fight for affiliation to the Fourth International-
against the ambigulty which is really an expression of the centrists!
lack of internationalism.

7
(%

: If we have agreement on all these, on program, the comrades
closest to ReCePe could then say, let's form a single, united, organ-
ized left wing and together determine the tactic to pursue on the

question of affiliation o the Labor Party.

.
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- The I.L.Ps comrades closest to the ReCsPs" can ‘say in the
united left wings We both want the same program, the same kind of a
Bolshevik party. You, however, are opposed to working in the mass
reformist Labor Partys. We, on the other hand, are for it. Very well,
we will endeavor- to convince you.that to ha consistent Bolsheviks,
work in the mass organizations, including the Labor Party, 1s obliga-
torye Let's study and discuss together what the history of Bolshevism
teaches us on this subjects Let's learn froem.Lenin's."Left Wing
Communi sme" - o .

Méanfime; the question is posed coneretely: the I.L.P. leaders

. propose immediate affiliation, "You .suspect their.move as opportunist?

We agree with yous Nelther of us wants to strengthen'the opportunlsts,
Let's see if we can agree, and win the majority of the party to.an
agreement between us, that at least such conditions shall be plgced by
the I.L.Pe for Affiliation as would weaken tne hand of the opportunist
leaders and strengthen us, the left wing -- such conditions as freedom
of organization and press, of voice and vote in parliament, etce In
any case, we will not permit thie secondary guestion to divide our
forces and we propose that the whole left wing, subordinating tactics
to principles, shall act’'in a disciplined fashion on whatever line is
adopted, inside the I.L.P. at conferences, conventions, etc,

This is how the question would have been approached with
rincipled gg%itics.‘ This 1s how 4t should have been applied to the
small Dewar-Wicks group as well as the larger, .amorphous left wing.
Countless examples from the history' ofi Bolshevism can be .adduced to

. show how such principled politics can be applied and have been applied

successfullyes I refer tho comrades only to the experiences of the
American Trotskylsts in the fusion with the Musteite American Workers
Party as one ‘example. As students of that experience know, ‘the A.W.P.
was opposed to dur "French Turn" opposed to.having anything to do with
Nerman Thomas! Socialist Partye Lin our proposals for fusion, we left
eside this whole tactical question, even went so far as to meke the
conce'ssion of leaving the fused party unaffiliated to.the Trotskylst
international organization temporarily, and made the fuslon dependent
sclely on programmatic agreemente. After the fusion, we were able, on

.the basls of this principled position, to win over the whole fused

party not ‘only to affiliation with the Fourth International agalnst
the centrists =- but also the overwhelming majority to entry into the
SePs == agdinst the sectarilanss o B .

. It 1s an example well worth studying, along with the many
other examples from the history of Bolshevisme It is,an illustration
of principled politics, carried out with a planned Strategy, and based
on a clear perspective (setting first tasks first) to which the tactilc
was applied flexibly. That 1s 1ts clear line, Irrespective of inciden-
tal errors that may have and’undoubtedly were committed in the -course
of its application. The line* proved its correctness in the test of
experlencos It was highly successful, both practlcally and in the
strengthening of our principled positions (For greater detail the

. reader is referred to Comrade Cannon's highly instn&cine "His%ory of

 The 1ine of the ReCePe comrades with regard to the IsL.P. is
an example of an entirely opposite courses "Guerilla faction work"
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. . . ' ‘
carried out without any clear perspective, with tactlcs applied )
ri%idlz and leading, as we have seen, into the trap of unprincipled
t i . .

po 1cse

.

Conﬁradiction Beﬁween Poliov and Practice , T

2

The lack of persoectivo make s for a contradiction in fheir "
pollcy itselfs The IeLePs is the "most fruitful field" and we should 4 -
work in 1t, but there are "other more favorable fields" which make it
more important to carry on "independent" work; we are not for even
concentrating on let alone entering into the I.L. P., but the left
wing in the I.L.Ps. must not only orient towhrd, but immedliately vote
for, affiliation to the Labor Party. - But this contradictory policy -
which, one covld say, at least envisions a correct policy toward the
I. L.P. in the future, though under no conditions today 1s itself con-
tradicted in practice by the "guerilla factlon work.

Describing the danger of prematurely splitting tho I<L.P. by
the line pursued by the sectarians, the comrades remark gratuitously,

"It 1is apparently this split perSpective which intrigue's
Stuart. .

) I am concerned with the problem of uniting the‘left wing on
program todaye To which the ReCsPe conrades opposs the danger of
splitting the I.L.Ps tomorrows I propose to-win 8 majority by uniting
the left winge The comrades, in effect, answers ' the majority may not
be a unanimity -~ the opportunist leaders may resort to bureaucratic
expulsions The comrades do not see the problem in perspegtive first
tasks firsts 1in this instance, winning the left wing and a majority.
Consequently they direct their "guerills faction.work," not only at
the opportunist leaders, but also at the~left wingl

They don't realize that even 1f their policy of concentrating
on the I.LePy is meant for tomorrow, the task of winning over, not of
_plituing, the left wing, 1s posed today.h

\ As an example of thelr "guerilla faction work" (I called it
Whaphazard work" and = "policy of sporadic withdrawals"), I cited in .
~ the "Report" the case of Comrade Tearse. It appeared to'me to be &
symptomatice Here was a first rate leader in the I.L.P., where
Trotskyist leaders are as yet very scarce. Instead of belng assigned
to intensify his activities there, he 1Is not only permitted to lapse >
in this work, but 1s withdrawn altogether from it and assigned to the
post of 1ndustria1 (Trade Union) organizer in the ReCePe

What do the comrades answer9 I am interfering in "minute
organizational detalls" of the ReCsP.l But ‘this is the only instance
"Itited. And it is far from "minute.® An outstanding comrade 1s
involveds ..Is it symptomatic or not? -~ that is the question. What
was the reassn-.for hls withdrawal9 Wasn't it that there are "more ‘
favorable fields"of work"? "Isn't thaf in 1line with the comrades' r
“perspectlve“ of “1ndependent work" Iirst9 Isn!'t that part of thelr

"euerilla faction work?"

wl
.

T
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Naturally, if they took seriously even their own asserted
"perspective' of concentrating on the I.L.Pse « » + tomorrow, they :
would not have withdrawn Tearse, whose value as an experienced leading

Trotskyist could only ingrease there with time, o

: Tearse's 1s an isolated incident, runs another argument, show
u _otherst I have not, of course, had the opportunity of following
t practical application of ReCoPe policy day by daye I can only
take an instance that comes to my attention more or less by accident
and indicate what 1is. symptomatic in it. . v oss.
But, .since the publication of both the "Reply" and the "Report“
another outstandi instance has come to my attentipn, In North-East
England (Newcast1§§ several comrades, having been won over to the
Trot skyist program, have for a, long time carried on excellent work
in_the .I.L,Py The Brockway-McNair Leadership trapped them into
expulsion of a minor organizational issue, By their fine work, our
comrades have. gained the support of numerous I.L.P.'ers in their, .
section of the country who demand thelr reinstatement and want to
fight the IsL.Ps leadership in the whole party for it. At,the last
national I.LePs conference, delegates from many different parts of
Great Britain expressed sympathy with theee comrades and similaxy- senti-
ments for their reinstatement. : , Ce
then, wﬁat do the R.C P, leaders pPropose ? Tsn't it,a.
fact that tﬁey propose to pull all these comrades out, like Tearsa
for "more favorable fields of work"™? Isn't it g fact that they argue
that a campaign for reinstatement is not worthwhile because twelve
months would be lost in which these comrades_ could do "independent"
work in the North-East? That building up the "Socialist Appeal"
there, etce, etce 13 more important than work in the I.L.P.

I hope that the. comrades will not agein resort to the argument

'that I .am "“interfering in minute organization detgils."

This is clearly a much more -emphatic symptom of the policy of
Waporadic withdrawalse® It 1s based on a tactic which is false to the
cores It is a piece of "guerilla factlon work" which can gnly.under=
mine even their own perspective of a future orientation to the I. L,P.,
if this perspective is at all seriously meant.

*

Conclusions

- In my “Report" I made a few critical remarks which merely
raised the question of the I+Le.Pe policy of our British comrades and

'outlined sketchily my conception of a correct policye In their .

"Reply", the R.C.P. comrades revealed a sharp difference on.-the whole
line of policy in respect to the I.L.P, |, A ,

: They remark in thefr document that "Stuart divorces the I.L.P.
from the political situation as a whole, in particular with .the per-
spectives of the Labor Party and the relationship of the I.L.P. to
the Labor Partyes" As a matter of fact, the bulk of my "Report" was
devoted to just these questionse, In regard to I.LePs jpolicy specific-
ally, the direct question that called forth my critical remarks was N
that of the relations of the Ra C.P. to the left wing in the I«L.P.
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‘It's on thils question that our differences centers On_ﬁhis-question {
our whole ¢ifference in line and in perspéctive bacomes revealed,

' Under examination, their.perséective and theirkline of pollcy
groves clearly to be beset by contradictlons that require resolutions ¢

‘Mguerilla faction work" must give way to a full. course toward the r‘
 planned, opganized winning over of the left wing.and the majority of d
_the I.Le«Pe The tactic of "affiliation to the Labor Party" must be . ¢

subordinated to the struggle to unite the left wing on the program of
Marxisme Only in this way can the contradiction in perspective and
pollicy be resolveds

, The I.LePe 18 at the crossroads. In concentrated form, 1t
poses today .the question of the future for Brita;n; _towards revolu=-
tion or towards reaction. The solution of the present crisis in the
I.L+Ps will not, of course, solve all problems for the British
Bolshevikse It will not even remove the obstacle of centrism once
and for alle But it can deliver a powerful blow at thls disease,
shatter it in its present form and thereby make it all the weaker and
less effoctive in any future reincarnation. The Stalinists, to which
the I.L.Pe centrists previously leaned for support, are for the : :
present discrediteds The Labor Party bureaucracy, from which the
I.L.Pe has been separated since 1932, 1s still suspiclous and not too
‘anxious for a deal, for the centrists to get serious support as yet
on that, sides The I.L.P, today stands between fhe advanced workers
moving to revolutionary internationallsm and the Bolshevik' party
which alone repressents ite No more favorable situation for a revolu-
tionary assault on centrism can be expected,

: Not only the Lsbor burcaucrats look for a left cover in the
opportunists of the I.L.Ps The imperialist ruling:class 1s-also inter=
ested in the problems In the periodical "Newsweek" we read that even
in his buslest moments at the Quebec Conference, the arch-imperiallst
Churchill anxiously took time out to read the daily bulletins concerne=
ing the then sick James Maxton, the "revolutionary" leader of the
small I.L.Pe At first glance, this seems astonishinge Is it? Not at
alll It is symptomatice The archeimperialist, fearful of the future,

" looks for help against the coming storm-tlde from:'hls parliamentary
friend, the opportunist leader pf the centrist I.L.Ps

The'Bolsheviks, too, have a stake in the I.L.Pe Their anxlety ﬂ
must be over the health of the left wing in that party. “Full of hope ¢
for the future, the British Trotskylsts must look to these advanced A

workers as thelr cohorts and with them prepare to ride the crest of
that storm=tide which will swecp over both Maxton and Churchill, over
both centrism and lmperialism, _

-

~ Full gourse toward the left wing and the’ winning of a majority
of the I.L.Pel . :

That's the order of the day for the British cdmbéf.part& of
world Trotskyism}l

e
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THE POLITICAL COMNMITTEE'S MOTION ON THE BELGIAN CRISIS

.

By Fellix Morrow

At the Political Committee meeting of June 21, I introduced
the following motiong , '

- "That in our analysis of the Belgian working .
class struggle against the return of King Leopold,
we condemn the Soclalist and Communist parties for
having falled to take the following stepss

"1, Expulsion from the government of the bourgeois
ministers, who are favorable to Leopold's returns
Thereby the government would be transformed into a

Soclall st’«Communist government .. :

24 Arrest of the royal family,‘including the
Regent, and other reactlonaries and industrialists
who are plotting with Leopold for his return.

. 3¢ Immediate proclamation of the democratic
republice L

4. Authorization of election of soldiers! o
committees by the Belgian regiments, -

5¢ Arming of the workers, Control of production
by elected factory committees to assure continued
production for the needs of the workers, o

.. My motivation for the motion, briefly, was that the problem
of problems for the Trotskylst movement is to tear away the masses
from the Socialist and Communist parties, This is not to be done by
propaganda for the virtues of socialism, of which the socialist-minded
proletariat of Belgium is well aware, nor by equally abstract propa-
ganda for a proletarlian revolution, which the Communist party workers
and many of the Soclallist party workers believe their parties stand
for, - Our task 18 to contrast what their parties obviously should do
with what the Soclallst and Communlst parties actually do in the cone
crete critical situations which arises.- One such situation was the
attempt of Leopold to returne The obvious answer of the workers?
parties should have been to transform the dispute into one involving

“the fate of the monarchy, arresting the royal family and proclaiming
- Immedlate establishment of the democratic republic, To those workers

who follow the Sociallst and Communist parties, we says Your parties
refuse even to break with the monarchy, at a moment when it 1s clear
they could have gotten rid of it once for all; when such parties will
not even proclaim a democratic republic when it can be done, how can
you expect them to lead you to soclalism?

The Political Committee majority rejected my motion, I leave
to them to explain why, since it is a waste of time to answer their
verbal arguments; I prefer to walt until they put them in writing (I
am still walting for them to put thelr arguments against the Italian
party's slogan of the republic in writing),
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As against my motlon, thé Political CommIttée majority adopted
one by M, Stein, .as-followss . ¢

WPhat in exposing the role of the Social~Demo-
crats and their sham fight against Leopold, ‘we
base ourselves on the program of the Belglan co=
thinkers and especially emphasize the demand for
the withdrawal of Allied troopse"

The "Ppogram of the Belgian co-thinkers" to which this motion
refers was one issued some months ago as a program of :action; 1t had !
in it no reference to the monarchy.

The question at issue was the monarchy, .That was what the
Belglan crisis was about, and that was what my motlon was aboutes My
answer was the democratic republice What 1s the answer of the Politls
cal Committee? A motion which evades the question, It does not have
the courage of the convictlon of most of the Political. Commlttes
majority, who in their verbal arguments against me showed they con-
sider the slogan of the democratic republic as wrong in principle,
Verbally they castigate Goldman, Logan and me as deviationistse Butb
when it comes to put scmething in cold print, M, Stein.and Cannon,
after letting the others talk, always duck the 1ssyes They have a -
healthy suspicion that the ultra-left arguments of their colleagues
are nonsense which is fine against the minority but which should not
be recorded in writinge. ‘ ' :

So they adopt a motion which says exactly nothing about the
question in dispute, To make it seem less absurd they hang it on the
Belgian program of action of months agoe (In the case of Italy, how=
ever where the monarchy has remained a burning 1lssue for two and a
half years, they do rot follow our Italian party's programs)

Let us hops that our Belgian comrades didn't also look up a
program of action written at a different time and with other situae
tions in viewe Let us hope that our Belglan comrades answered the
actual question with which 1life had confronted them. If they did so,
however, they followed a very different method than our political
Committee, which is erecting into a veritable system this absurd’
trick of evading answers to the questions posed by the unfolding
political situatione

+
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