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RESOLUTION ON THE INTERNAL SITUATION

(Answer to the Jaunuary 26 Letter of the Minority)

Under dote of January 26 the minority faction in the NMationeal
Committee presented the majority with the demand that it cheénjie its
position "in the coming weeks" on the gusstion of fusion with the
Shachtmanites under penalty of withdrawal from the purty by the minor-
1ty. Specifically, they stated: "If in the coming weeks we c&n see
any sign that we can reascnably cons ider as a move on your part toward 3
resumption of negotiations for unity with the Workers Party, we shall 'g
remain in the Socialist Workers Party in order to work for the ceause of ¢
unity. If, on the other hand, you give no sign of a desire to recon- 7
sider your stund against unity, then our place will be with the
Workers Party."

The only answer the Politlcal Committee can meke to this
ultimatum is the following:

1., The course of the Political Committee on the cuestion in
dispute is determined by the Hesolution of the October Plenum., The
Political Committee has neither the desire nor the authority to change
the line of this Plenum Resolution. Under dste of January 1946 the
Furopean Secretariat adopted a resolution on the question of fusion
between the Socislist Workers Party and the Workers Party, endorsing
the general line of our Plenum Resolution and making specific recom-
mendations for the further consideration and discussion of this ques-
tion. The Political Ccmmittee is in full agreement with the resolu- ¥
tion of the European Secretariat and intends to rroceed along the llne ;ﬁ
indicated thereln. %%

2, TUnder date of December 28 the European Secretariat address- f@
od a letter to the party lendership declaring that "there is not at i
the present time any valid political reason to hang the threat of a
split over the American party and thereby over the International &s
well." The letter of the European Secretariat further appecled to
both factions in the leadership "to safeguard the unity of the party,
to abstain from any measure which might appear bureaucratic, from any
threat of expulsion, as well as from any abuse of national and inter-
national discipline.,"

3., The Political Committee fully agrees with the position
taken by the Europeazn Secretariat in thils matter and assurces the
minority that its democratic rights of free expression will be safe-
guarded and guaranteed in the future as in the paust, and that all
their party rights will be respected in the further course of the dis-
cussion. At the same time wo insist thet the minority respect the
discipline of the party.

4, We strongly urge the minority to reconsider the position
stated in their letter of Janusry 26, to avall themselves of the
opportunity to continue the discussion on the gquestion of fusion with
the Shachtmanites and other important questions in dispute, and at
the same time to respect the principles of democratic centralism and
refrain from any further violations of party discipline.

Adopted by the Political Committee, February 12, 1946.




THE RUSSIAN QUESTION AND THE DISPUTE IN THE S.W,.P.

By Nol Bos (Holland)

Because our party was able to emerge from illegality only
after the finel capitulation of the German army, and because all
attempts to contact the International during that period proved un-
successful, we remained unfemiliar with the situation in the Interna-
tionsl -- the practical and theoretical relationships. In these clr-
cumstances we have to make up a great deal, &Even now after helf a
year of legality we are only partially caught up. Ve haven't enough
translators to make available the mass of materlal reaching us at
present, MNost of us able to undertake this work are taken up with
other party work.

Nevertheless some of our comrades have been able to acquaint
themselves with what 1s going on in the International, It was grati-
fying to learn that problems which arose in our party were also plac=-
ed on the agenda in other sections, as, for example, the Questlon of
the Defense of the Soviet Union, and that the conclusions reached were
the same as those we found necessary to draw,.

Before we succeeded in reestablishing contact with the Inter-
national, comrades and other workers began returning to Holland from
sections of Germany under Red Army occupation. The reports they
brought coupled with the information we were able to glean from the
press, etc,, forced us to recognize that 1t would be incorrect now to
keep advancing the slogan: Defense of the Soviet Union. Before the
German ocapitulation many German workers welcomed the approach of the
Red Army. After its arrival, however, it was cursed and misery and
horror reilgned in 1ts zones.

The reports of responsible party comrades leave no doubt of
this, One of them on the basis of his experiences declared himself
a%ainst the slogan of the Defense of the Soviet Unlon.* His conclu-
sions were approximately as fellows: "It would be pure mockery of
the German proletariat to now advance the slogan of the Defense of the
Soviet Union., The German proletariat 1s threatened on every side by
the Stalinist bureaucracy (and much worse, also by the rank and file
soldler of the Red Army)." Our answer was, in brief, the following:

"Our position on the Soviet Union was never based on any
11lusions about the Stalinist bureaucracy, but on the fact that the
most important conquest of the October Revolution, the soclalization
of the means of production, still exists, though threatened on the one
hand by world imperialism and on the other by counter-revolutlonary
forces in Russia (in the first place, the Stalinist bureaucracy). If
we discover in practice that Stalin is even a greater danger to the
proletariat thah we thought and that his chauvinist policies, which
are completely allen to the working class, have had a catastrophic
effect on the moral fiber of the Red soldiers, then this renders 1t a
thousand times more obligatory to struggle against Stalinism and for
the brotherhood of all the exploited. For this reason we have to

#He has since corrected his position.
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defend the German proletariat against Stalin too. Bute. . " and then
follow conslderations why the defense of the Soviet Union still re-
maips the duty of the world proletariat.

However, we felt the necessity of adjusting our slogans to
the existing situation. For that reason, shortly afterwards we unanl-
mously and without much discussion decided to accept the position
which most of the sections of the International had already taken (as
we only later found out) namely: that the slogan "Defense of the
Soviet Union" recedes and gives way to the slogan: "The Defense of
the European revolution against world imperiallsm and against the
Stalin bureaucracy," but with the understanding naturally that we
still see the necesslity of defending the Soviet Unlon.

Afterwards we found out that the American party, the SWP, did
the same, However, we asked ourselves: was the SWP under the same
compulsion as we were? The American warking class -~ 1f we leave out
the subjective factors of ideological Influences which were present
before too -~ was not immediately threatened by the Stallinist bureau-
cracy. And there Ts the added fact that with the end of World Var II
the contradictions between American imperialism and Russia became much
sharper. More precisely, should the comlng crisils between capital
and the working class end in defeat for the proletariat (which we
neither hope nor expect) then a war between America (in the first
place) and the Soviet Union would be inevitable, Tendencies in that
direction can already be seen by everybody.

If in the United States one still continues to point out to
the workers the necessity of defending the Soviet Union (alongside,
of course, the defense of the European revolution against the Stalin-
1st bureaucracy) then this would mean standing in the way of the plans
of American imperialism. If In today'!s situation in America one
allows the slogan of defense of the Soviet Unlon to recede to the
background this could mean & concession to chauvinism., Only the
world proletariat can save the Soviet Unlon from destruction. The
American proletariat in the first place. Right now we should be revo--
Iutionary defeatists: 1In America to be for the Soviet Union means,
right now, to begin the fight against World War III.

In my opinlon the International made a mistake by generalizing
this question tooc much. We must understand that this concerns not a
theoretical change of our views but merely a temporary tactical shift.
or us ropean parties this shift was a necessity, although tenden-
%ies in our party indicate that we must be very alert in this gques-
on, .

Because of our situation at that time it was not possible for
us to participate in the international discussion on this question.,
I should 1like to suggest now to the American comrades: Withdraw the
decision of the last convention, Defend the Soviet Union now too;
the question of the Soviet Union for America is no secondary matter.

The Workers Party, the Majority and the Minority in the SWP

The overwhelming amount of discussion material which we have
received from the SWP makes it rather difficult for us to take a
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position immediately on taday's differcnces, all the more since the
development of the SWP in recent yeers 1is largely unfamiller to us.
We had to recognize before long, however, that formally the minority
18 correct. If the differences between the SWP and the Workers Party
are not so big as to justify meintaining a split and the WP claims it
1s now ready to abide by discipline, thon formally there can be no
rational arguments against fusion.

Because of lack of material and informetion, it was pertlcular-
1y hard for us to decide whether the WP has really been developing in
the direction of Trotskyism and whether it has lost many of its petty-
bourgeois characteristics as tle minority claims. Meanwhile we ob-
served Shachtman's position on the "Three Theses," a tendency that
completely contradicts the principles of the Fourth Internatlonale.
Experience taught us that in Holland all those (including old Trotsky-
ists) who in recent years regarded the national resistance movement
as progressive and revolutionar ended in the camp of the bourgeoisle
and became netionallsts. (Some have corrected themselves since the
end of the war, that however does not chenge the facts). Evon though
T have every admiration for those in America who remained internation-
alists during the war, I belleve that in Europe it was more difficult
to remain an internationalist. The position taken by those who pro-
mulgated the "Three Theses" ceuld in no case have resisted the pres-
sure in the difficult situation in Europe. Should one then be sur-
prised if in the November numbcr of the Internal Bulletin one reads
Shachtmant's words:

"During the war, the Fourth International
simply ceased to exist as any kind of resal
movement: It is amezing, but a fact that for
five or six years the International had nothing
to say (or was preventod fram saying anything)
on & dozen of the most important problems of
world polities. There was no internatlonal
leadership; and that which arrogated this role
to itself was far worse than bad: 1t was ar-
rogantly bureaucratic, theoretically sterile
or psittacotic, politically a thousand times
wrong or impotent. In a word: the Inter-
national failed completely during the wer,
failed in every respect, falled lnexcusably.
If we do not start by establishing this fact,
wedwi%l not make the progress that must be
maae e

I should 1like to spare you the scorn with which these words
were recelved here. (Shachtman would do well to oxamine sometime why
the large centrist parties on the European continent disappeared and
the parties of the Fourth Internatlonal, despite their numerical weak-
ness, became the most important revolutionary parties,) However, we
did ask ourselvcs: "What can have led Shachtman with these 1ldeas to
suggest a fusion of the WP with the SWPP" .

We believe that the unity proposals are most closely connected
with the decision of the SWP to relegete the slogan of Defcnse of the
Soviet Union to the background., SHACHIMAN IS NOW READY TO ACCEPT THE
DISCIPLINE OF THE SWP BECAUSE THE DISCIPLINE IS NOT THE SAKE AS IN
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1940: THE DISCIPLINE NOW¥ DCES NOT BIND HIM TO DEFEND THE SOVIET UNION,
Whot was a tactical measure for the SWP -- the subsiding of the defense
of the Soviet Unlon, is for Shachtmen, colla sinistra, a concession in
principle. In hils opinion the declsion of the SWP is a first step
toward his position.

This opinion of mine was strengthened when I recently read the
December number of the Internal Bulletin in which appears Comrade
Morrow!s attack on Cannon's speech of November 7 in relation to the
Soviet Union. Comrade Morrow may not accept responsibility for the
theoretical absurdities of Comrade Shachtmen on the Russian question,
Put In practice nevertheless he stands closer to Shachtman then to the
SWP when he expresses himself In the minority report of the Plenum to
the New York membership meeting as follows: -

"Cannon was playing on the prejudices of
those of you who don't know that the whole
Russian question is up for reevaluation in
our party end in the International, Some of
you laugh, because you don't know. But
Cannon knows =-- maybe Warde and E. R. Frank
don't know, but Camnon knows., As & matter
of fact, there lsn't a majority leader ready
to swear todeay that a year from now the party
will still have its present position on the
Russian question,"

I can assure Comrade Morrow that the vast majorlty of the
Duteh Party, as can be seen, in this question gggport Cannon, '

In the discussion which 1s now taking place in the SWP, there
is much talk about formalities and secondary matters. Our perty is
still young, as 1s the age and experience of 1ts members, nevertheless
we believe that we know from our own experience that such & sharp
factional struggle as is now taking place In the SWP goes deeper than
the question whether or when unity with the WP will take place. There
can be no factional fight over the Majorlty accusing the Minority of
being undisciplined or the Minority accusing the Ma jority of being
bureaucratic. We cannot (end will not) meke up our minds for the
present on these mutual accusatims,., What interests us much more &re
the political causes of today's differences, AND, in my opinion, IT
IS A CE IN THE EVALUATION OF THE SOVIET UNION WHICH IS AT THE
BOTTOM OF THE DIFFERENCES EAACTLY aAS IN 1940.

As I have already tried to point out, putting the Defense of
the Soviet Union in the background was not the correct thing for the
American party, The Workers Party has explolted this milstake in its
own interests. The Minority which, as we hdve already shown, will
fight the herdest against correcting this mistake has received support
in the Workers Party and vice versa,

I repeat: formally the Minority is correct. If the Interna-
tional had to expreSs itself eventually on this question the Majority
would undoubtedly be defeated, It 1s not a"matter of formalities
however, the political questions are the most important,.

At the next convention of the SWP the unity question will
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undoubtedly be on the agenda, I should 1like to suggest: correct

your decision concerning the Russian gquestion, GIVE THE SLOGAN OF THE
DEFENSE OF THE SOVIET UNION ITS OLD PLACE, Give the Workers Party a
chance to participate in this discussion with you. IF IT IS “ILLING,
EVEN IF DEFEATED, TO ACCEPT THE DISCIPLINE OF THE PaRTY, THEN IT HAS
REALLY CORRECTED ITS POSITION OF 1940. THEN IT BELONGS IN THE RANKS
OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL.

The coming period will be a revolutlonary one. We have great
confidence in the future. A counter -offensive of the Imperialists
however will not be lacking. Their "friendship" with the Soviet Union
will not last long. The Stalinists then will likewlse disclose them-
selves as lackies of the imperialists. Only we will remaln to defend
the Soviet Union., The Stalinist workers, who in thelr loyalty to the
Soviet Union have remained loyal to their perties, will find their
way to the Fourth International. If the American proletariat sees
the necessity of defending the Soviet Union it will be much harder
for the imperialists to prepare the war agalnst the USSR, The fight
for thé Soviet Union is in the coming phase most closely united with
the fight for the revolution in America, Should the proletariat,
despite our expectations, suffer a defeat and a new war break out,
then the refusal of the American workers to fight against the Sovlet
Union will place civil war on the agenda and keep opén the possibility
thit World War III will not end in the total destruction of human
culture, o

HH## ik
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RESOLUTION IN BEHALF OF THE MINORITY REMAINING IN THE SWP

By Millner

I.

Beginning with the Plenum of December 1943, the minority under-
took a political struggle which has not ceased to grow and extend on
the international plane, both in the questions dealt with and in the
goals pursued.

In reality, what 1is the question? The political re-armament
of the Fourth International, thgt 1s to say, to define a correct inter-
national perspective (dealing with the revolution in Western Europe and
with Stalinism), to defend the correct conception of the revolutionary
party against the bureaucratic danger, and finally, &8s & result of the
last, to restore the unity of the American section,

1I,

The future evolution of this discussion as a whole and the
solution of the crisis which it has engendered depends on the develop-
ment of the Fourth International and 1s subordinated to 1it.

The discussion began by the expression of differences on the
perspectives of the European revolution. It reached an impasse be~
cause: 1) the leadership of the SWP demonstrated its bureaucratic-
monolithic tendency by smothering first, then systematically distort-
ing the political struggle, and by calling the minority a formatlon
alien to the traditions of Bolshevism with the aim of artificislly
aligning against the minority the rank-and-file of the SWP and the
international sections; 2) and because the discussion, carried over
into the international arena, developed there but slowly because of
‘the political confusion and profound disorganization that were a re-
sult of the war; 3) and lastly, because the minority was not able to
expand its original nucleus of adherents and thus break into the rank-
~and-flle of the SWP, -

III.

‘FPaced by this situatiom and the bureaucratic maneuvers of the
SWP leadership, the minority thought 1t would be possible to by-pass
the impasse by posing, correctly, the questlon of unity whose solution
had meanwhile ripened and was in reality posed by the facts themselves,

The discussion of the problem of unity led very quickly to a
crlsis without an immediate way out, Threatened in 1ts bureaucratic
positions, the leadership of the SWP opposed to the realization of
unity a categoric refusal to deal with the problem, and to the attempts
of the minority to free the road toward unification it presented a
purely strict disciplinary attitude. The majority had purposely, and
from the very beginning, orlented the dlscussion on unification into
an impasse, instead of being willing to resolve the problem and actual-
ly strive for a positive solution. By its politically irresponsible
and organizationally bureaucratic attitude, the majority bears the
ungi%puted responsibility for the present crisis and for an eventual
sp .
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/ The minority attempted to further the solution of the problem
by carrying the debate into the international arena,. But the inter-
national sections which are just coming out of the difficulties of
reorganization following the war and which are battling in an extreme-
1y difficult situation, have not yet fully understood the great im-
portance of the problems posed by the American crisis, and are orient-
ing themselves but slowly teward a decision.

The minority, considering its numerical weakness and the rela-
tively backward political consciousness of the rank-and-flle of the
. 8WP, and fearing, on the other hand, that the hesitations of the inter-
national sections threaten to prolong the dlscussion for a long time
yot and te place off into an uncertaln future the realization of unity,
the minority then reacted against the bureaucratic-monolithic attitude
of the leadership of the SWP by orienting itself inte the road of
split and of entry into the WP in order, from there, to continue 1its
political struggle.

v,
What were the consequences of this new orientation?

The struggle led by the minority for a correct political per-
spective -~ a struggle which censtitutes 1ts essential raison-dtetre
and its most preaious political capitel -~ has been becTouded noi:
only in the eyes of the rank-and-file of the SWP but also before a
sestilon of the minority itself end, what 1s more important, in the
eyes of the international sections, The function of the minority as
a factor for political orientation in the re-armement of the Fourth
International has, bccause of this, receded into the background.

Immediately the leadership of the SWP made use of this to
brandish against the minerity the accusatlon of split (in which road
the provocatlons of the majority had driven them), This maeneuver has
for its aim the rejection into tho background of the political plat-
form of the minority, and the obscuring of the struggle that 1t leads
against the bureaucratic-monolithic tendency of the ma jority itself
and for unification.

Attention being exclusively focussed, during all this period
of develorment, on the problem of unification, a process of disinte-
gration has been provcked in the minarity, which has been dlvided in-
to three currasrnts: one which favors an immediate split, another
which refuses to split, and a third which continues hesitating to
take a decision. (What is impertant here 1s not the respective
strength of the three currents, but the fact of theilr existence),

Finally, the position of the minority has clearly deteriorated
in the International,

Ve
What would be the consequences of a split for the minorilty?
It would signify, very exactly, net only a break with the
rank-and-file of the SWP, but also with the Fourth International,

where there can be no doubt that the sections would at this time
follow the leadership of the SWP, /
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It would pose, for the ninority, a problem very different
from that of unification. The minority would no longer have to work
in the midst of one and the same organization and on the basgls of the
recognition of democratic -centralism for the clarification of politi-
cal divergencies with the members, re-unified, of the SWP and WP,

It would then be necessary, as a tendency of the WP, where the
minority would enter with her numbers lessened and her contacts with
the international sections weakened, for the minority to win to its
own platform the WP, It would then be a guestion of a process of
political clarification on a relatively long-term perspective and in
conditions of isolation from the International and of violent hostil-
ity on the part of the S\p, '

On the other hand, the split would, for the present, reinforce
the leadership of the SWP and 1ts bureaucratic-monolithic tendency,
and at the same time 1ts position in the International, and would lead
to a close-knit association with its sectarian and ultra-leftist ten-
dencies, which would place & burdensome mortgage on the future devel-
opment of the Fourth International.

On the other hand, the development of the minority as a ten-
dency within the WP would not easily permit it, in any case, to appear
before the International clearly as & dlstinct political entity.

Finally, the split, even if it would grant to the WP a success-
ful maneuver, would, in reality, not strengthen its position, 1Its
1solation from the International would be augmented for the time be -
cause of the negative reaction of the international sections and by
the violent barrage of hostility that the leadership of the SWP would
immediately unleash against the WP joined by the minority.

vI.

Because of the perspective opened by a declsion to split, it
1s necessary to understand fully that the subjective intentions of the
minority do not constitute a single guarantee, for, at this time, they
will not convince those who disapprove of the split, and in the future
they will find themselves determined by the situation created as re-
sult of the split more than they wlll determine 1t themselves. The
political activity of the minority belongs in the cadre of the Fourth
Internationals An entry into the WP would change none of the prob-
lems that ere posed for it now, but would make their solution more
difficult in less favorable conditions, In connection Wwith this the
experience of the WP 1s highly instructive. In spite of the favorable
evolution it has followed since 1940 (contrary to the fears correctly
expressed at that time) and the strengthening of its revolutionary
positions and its loyalty toward the Fourth International, it still
remains outside of the International,

We must pose the question clearly. Where would the decision
to enter the- WP lead? To accept, in reality, a very preclse perspec-
tive of development, To consider that the political crisis of the
Fourth International cannot be surmounted and resolved except by a
greatly protracted process of political clarification, To consciously
adopt such a perspective, that would be to consider thet, according
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. to all probability, the ripening of the revolutionar situation in
Western Europe Would occur before the Fourfh;;nternationai would be
able to play & decisive rols in it. To oe opposed to the entry into
The WP, is preclsely to be opposed to this perspective; it is to con-
sider, on the contrary, that the rhythm of development of the revolu-
tionary situation in Western Europe imposes as a task on the minority

a re-armament of the Fourth International and & regrouping to that
end of the other international sections on the basis of 1ts politicel
platform in a short time; it 1s to estimate that a formal rupture
would -only lead to strengthen the bureaucratic-monolithic tendencles
in the midst of the Fourth International, and to accentuate in it the
danger of degeneration. The minority reacts against the difficultiles
of the present struggle by a decision to enter the WP, which means
that it does not solve the problem posed by the SWP and the bureau-
cratic-monolithic tendency of its leadership, but gets rid of it by

a surglical operation, It ought, on the contrary discarding all
equivocation about split, continue its struggle {n the cadres of the
SWP end of the internationale. Such is the advice glven to the minor-
ity by all the international sections which support its struggle. It
would De disastrous to openly fiaunt this advice (not to mention the
fact that the minority wouldn't even walt for the decisions of the
European pre-conference to do 1t), this at the very moment when it
claims to win for itself the international sections. Aibove all, it
1s necessary to emphasize that this 1s the quickest way to Insure
within the Fourth International the progress of the positions of the
minority and the isolation of the buresucratic-monolithic and poli-
tically zig-zagging tendency of the Cannon group.

"VII,.

This struggle, that is to say the re-arming of the Interna-
tional, will surely not be the work of one day, But that does not
me&an tﬁat it is an indefinitely drawn out process, In any case, it
would be quicker than that which would develop in the situation of
isolation created by the entry of the minority into the WP, 1If the
minority tekes this road, clearly and without equivocation, some
decisive steps could be taken on its initiative in the near future.
The struggle to reach this and the role thet the minority will play
in 1t will demonstrate clearly its weight on the politicel plane and
will draew close to it, on the baslis of a community of political ties,
important sections of the International, In the same way it would
reduce the real weight, at present all out of proportion, that the
leadership of the SWP enjoys thanks to its apparatus, and will 1so-
late the majority in the Internatioma), where it could sustain it~
self only on the most backward and least mature sectionse There 1s
involved here an operation of greatest importance, in which the minor-
i1ty has everything to gain and nothing to lose. Eliminating the
equivocation created during this last period by the orilentation of
split, and joining its work of political clarification to its insis-
tence on the importance of the American unification, the minority:
would only have greater strength to pose anew the problem in the fore-
ground and to demand its quick solution. If, in such a conjuncture,
where the minority would have clarified its position and strengthened
1ts bonds with the international sections, the Cannon group continues
to oppose unification as sternly as before, it would then be 1it, and
not the minority, that would find itself isolated in the Internation-
al.” Then, 8nd only then, the minority could convince the Internation-
al of the correctness of its position and demand of it, in case the
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leadership of the SWP refuses any compromise on unification, the re-
cognition by it of two sections in America., In any case, the minority
would then be able to teke a decision, without f ndin tself, because
of this, lsolated from the International. Such 1s the only valid )
course of action if the minority does not wish to weaken itself and to
condemn itself to isolation, Such is the only course which would re-
inforce the position of the WP in regard to the Fourth International,
and would assure it of the existence of a tendency which would direct
all its forces to convince the Interhational of the revolutionary
character of the WP and of the urgent necessity to reintegrate 1t,
desplte the split of 1940, in the ecadres of the Fourth International

by the unification of the Trotskyist forces of the United States.

Conclusion

What was the prir : ake of the minorlty? It was to

ing arbitrary limits to its
%E}ut o) without ¢
:ernatfonai' wit solution to the t sItuation,
without continua '

clent force, this solution
R ‘ 161 : 1 t 1s this that should
be well understood now, In order to continue the struggle for unifica-
tion in a position more favorable to the progress of the minorilty.

January 18, 1946.

#id i #
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A NEW STAGE IN THE NATIONAL STRUGGLE

By Dave Jeffrles

The decline of capitalism has posed anew for solution & whole
host of the problems that had once been solved progressively by bour-~
geols society in the perlod of its rise. This can be seen most clear-
ly when it 1is recalled that the mest important accomplishments of
progressive capitalism were the establishment of national indevendent
states, the proclemation of basle democratic liverties and the steady
expansion of the productive forces. Decaying capitalism, however,
along the highway to self-destruction, must destroy the products of
its own growth. It preparés to hurl soclety into a barbaric abyss by
a Wholesale destruction of the productive forces, the abolition of
every democratic liberty and the enslavement of entire natlions.

Only yesterday almost all the peoples of Europe were engaged
in a struggle to prevent the stripping of thelr industries and the
deportation of their labor, to regain national independence and the
most elementary democratic liberties, Today, despite the partiel
victory of the masses, as in the Greek, North Italian and French up-
risings, more than half of Europe 1s still faced with these problems
as Number One on the political agenda.

To say that problems once solved by the bourgeoisie must be
solved again is, of course, not to say that they can be solved in the
same way or by the same means., In the epoch of nascent capitalism the
young bourgeoisie took upon 1ts shoulders . the progressive solution of
these tasks, since they were a pre-condition for its own healthy ex-
istence. Today the bourgeoisie has turred into its opposite -- in

- 4ts frenzled attempt to preserve a doamed 1life it 1s itself destroying

every achievement that once justified i1ts existence and presenting
humenity with new horrors that make the Spanish Inquisition and the
Dark Ages look like periods of enlightened humanism. ,
The old tasks must be solved again -- but they can only be
solved this time by the working class, The bourgeoisie today is the
avowed enemy of national independence and every democratic liberty.
But it 1s more than just a threatening opponent of these rights. By
virtue of having defeated the proleEariat in the first prolonged
struggle for power (1917-1933) it s set civilization & good step
back along the road to barbarism and has succeeded in destroying
throughout much of the world those democra tic rights egainst which 1t
has arrayed itself, The fagt that the labor movement suffered a de-
feat in its first decisive battle with capital means that it must
take up battle now from new and weaker positions. Throughout much of
the world it is faced with the problem of regaining the territory it
hes lost -- national independence and the other democratic rights.
The struggle for these national and democratic rights lles directly
along the road to soclal revolution, and this section of the road can-
not be by-passed. That it is a lager and harder road than wes faced

" in 1918 is the penalty tke proletariat must suffer for its fallure to

solve the ;ocial problem in its first attempt.

But if the existence of national oppression is a penalty for
the proletariat, it also offers it new and unprecedented opportuni-

ties. National oppression has the tendenoy of galvanizing the nether-

most and least politically active leyers of the masses into action
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and uniting them, if the leadership 1s adequate, behind the revolution-
ary struggle against imperialism and for a socialist society. For
while ordinary capitalist oppression makes life hard for the masses,
national oppression added to it makes 1life intolerable. It poses the
alternative to the broadest section of the masses, to the most reac-
tionury petty-bourgeois and the most backward worker -- "Struggle or
perishl" Imperialism thus calls up against itself the greatest mass
resistance yet encountered, and if the revolutionary leadership proves
capable of putting itself at the head of this resistance the social-
ist victory 1is assured,

The movement in occupied Europe showed that there 1s no short
cut around the national and democratic problems., In each country the
masseés rose up with their primary aim to drive the national oppressor
out and regain thelr necessary demccratic rights. But mare than this,
the experience of the Resistance showed that in no case could the
movement stop after solving its immediate problems, but every time
proceeded forward in the direction of a decisive solution of the
social question, The duasl power in Europe came out of the national
movement in every instance -- those who were spendinﬁ their time vain-
ly scanning the horizon for bodies labelled "soviets" missed the real-
ity right under their noses, In Greece, especilally, the masses in the
national movement showed that they knew how to take up arms against
thelr own bourgeolsie also, not to mention the noteso~-democratic
liberators whom so many feared the masses were helpling by their nation-
al struggle against the Nazis, France, Belgium, Jugoslavia, etc.,
showed simllar features, to different degrees. He who failed to re-
cognize the cruclal Importance of the petional struggle in Europe
during the past periocd was lost on a by-road of histony -- and he had
. no one to bleme but himself i1f the masses did not find despite his
certificate of bon fide proletarian revolutionist.

It must be clearly recognized ~-- the whole revolutionary
potential to emerge out of %“orld War II came from the national move-
ment, That the potential remained no more than that was due to the
fact that the Fourth International failed to put itself at the head
of this movement, and under the bourgeois influence of the Sociali st
and Stalinist pertles it could but dissipate its revolutionary engr-
gles,

But that is water under the bridge. The important thing now
is to recognize the significance of the national question for the
period of declining capitalism and to draw apjpropriate conclusicns
for the European struggle at the present time,

3* sk L

The term "national question" is really but & tonvenient label
for designating the whole problem of the struggle for demoeratic
rights and complete self-determination posed by decaying capitalism,
Many countries of which we may speak do not suffer from national op-
‘pression to the same degree as others, and these varying degrees of
oppression can have 1mportant consequences as far as the consciousnhess
of the masses 1s concerned, For instance, In Greece the anger of the
masses was directed against the British only secondarily and because
they supported the demestic reaction, whereas in France the direct
opposite was the case ~- the people's ire was directed against Vichy
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because it collaborated with the invader. Therefore, although nation-
al oppression may vary in degree or form, national freedom does not
exist until self-determination is complete. The struggle against the
monarchy in Greece, although formally & struggle for an internal demo-
cratic demand, 1s as much a struggle against British imperialism as

1f the king were George VI. In this sense, of the entire inter- . -
connected national and democratic struggle, is our designation of the
"national question" to be understood.

This article makes no attempt to deal with every facet of the
national problem in Europe at the present time. It will confine it-
self to those two areas in which national oppression is practiced with
the heaviest hand -- Germany and Eastern Europe. It goes without say-
ing that a rule but 1ittle less severe 1s the lot of such countries as
Italy and Greece. In the broadest sense, even such nations as France,
Belgium and Hollend, which for many reasons, one being the semi-vic-
torious struggle for freedom already conducted by the masses, do not
suffer direct national oppression, cannot be considered immune from
the tendency which is transfomming formerly independent and even im-
perialist nations into dependents of the glant powers, These coun-
tries are directly dependent upon Wall Street for the barest neces-
sities essential to a minimum functioning of their economies., If
Uncle Sam shakes his head Western Europe does not eat., It 1s as simple
as that. i :

However, while these ocountries show very well the tendency of
declining capitalism, they are at a different stage and cannot be the
subject of this article. If Italy and Greece are not dealt with, it
is, as we have sald, because the severest examples of national oppres-
sion 1ie elsewhere. For this reason, and because so little has been
said about those countries about which it is necessary to say so much,
we take up the problems of Germany and Eastern Europe.

The Problem of Germany

Foremost of all the countries of Europe suffering from acute
national oppression stands Germany. The beginning of wisdom, although
of a rather negative kind, has begun to dawn in our movement on this
guestion, but 1t has not gone very far. The F.I. has finally gotten
around to seeing that "the Germen proletariat -- whatever contrary
hopes we may have cherished" is not, in the wards of the slightly
etherial E.E.C. resolution "stronger than ever in numbers, more con-
centrated than ever" and "the backbone of the European revolution."
Having recognized that 1ts "hopes" have not been fulfilled -- without
stating that these hopes were based on nothing but empty air -- the
F.I. takes leave of the German problem right where it begins.

Today the German masses still suffer the penalty for failing
to prevent Fascism'!s rise to power. They face such utter ruin and
desolation that the prospective execution of Goering and Co. at Nurem-
berg takes on the appearance of a mercy-killing. They are faced with
the cheerful prospect of being turned into a nation of small farmers ==
farmers who will not have to worry about the high price of agricultur-
"al equipment because there will not be any, nor about the low price of
farm commodities because after the benevolent conquerors take thelr
share theye will be nothing left to sell. Completely at the mercy of
their oppressors, without the most elementary democratic or human
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rights, the German people must start at the lowest political level 1f
they are to enter upon ‘the long road to thelr political and social
liveration. .

This natlional opmression of the German people cannot fall to
produce its opposite -- a national consciousness on the part of the
German masses, The beginnings of thls consciousness are described
very well by an observer who reports the reaction to the wholesale
%go;inf og Berlin by the Russian Army in the January 1946 issue of

olitics”:

"A11 those who had waited fer the occasion
to revenge themselves on the Nazis were now as
if paralyzed. All Germans and forelgners were
treated equally badly., The Russian idiots
succeeded in a tour de force that the Nazis .
never were capable of: to create a sort of
national solidarity among the Germans., (my
emphasis--D.,J.) BEverypbody tried to find a
way out for himself. The Nazls were thus
hardly bothered and succeeded in escaping.

A Communist told me: "When the S.S.-men saw
that everything was lost, they put on regular
army uniforms -- they already had false
parers. I haven't denounced them. You'll
understand why,"

There could be no clearer deseription of the way in which
class antagonisms are blunted by national oppression.

With what demands must the German proletariat (and all the
German masses) begin their struggle? As we have sald, with the most
elementary, and they are manifold. Complote freedom of the press, of
trade union organization and political parties, In its present par-
titioned state the demand for free and unfeitered municipal electionsl
becomes a burning "must" for Germany if the masses are to re=-occupy
the political arena, At the following stage the struggle for a
soverelgn Constituent Assembly for the entlire Relch wi%l be the key
question ~- for with such a struggle 1s tled the whole question of an
end to the dismemberment of %the country. In this way, in the form of
the concrete struggle for simple democratic rights, wiil the struggle
‘'of the German masses take shape and pass over to higher levels. The
Allied conguerors will be informed -- and not gently -- that they are
not at all welcome and that their departure is requested. They must
be told to withdraw their treops, and this means -~ that which the
Fourth International has not explicitly stated as yet -- Stalin's army,
as well as Trumanis and Attlee's, All these struggles are summed up
in the slogan "National greedqn for Germanyl" and this is a cry that
must be inscribed boldly“ on the escutcheon of Trotskyism a2s a precon=-
dition for the emancipation of the German proletariat,

lElections without freedom of propageanda, like those beginning to be
- held, can be nothing but travestles on the real thing.

2Boldly means not timidly and in an embarrassed subdued voice, utter-
ed in the hops thet it will not be noticed, in the fashion of the
manifesto of the European parties which whispers "we are for self- -
determination of the Germen people."
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let he whe is worried that such a struggle may be a detour
from the fight for secialism be informed: far from being a detour, it
is the high read to socialism, around which there 1s no detour. From
such a Victorlious national struggle (which above all means a death
fight against Stalinism) the German proletariat would emerge wlth new
vigor and confidence, as unready teo subordinate themselves to thelr
own hourgeoisie as were the masses of Greece and France after thelir
national struggle. At any rate, it must be understood: There Is no
other way for the German proletarlat to re-constitute itself.,
o 3

The International must become the foremost partisan of this
struggle from the beginning =-- to hang back would be fatal, To dis-
credit the Stalinist and Social-Democratic parties will be easy in
Germany of all countries if only the masses are offered & real poli-
tical road to travel. The alternative to revolutionary leadership of
the movement is the leadership of a neo-fascism that would not find 1t
at all contradictory to become the champion of democratic demands
when a struggle against foreign imperialism is concerncd. If this were
to happen, the whole outcome of the national movement would be simil-
ar to the result in France, where the French bourgoolsie was able
to achieve independence of the Anglo-American imperialists through the
vehlicle of the Resistance movement, desplte she fect that this move~
ment constituted € danger to its own interests which had to be destroy-
6d. i

Fallure to become the champlon of a German nationaledemocratic
movement does not even have the excuse that such a fallure had in the
case of the Reslstance movement agalnst Nazism, Then the argument was
advanced that it was impermissible teo support these movements or to
ralse the slogan of national liberation because they were tled up with
one side in the imperialist war (See M. Morrisen's "The Central Slog&n
for Occupied Europe" in the Fobruary 1943 F,I.). Fallacious as this
argument was (as the Greek events, above all, pear witness) even it
i1s entirely inapplicable to such a struggle in Germany at the present
time, 1In this situation, fallure to become the champlion of national
liberation willl reveal the ultra-left in all his nuditye.

Revolutionists cannet dictate the course which the struggle
must take, All they can do is inject themselves into the actual =--
as opposed to the lmaginary -- struggle (which in every case is the
necessary one) and attempt to give it the right direction. A failure
to do this means impotence for Trotskyism, :

The Struggle Against Stalin in Eastern Europeo

If the "Militant" would take its eyes off the "antagonism" that
1s as "profound as ever" between the Soviet Unim and Anglo-Amcrican
imperialism for & second, it might discover that there is also a con-
siderable "antagonism" between the Stalinist regime and the masses
th»oughout Eastern Europe. One almost feels it necessary to proclaim
this as a startling truth, for although the "Militant" has printed
reams of copy in the last six months devoted to explaining all about
the terrible danger to thc Soviet Union stemming from Anglo-American
imperialism, it 1s necessary to look with a high-powered microscope in
order to find anything about the totalitarian oppression practiced by
Stalin in Eastern Europe. But the bashfulness of the "Militant" to
the contrary, this oppression exists, it is fearful, and it has its
political consequences. -
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The Stalinist marauders have swept through the occupied
countries like a swarm of locusts. The economies of nations like
Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria, etc. have been swept bare of almost every
kind of industry that stalin could make use of, and Czechoslovakia,
Poland, and other beloved allles have fared little betteres In Vienna,
the "Red Army", not content with the seizure of such baubles &s in-
dustrial equipment and the sewer pipes of the city, has made off with
the very household furniture of the workers, and usually with the
workers! wives as well. ILarge estates have been divided up to destroy
the power of the landlords, the easier to rob agricultural produce
from the helpless peasants., If the living standards of the Russian
masses jmprove this year, 1t will be entirely at the expense of the
people of Eastern Europe.

Accompanying this economic devastation 1s the inevitable
totalitarian terror of the GPU., Political opposition is driven under-
ground -- the only oppositional forces that have even a minimum of
formal legality are those who can cling to the apron-strings of the
American and British embassies. Every voice of protest by the em-
bittered masses 1s labeled "Fascist" and ruthlessly suppressed. Vhen,
for example, 50,000 Rumanians seized the occasion and the cover of
King Michael's birthday to stage an anti-Stalinist demonstration, the
gathering was fired upon and broken up.s

Prevented from expressing itself in the normal way by the
totalitarian oppression, the discontent of the masses flows with
crushing force Into the oniy avallable channel of protest in each
situation, The 1id of comp.ete totalitarian oppression over Eastern

Europe 1s kept open & narrow gap by the wedge of Anglo-American diplo-
macy which Stalin cannot y=% flout completely, In the elbow-room pro-
vided by this gap the conzervative bourgeois parties have maintained
to one degree or another the formal legolity referred to previously,
while prevented, of course, from exercising any real power 5 It 1s
through the channel prcvided by these bourgeols parties that the ever-
ingenious protest of the mnasses has expressed itself. The tens of
thousands in Bucharest who demonstrated before the royal palace on the
king's birthday can no more be considered devoted worshippers of King
Michael than the hundreds of thousands of Austrian workers, wlth a
half-century of Sociaelist tradition, who voted for the People's Party4
can be called conservative bourgeois, or than the Budapest workers who
voted in such tremendous numbers for the Small Landholders! Party can
be considercd peasant proprietors,

SWhere some representatives of these parties have been teken into the
government, a8 in Rumania and Poland, they. are truly "captives", and
in & much more literal sense than the traditional "labor" representa=
tives in bourgeois governments ever were. :

4'I'he only significance that the "Militant" could find in this was that
it revealed the results of Stalin's policy of alienating "friends"
of the Soviet Unlon., This reminds one of nothing so much as the pro-
tests of the liberals against American policy in Italy, China, etC.,
on the main ground that it will lose "friends" for the United’ States.
This "alightly patriotic dofensism" as it is ocalled by the Spanish
gomrades, wil]) certainly be appreciated by the Austrian workers,
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In these countries, the so-called "progress ive steps" have
been frauds, and for revolutionaries not to brand them as such would
be eriminal, In the same way that land has been divided in order to
pave the way for Stalinist selzure of agricultural produce, industry
has been nationalized the better to be looted, and at the same time
to destroy the power of the oppositional bourgeolsle. With industry
administered by one central body and a1l data on production gathered
together by the Quisling government, declding just what plants to
strip and carrying out the process is all the easier for Stalin's
regime, Nationalization without workers' contrnl has never benefited
the exploited; in this case 1t strikes them a body blow by taking
from them their means of livelihood for the greater beneflt of the
Soviet rulers,

By stripping industry in this way, Stalinist despotism strikes
the greatest blow imaginable at socialism ~-- and thils is doubly true
for Germany, where the Allies and Stalin have elevated industrial de-
struction to a proclaimed policy. For the stripping of industry means
the atomization and decimation of the proletariat as an economlc class.,
Then the worker 1is deprived of his industrial plant he loses not only
his job and his skill, but also his class consclousness =- he becomes
a lumpen element. All the hopes of revolutionary sociallsm ride on
the ability of the industrial proletariat, concentrated in great in-
dustrial centers, to achieve sufficient consciousness and cohesion to
overthrow capitalist society. In this sense, the right to be explolt-
od in the factory becomes 2 basic right of the working class and a
pre:equisite to socialism. By des roylng thils right, the Stalinists,
together with the Allies in Germany and all by thelr arrogant selves
in Fastern Europe, ccmmit the penultimate crime against soclalism.

In depriving the workers of the Eastern European countries of
the right to be exploited, the Russian oppression also deprives them
of that other right which is the prerequisite for victorious social-
1sm, the right of national self-determination. There 1s not the same
almost chemically pure national oppression in the Bust as there is in
Germany, but the difference 1s one of degree, not of kind, What ‘
1ittle of democratic or national rights exists does so, as has been
pointed out, by virtue of the intervention of Anglo-American imper-
ialism, which has 1ts own interests in these countries, The fact that
the masses are forced to flock to the bourgeols parties as the only
available form of protest 1s the clearest_illustration of the barrier
to soclalism thot national oppression is.® Here, as in Germany, thers
is no detrour around this barriler -- it must be removed.

The Stelinist oppression will inevitably generate a great
movement of resistance, which wlll have as one of its primary aims the
restoration of democratic rights and national freedom. The Stalinist
invaders will have to be expelled ~-- that 1s the precondition for

SNotice =-- it is national oppression that is the barrier, not the
national struggle. Many noted dialecticlians cannot detect the dis-
tinction Detween the barrier and that which is aimed at removing the
barrier -- and which is therefore already well along the road to
soclallism.




- 18 -

progress in these countries. It is now high time that the Internation-
al took up the struggle for the rights of the masses under the Stalin-
ist yoke instead of ignoring the entire problem.

"Every 'Red Army' soldier outl" -- that 1s the most pressing
demand that must be made, and it must be made lmmediately. It would
not be amiss to bring this cry to the attentlion of the Western Euro-
pean workers either, as an effective method of opposing Stalinism.
Many workers in Northern Italy have already been repelled from Stalin-
ism by the stories of Russian looting in next-door Austria, It 1s as
essential that Russian troops be told to get out of the countries they
occupy as it is that the Anglo-Amcricans be driven off the preserves
where they have no business.

"Por unrestricted freedam of the press, assembly and political
partiesl Out with the GPUl An end to the enforced 'Fatherland Front!
and other electoral combinations that stifle the aspirations of the
massesl" Parliaments are a joke so long as the different parties are
not permitted to oppose one another, either before the elections or
after, or carry on unrestricted agltation,

"orkers democratic control of industryt An end to the stripp~
ing of factories, reparations and slave laborl" If the Stallnist
looting is allowed to continue much longer these countries will suffer
an économic catastrophe from which it may take decades to recover.

- Here, as in Germany, these democratic demends and others are
the concretization of the struggle for natlonal freedome In the
Balkahs and Germany, due principally to the inner confllct among the
Allied oppressors, the 1id of national oppression is not so tight as
tnder the Nazl heel (éountries like Latvia, Lithuania, etc., are of
course excepted). In the countries occupied by Hitler it was almost
impossible to conceive of & single democratle yright of the people be-
ing granted without first expelling the Nazil#: Hence the abstragt
slogan of national liberation became the primary demand in which were
embodied all the democratic desires of the massess In those countrles
occupied by Stalin and the imperialists, the situation is the reverseq
Since the arena for struggle is wider, for the reasons we have adduced,
the desire for national freedom 1is embodied in the struggle for each
concrete democratic demand, Needless to say, this fact does not en-
join us from becoming the clear protagonists of the slogan which sums
up all these desires of the masrces; "For complete nationsl self-deter-
mination of all nations under the Stalinist booti"

¥* 3 *

For those who only have eyes to see, there is no lack of en-
couraging signs that these political problems (and othars) are receliv-
ing serious end unpre judiced consideration. For example, in ‘the
January F.I., E. R. Frank has come out with the slogan "Back to Lenin\"
For our part, we are in hearty agreement. For those who think that the
whole national question is but an invention of the devil, designed to
taint their souls with opportunism, a drastic cure 1s needgd. There
can be no better one than that recommended in such timely fashlon by
Frank, to delve into the writings of Lenin -- and learn there what a
malignant disease 4is ultra-leftism, dangerous enough for & large party,
but absolutely fatal for a small one, For the present thls statement
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of the master revolutionary tactician should be chewed and digested:

"Only those who are incapable of thinking, or
those who are entirely unfamiliar with Marxism,
will conclude that, therefore, a republic 1s of
no use, that freedom of divorce is of no use,
that democracy is of no use, that self-determina-
tion is of no usel Marxists know that democracy
does not abolish class oprression but only makes
the class struggle clearer, broader, more open,
and sharper; and that is what we want. . « the
more democratic the system of government 1is the
clearer it will be to the workers that the root
of the evil is not the lack of rights but capital-
ism, . . 'Democracy! is nothing but the proclaim-
ing and exercising of rights that are very little
and very conventionally exercised under capital-
ism., . o But unless these rights are proclaimed,
unless a struggle for immediate rights is waged,
unless the masses are educated in the spirit of
such & struggle, socialism is INPOSSIBLE."
(Lenin's emphasis).,

Note carefully (Lenin was never one to mlnce words):
", « . socialism is IMPOSSIBLE! It is no trifling phrase, and 1t 1is
as true today as when Lenin wrote 1t,

Let us go back to Lenin in deed, and let us also learn from
the experience of the European parties, who came out of the period of
national struggle against the Nazis without a mass party anywheres.
If we do not, scientific socialism will go down with the inevitable
defeat of the labor movement, and upon ourselves alone will lie the
responsibility for thet "impossibility" of which Lenin speaks.

wfrti 4L
T o

A CRITICISM OF THE MILITANT

By Dave Jeffries

(The following letter was submitted for publication
{n the "Workers' Forum" column of the "Militant" end
re jected by the editors).

February 12, 1946

Dear Comrades,

It seems to me that the "Militant" 1s at fault in its treat-
ment of the settlements at Ford and Chrysler and of the Msat Packers!'
decislion to return to work.

Iet us deal first with the article on the agreements 1n auto,
Nowhere in the course of a lengthy article 1s there any clear cohdemna-
tion of the union leaders for this shabby settlement, despite the fact
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that these contracts provided far a wage increase far below the origin-
al 30% demand, and even below the figure recommended by Truman's fect-
finding scholars in the GM case. Instead the article inferentlally
approves the agreements, by constantly emphasizing how Blig Business
has been forced to "yield". It even goes to the length of guoting,
again with seeming approval, Reuther's stetement that, desplite the
Ford and Chrysler agreements, the GM workers would not settle for less
than the 19i¢ figure suggested by the government. This herolc state-
ment came before the echos of Reuther's previous cry that he was re-
turning to the original 30% figure had died out, and showed to what
degree the Ford and Chrysler settlements have undermined the GM
workers! position., Nowhere dld the "Militant" article point out that
these agreements were particularly unjustified in view of the fact
thet the union had not even attempted to use the strike weapon to win
its original demand.

Comrade Birchman, dealing with the Meat Packers! return, does
not handle this very significant development any more credibly.
Truman's seizure of the Meat plants was in the nature cf a "tost case",
since similar action is projected for steel and perhaps other indus-
tries. Hence the reactlon of the Packers Union is important in setting
the pattern for workers in other industries. When Clark orders the
union members to return on the mere promise that whatever increase the
fact-finding board decides on will be retroactive to the date of re-
turn, he is taking a big step towards tying the labor movement to the
chariot of semi-arbitration and neo-wage-freezing represented by
Truman's fact-finders, What if the "fact-Finders!'" decision is not
satisfactory (and it isn't)? Will the miserable increase be retro-
active if the union decides not to accept it? To pose these questions
13 to show how the return to wark under these conditions elready ex-
erts a compulsion on the union to accept whatever increase is offered.,
If despite this compulsion, the union re jects the offer and decides
to walk out again, it will simply mean that the workers have slaved -
for a few more weeks at the old rate. Their morale will be censider-
ably lower for a resumption of the struggle.

All these considerations might have been over-ridden 1f the
relation of forces had been unfavorable to the union, but this was not
the case. A small group of isolated tug-boat workers in a reactionary
craft-union have shown that it i1s possible to defy government selzure
despite the crucial nature of their occupation. Circumstances were far
more favorable for the Meat Packerse. They had the potential support
of over a million other CIO workers out on strike concurrently, who
faced the same threat of ultimate goverrment selzure, The government,
despite the use of naval personnel, hes not found it possible to re-
crult a mere handful of workers to handle the struck tug-boats; cer-
tainly 1t would have found it impossible to find 200,000 scabs in
order to operate the slaughter-houses.

None of these points is made in Comrade Birchman's article.
Instead he also inferentially approves of the return to work by quot-
ing without any criticism the statements made.by Clark. Where Birch-
man does not want to take responsibility himself for the step, he
practices a shame-faced evasion by writing that the union returned to
work efter recelving "what it (my emphasis) considered sufficlent
assurance that the govermnment would institute wage increases," Who
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does "it" mean? The union bureaucrats? The warkers? Or are they
perhaps equated? And what does Birchman think of the whole proposi-
tion? Such diplomacy may be mroper in "Fu" and the "New Republic",
but it is not at home in a revolutionary newspaper.

It is of course understood that even in the best~-conducted
struggles the unions cannot expect to win their full demands without
compromising. But here it is not a question elther of a declislive
victory overshadowing a few concessions or of a poor settlement forec-
ed uypon the workers after an exhausting struggle haes left them in an
unfavorable position. The auto and meatpacking leaders simply made a
shame ful and unnecessary retreat,

Neither do I desire to put the main emphasisupon the desir-
ability of negative criticism. This is necessary, but only to pave
the way for the positive lessons that we want to drive home to the
workers as & result of their strike experiences, The main purpose of
a revolutionary paper 1s to raise the level of consciousness of those
workers that it reaches, For this there has been material galore,

The article on auto, for instance, could have gone into the
question of why the UAW leaders aebandoned the demand to "open the
books", In writing on the meat strike, Comrade Birchman should at
least have pointed out the necessity of the workers in all industries
uniting their struggles in a General Strike Committee and counterpos-
ing their own political power (a Labor Party) to that of the govern~-
ment. The importnat thing is not to let the workers think even far a
second that their struggle, as conducted by she union leadership, is
in safe hands, It isn'tV As long as the fight remsins on the narrow
trade-union level it is doomed, no matter whether the wage 1ncrease
won 1s 15% or 30%, This is becoming increasingly easy to demonstrate,
if only by pointing to the huge price increases Big Business is re-
celving in compensation for the wage ralses being granted,

Today, as a result of many political and economic factors, the
workers are permeated by a great self-confidence and will-to-fight,
If in this perlod they can be lulled into believing that they have
won & satisfactory victory by the gain of a few cents an hour when
much greater things are within thelr grasp, then Blg Busiress willl
have won the day.

The "Militant" must become the conscience of the laboy move-
ment, If labor has won & victory (and in auto and meat it has not),
revolutionists must say "Yes, today vie have won a victory, but to=-
morrow unless we go to higher levels, we will lose the frults", If
the workers have been hoodwinked into a vetreat, then the "Militant"
must say "Yes, we have retreated, but if it had not been for thus-and-
so, if we had followed the other path, we could have won," In other
words, our paper must act always as a stimulant and never (no matter
how slightly) as a sedative, If it does this it will fulfill its
obligations as the paper of the American working class,

#th
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LETTER TO THE INTERNATIONAL PRE-CONFERENCE

By Albert Goldman and Felix Morrow

To the Delegates:
Dear Comrades:

We hope that our representative will have arrived in time to
take part in your deliberations. In any event, however, we want you
to have before you in writing our answer to the ES resolution of
January 1946 on SWP-VP unity.

Fipst of all it is astonishing to note that the ES resolution,
without any attempt to answer the arguments of the various sections in
favor of unity, merely proclaims in Olympian fashion its solidarity
with the SWP Plenum resolution which evaded answering the question of
unity, If the ES represonted the unanimous or well-nigh unanimous
sentiment of the International it might be justified in passing over

~ the arguments of those who favor unity. But we do not know of a single

gection which has adopted the same position as the SWP, much less a
single section which has decided against unity. On the other hand, in
addition to the voluminous writings of the SWP minority there are the -
pro-unity resolutions of the RCP of Britain, the RSP of Ireland, the
Spanish Group in Mexico, the letter of Comrade N., the letter -of the
National Secretary of the POC of Italy, the well-known pro-unity views
of the leadership of the BLP of India. In the face of this situatlon
the ES was obligated to indicate at least briefly its answers to the
arguments of those who favor unity, but Instead it has simply teaken
fides in a resolution of four short paragraphs.

The ES resolution is absurdly in error when it states that the
differences between the SWP and the WP "can very well be conslidered as
programmatic differences." Only the Russian question can at all just-
1y be termed & programmetic difference. But in any event the readl-
ness of the ES to so characterize the differences indicates that 1t
presumably knows quite well what the dif ferences are. But then 1t
goes on to repeat the SWP Plenum resolution's formula that the two
parties must go through "a deepgoing discussion on their respective
conorete conceptions of the actual national and international policy"
etc., before 1t can be decided if unity 1s posslble. ‘To any thinking
person it should be obvious that there is a crying contradiction be-
tween (1) the ES statemonts indicating it knows what the differences
are and (2) the ES statement that the question of unity cannot be de-
cided until after a "deepgoing discussion" of the differences. What
has happened is that in edopting Comrade Cannon's line on unity, the
ES has had to adopt this absurd contradiction as part of 1t.

We remind-you thet when we first Introduced our resolution for
unity and proposed to send a negotiatinﬁ committee to-discuss unity
with the WP, Comrade Cannon answered: “We don't neod to send a com~
mittee to meet them in order to find the answer to these questions. . .
As to their policy in general and their attitude toward us i1n particu~
lar, we don't need to inquire about that either., It is clearly reveal-
ed In their press for anyone who 18 interested to read." Our answer
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to Comrade Cannon was that we were not propos ing to discuss theoreti-
cal, polltical, tactical questions with the VP since we could favor
unity precisely because we, like everyone in the leading cadres of
the Fourth, already knew the position of the WP on these questions.
But it was necessary then to determinhe whether the WP would accept
unity and subordinate itse lf to the ma jority in the united party.
Once the WP did so -- as it did -- there was no further need for dis-
cussion with the WP before taking a position on unity.

The first attitude of the majority leaders was, then, opposi-
tion to unity precisely o the basis of their knowledge of the WP,
At that point they rightly took tire posltlion that any leader of a
party should take, namely, that he has been following the press of the
WP and knows its position on various questicns and can determine his
attitutde to the WP on the basis of this knowledge.

But at the October Plenum the majority made a sudden, unex-
plained shift. From knowing everything about the WP and therefore not
seelng any use in discussion, the ma jority switched to asserting that
the unity question could only be answered "after the most thorough-
going discussion and probing of all differences to the bottom." We
of the minority branded this shift as a fraud designed to prevent
unity; a fraud necessitated by tle fact that the ma jority leaders
could not openly admit that their opposition to unity flows from their
unwillingness to unite with Trotskyists who have differences with
them, Wittingly or not, the ES has become @ party to this fraud by
its endorsement of the SWP Plenum resolution which perpetrated it.

Four months have now passed since the October Plenum. What
has the majority done about "probing all differences to the bottom"?
It has held no meetings with the WP leaders nor written any letters
to the WP to organize the discussion. Precisely in opposition to the
idea of organizing the discussion jointly with the WP, the Political
Committee at its October 16 meeting adopted the following motion of
Comrade Cannon: "Implementation of Plenum resolution. That we begin
the discussion b¥ a series of artlcies 1In the magazine outlin%ng our
position on all the questions in dispute between us and the W
gether with our criticism of their position on the points of differ-
ence." This motion hes remained a dead letter. Not & single article
has appeared in the magazine which could concelvably be described as
"probing the differences to the bottom," All you will find in Fourth
International are two er three sideswipes at the WP at the tall"end
of sume editorial., And these, both in letter and spirlt, violate the
ma jority's pretense that it is still welghing the question of unity;
they speak of the WP in terms applicable only to an enemy and anti-
Trotskyist party. 1In short, there has been no discussion of the dif-
ferences between the WP and the SWP. ' ’

Despite our disagreement with the whole concept of a discus-

slon of the differences rior to a decision in favor of unit wa were
ready to ablde by the majority decision if tis disensoion snbtnl

actually take place. Hence, as against Comrade Cannon's motion of
ctober s, Wo really sougbé to implement the Plenum resolution, by
:he following counter-motions at that seme Political Committee meet-
ng:
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1. Thaet the Political Ccmmittee prepare a list of the quas-
tions to be discussed and the order in which they were to be dealt
with in the magazine. Without such & plan of work, obviously the so-
called "probing" mighy drag on endlessly. But the Political Commlttee
voted down our motion for such a plan of work,

2, The Plenum had voted dovn our proposal for a joint discus-
sion bulletin with the WP. The majority said it would write in Fourth
International and the WP could enswer in the New International. How-
ever, 1t was obvious that not one SWP member in ten would see the
articles in the New International. We therefore made a motion that the
Political Committee make available to SWP members through party chan-
nels those issues of New International contalning replies to the S«P
articles, This motion 00 the Political Committee voted down.

3. The Plenum had re jected our proposal for jolnt SWP-WP
membership meetings as part of the discussion., Ve there fore proposed
an alternative: that as each subject is scheduled for "probing" we
invite a representative of the WP to address our membership on it, and
vice-versa, This motion too the Political Committee voted down.

4, A large part of the majority argument for its Plenum de~-
cision had been based on the alleged non=Bolshevik ideas of the WP on
the organization question. We therefore made a motion to publish in
the Internal Bulletin the principl organizationa) documents of the WP
reforred to in the majority srguments, This motion too the Political
Conmittee voted down.

This left the ostensibly projected discussion between the
parties without any joint arrangements for the discussion, without &
list of questions to be discussed, without a schedule of the order in
which they were to be discussed, without putting into the hands of the
SWP membership materiels indispensable to the discussion. So what was
left of the discussion? Nothing,.

Had the ma jority leaders openly opposed unity, we could have
had an honest and profitable dlscussion which would have served to
educate the whole movement. Had the majority leaders undertaken in
good falth a discussion with the WP, it could have served to educate
the movement, The ma jority, however, did neither of these things, so
that it became impossible either to discuss the merits of unity or the
differences with the VP,

This impasse compelled us ‘to the decision to leave the party
unless in the coming weeks we can sce any sign that we can reasonably
consider as & move on the part of the majority toward resuming unity
negotiations, We communicated this decision to the majority in a letter
dated January 26, a copy of which we enclose.

Since then we have received the ES resolutlon and have been
informed by the majority leaders that tley accept "the specific recom-
mendations" of that resolution. We have given careful consideration
to the one aspect in which the ES resolution does appear to differ from
the SWP Plenum resolution. The latter, as we have already explained,
re jected all our proposals for approaching the WP to organize the dis-
cussion ==~ jolnt discussion, joint disoussion bulletins, jolnt member-
ship meetings, etc. On the other hand the ES resolution recommends
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to the SWP "thet it elaborate jointly with the WP leadership a program-
me of questions to discuss; that it organize and pursue this discussion
in order to make clear just what degree of agreement actually exists
between the two organizations."

We tuke it that the ES means that the SV/P and WP leadership
jointly prepare the questions to discuss, jointly organize jointly
pursue the discussione. If so, the ES 1s now proposing essentially
the same types of joint agrecements for expediting the discussion that
we proposed four months ago.

If the SWP ma jority leasdcrs were to agree to such a plan of
work, we would consider it a step toward unity. For we are confidont
that any real discussion of the differences between the two parties
would only serve to demonstrate the carrectness of unity. On one de-
cisive condition: that the SWP ma jority leagdership, in 1ts meetings
and arrangements with the WP, show serious signs of a desire to "organ-
ize and pursue this discussion." In a word, that the SWP majority does
not merely send a representative to go through the formal motions of
negotiating for a joint 1ist of the questions to be discussed. The
distinctlon between sending a negotiutor.and actually negotlating such
a 11st 1s a very familiar one to all of us, and je are sure that there
will be no difference of opinion between most of you and ourselves
concerning whether or not the SWP majority is actually negotiating or
not. ) ' ’

We shall therefore awailt the results of the negotiations be-
tween the SWP and the WP for orgenlzing the discussion. If, however,
the SWP majority leaders fall actually to carry out the ES resolution's
proposal that the SWP leadership "elaborate jointly with the WP leader-
ship" the questions to be discussed, we shall carry out our decision
to leave the party and joln the WP. '

We know that the WP, which favors unity, will meke every effort
to expedite the discussion. It cannot succeed ln dolng so, however,
unless the SVWP majorlity leaders meke clear, as they have not yet done,
ghat they mean by the formulas of their Plenum rusolution, particular-

v: - ' .

1., "Probing the differences to the bottom." Does this mean
that there are differences or aspects of differences which &re unclear
. to them? 1In that case they must specify what 1s clear to them and what
is not. For exampnle on the Russian question: what is i1t they do not
know about the WP position? Merely to put down on a piece of paper,
"The Russian Guestion," may seem to be literally complylng with the ES
proposal to prepare a list of questions to be discussed, but obviously
serves no serlous purpose of clarification.

2. "Programmatic agreement. . . It is clear tlat such a basis
- for unification does not exist in the present instance." Does this
mean that there can be no unity unless during the discussion the WP
abandons one or more of its so-called programmatic differcnces? In
that case there 1s no point to discussing at all, since everyone knows
the WP willl maintain its political ppsitions. But if the SWP ma jority
doés not require the WP to abaondon any of its political positions as

a8 precondition for unity, then they should be ready to state in advance
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that the political differences are compatible with membership in one
party. The political differences would still have te be discussed but
only to educate the membership after a decislon for unity. The dis-
cussion preceding & decision on unity should, in all logic, be limit-
ed to the only questions which remain relevant to unity, namely the
specific organizational guarantees demanded by the SWP majority to
assure the unity of the united party., Until the SWP majority leaders
answer the question whether the political differences are compatible
with membership in ome party, and until they answer it in the affirma-
tive, 1t is pointless to ask the WP leaders for organizational guaran-
tees that they will abide by party discipline.

We hope that the SWP ma jority leaders, in farmally aceepting
the ES proposal for organizing the discuss ion jolntly with the WP,
will employ it for actually proceeding to a reconsideration of their
previous course. Their past conduct permits us no optimism in this
question, but we are ready to exhaust every last possibility for
unity.

We ask you to give to the arguments for unity the considera-
tion which the ES, 1f we are to judge from 1lts resolution, did not
give. Your deocision iIn this instance will inevitably constitute a
ma jor precedent for the future, On every continent today the question
of uniting Trotskyist groups into a sin'gle section in one country is
posed. As we have stated in our previous letters, we do not ask you
to order the SWP to unite with the WP, It would not be desirable to
foree unity. Without wholehearted acceptance by & majority of the
party membership, the unity would not be long-lasting, What we ask
is that you recommend and urge unity. Such an expression of the
public opinlion of the Internatlonal may go far to open the eyes of
the best elements who have blindly accepted the SWP Plenum resolution,

With our warmest comradely greetings,
Albert Goldmen

Felix Morrow
For the SWP Minority

#Hiign#
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IT I3 TIie 70 GROL UP

The Infantile Sickness of the Europesn Secretariat

By PFelix liorrow

The "Reply to Comrade Morrow by the European Secretariat of
the Fourth International" (March 1946 Fourth International) is only
a small chip from the workshop of its authors. 1Its full implications
wlll not be readily apparent to readers until they study the two main
recent products of its political line: the European Secretariat's
"Report for an International Discussion" and the "Majority Report on
the Political Situation" tc the French party congress. After they

aré published here, I shall attempt a gomprehensive analysis. Here
I can only as yet deal with the "Reply’.

. The appearance of the latest documents confirms many times
over, alas, the fears I expressed last year corcerning the disorienta-
tlon of thé French majority and the Furopean Secretariat, In the
intervening year I was led to hope, by letters from Comrade Patrice,
Secretary of the European Secretariat, that the comrades were re-
orienting themselves; as late as aileéter of October 27, 1945 ~- long
after receipt of my letter of July 10, 1945 to which the "Reply" is
an answer -- he was stlll assuring me that the European Secretariat

and the SUP minority were in "75 percent agreement” and that the
European Secretariat was in "100 percent dIsagreement" with the SWP

ma jority. Now, however, it turns out that the European Secretariat
1s 100 percent 1n disagreement with the S/P minority and 100 percent
In agreement with the SWP majority.

I think that, basically, the present line-up 1s not the re-

sult o{ maneuvers, though maneuvers have played their part, but ac-
curately represenfs the difference in tendencies in the wor1d Trotsky-

ist movement., The previous opinions of the European Secretariat con-
cerning the majority and minority in the SWP were the results of &
misunderstanding. Treces of this misunderstanding still remain in
its "Reply." Thus it writes: "In our opinion the chief merit of the
American minority lay in its drawing attention to the importance of
democratic slogans." But in the very next sentences it shows that it
has not the falntest understanding o the importance of democratic
sloganse Much more consistent has been the attitude of its present
?lly, the Sng ma jority, which has never conceded to the minority this
'chief merit" or any other merit, Another remainling trace of past
misunderstandings is the statement in the "Reply" that the SWP major-
1ty "has at times distorted the reality of the European situstion."
The SWP majority can with justice claim tiat in endorsing the latest
documents of the European. Secretariat it rema ins essenti 11y true to
the 1line which it has followed since the October 1943 Plenum. No,
the European Secretariat and the SWP ma jorlty belong on thke same side
in the great cleavage of politlcal lines which is developing in the
Fourth International.

This 1is not to say that the French ma jority end the SWP ma jor=-
1ty are political groupings of the same type, On another occasion I
shall explain in detail how different are their physiognomies and why
they must eventually part companye For the mcment it ‘is enough to



- 28 -

point out that the European Secretariat is sectarian in theory and in
practice. Vthereas the SWP majority is sectarian in its propaganda
about the rest of the world and especial ly for Europe but in actual
practice in the United States scarcely rises above the level of trade
unionism,

The first thing to call attention to in the "Reply" 1is that it
falls to answer most of the points of criticism contained in the let-
ters to which it states i1t is an answer, One, my "Letter to All the
Sections of the Fourth International" of November 15, 1945, it does not
answer at all, Of the other, my letter to the European Secretariat of
July 10, 1945, 1t answers arbitrarily what it chooses. One has the
right to expect that a "Reply" will reply, It is high time to call a
halt to such polemics which do not come to grips with the opronent.
Otherwise the discussion in the Fourth International will educate no=-

body |

' Below are listed some 12 Points raised in my letter of July 10,
1945 o2nd entirely ignored by the ’Regly." I repeat them not merely to
indicate the character of ‘the "Reply" but in the hope of eliciting an
answer to these very lmportant issues,

l. The European Secretariat declared that "the large scale use
of the Red Army as a counter-revolutionary force 1s excluded." This
was a mlstake, was 1t not? Where are the theoretical roots of this
error?

2¢ The Eurnpean Secretariat said the Soviet bureaucracy will
be unable "to control the revolutionary movements which the occupation
and even the approach of the Red Army will unfurl in the countries of
Central end Western Europe," I made the same error earlier but began
to correct it at the October 1943 Plenum, One source of this error,
as I explained in my letter of November 16, 1945, was our erroneous
perspective that the fate of the Soviet Union would be declded in the
war -- elther regeneration or capitalism; another source was our mis-
taken idea, derived from the 1939-40 events in Poland, thaet Red Army
occupation.and nationalization of industry necessarily recuires a ris-
ing of the masses in the occupled countries. This certalnly didn't
happen in Bastern Europe., Even more certainly it didn't get out of the
control of the Soviet bureaucracy,

3¢ I wrote: "We are not repeat ing 1917-1923, We are in a far
more backward situations At that time the October revolution made all
the difference. « « It meant that under the inspiration of the example
of the Russian Bolshevik Party, there could be established very quick-
ly although starting fram very little, mass revolutionary parties in
Germany, France, eto. Now, however, we cannot expect such & process "
Correct or not?

4, Iwrote; "I am positive that in Italy, where the Soclalist
party disposes of cons iderable masseés, our comrades should never have
formed a party but should have gone into (in the case of most of them
1t would have simply meant, I believe, to remain in) the Socialist
perty.," Correct or not?

5s I wrote: "I am also positive that 1t would be a terrible
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error if our German comrades attempted 1 mediately to form a"party'of
their own in Germany; their place is in the Soclialist party. Correct

or not?

6« I wrote: "In Belgium, the Labor Party is still the party
of the masses. I am sure that in the rosy hue of the days of libera-
tion, our Belglan comrades could have gotten in and established them-
selves as a faction, with their own paper, etc." Correct or not?

7. I wrote: "I would like to know why the Belgian party's
program of action was silent on the monarchy." No answer,

8o I wrote: "The European Secretariat's theses went on at
great length about Italy but neither there nor in the resolutiop is
there any reference to the demand for a democratic republic." Why?

9, I wrote: "But even the democratic demands which you do
mention, you do so in such a way that I cannot help but consider per-
functorye. For example, you mention the demand far the constituent
assembly but hasten te add: 'On the other hand, to launch such demands
in the midst of a revolutionary crisis, when there are acutally in
existen?ﬁ elements of dual power, would be the most unpardonable of
errors, ' '

10¢ I wrote: "In another paragraph you say 'that in the pre-
sent period the economlc and democratic 'minimum' program is very
rapldly out~-distanced by the very logic of the mass struggle itself.!
I will venture a prediction, dear oomrades: that the 'minimum' pro-
gram wlll not be outdistanced in France until you have won the status
cf a legal party and La Verite is a legal newspaper." Was I right or
wrong?

1la My letter dealt at some length with ways and means of
fighting for legality. "Neither from La Verite or other sources do I
get an impression that the French perty is making a really systematic
fight for legality," I wrote (July 1945). The "Reply" says not a word.

12, "Instead of continuing, let me refer you to the Program of
Action of 1934 for France, practically all of which is apropos today."
Is 1t apropos, yes or no? No answer.

Had the European Secretariat replied to these criticisms and
questions, the lssues would have been greatly clarified. Let us take
but one of them -- No, 11 =-- and see what the "Reply" failed to tell.

The Struggle for legality in France

In-wards, sectarlan propaganda appears to be an impatient eager-
ness to push forward to revolutionary struggle; in actual practice, 1t
Invariably leads to passivity in whiéh radical talk is a substitute for
serious action, This is the charge made against the European Secretar-
iat by the minority of the Central Committee of the French party and
proved to the hilt, as comrades will see for themselves when the French
minority theses are published, :

The terrible tragedy in France, as in most other Kuropean coun-
tries, is that the older Trotskyist cadreg were destroyed in large part
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during the war. The Gestapo caught up with Marcel Hic and his asso~
ciates in the leadership in France in October 1943, The substitute
leadership was composed of young inexperienced comrades &nd emigres
1solated from French life, Physically courageous, it played safe
politically, retreating into abstentionlsm and abstract propaganda,

It abandoned the previous leadership's pollicy of integration into the
national resistance movement and 1solated itself fram the rising of the
masscs, And it insisted on staying underground when the Allied armies

arrived.

Mistakes are inevitable in the movement, and especially in the
terrible conditions in Europe; what I condemn the European Secretarict
for 1s its evading facing up to its errors, as in its fallure to
answer me on the question of the struggle for legelity, In France,
where the facts are well-known, it has to say something in answer, but
its answer is less than altogether honest, In the French ma jority
theses it says; "It is beyond doubt that the leadership didn't know
how to move rapldly to the question of the legalisation and the builld-
ing of a press, but this is a matter of tactical faults of a sectarian
character and not of political errors flowing from un erroneous poll-
tical orientation."”

This Pickwickian distinction between tactlical faults and
erroneous political orientation may seem nlausible until one learns
the aotual faoots., The European Secretariat, on the eve of the arrival
of the Allies, expected a speedy development of the organs of dual
power «- factory committees, worker-militias, etc. When instead things
went the other way, it took the position that, fasclsm being near, it
is useless and even dangerous to try to emerge out of illegulity; the
period of bourgeols democracy being of very short duration, to utllize
all the legal possibilities of expression would only be a waste of
time. Not until nine months after lidveration, after the French minor-
1ty leaders =~- who are the public leaders of the party because of
the ir moral authority -- returned from the concentration camps, in May
1945, not untll then was a turn toward legallilty made,

Those who will recall the SWP minority's struggle against the
theory of the impossiblity of bourgeols democracy in Europe wlll now
perhaps realize the tremendous practical significance of that lssue,
But the European Secretariat learns nothing from its past mlstakes and
hence adds new ones. To these we shall now turn, '

The Nature of this Perlod

"More and more" the European Secretariat says 1t has come to
realize that the difference between us is not limited to the question
of the tempo of events -- on which it concedes we were right -- but
to "the nature of the period into which we have entored." As to the
European” Secretariat's own conception nf the nature of the period, l1lts
"Reply" apparently explains it: "What is actually involved today 1s
the prelude to a lengthy revolutionary period. . ." etc. etc. But as
to what it thinks the SWP minority stands for concerning the nature of
the period, the ES doesn't tell, so that its fears about us remain
nameless on this question.

I shall therefore make one mare effort (without any illusions
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ations of the masses in order to call into question ~-- on the elector-
al terrain which remains for the mament the only terrain on which the
masces understand these problems =-- all the fundcmental bases of the
bourgeols state and private mroperty." ‘(L'Avant-Garde, December 1945).

' The European Secretariat and the SWP majorityﬁAin denying or
evading this decisive fact about the present "mrelude” in Europe, are
thereby launched on sectarian policy which 1iswreaking havoc in the
International, The masses want socialism, they say, pointing to the
dominance of the Communist and Sociali st parties, They leave out the
detail that today,.disoriented and worn out by the terrible ordeals
since 1939, the masses hope to get their soclalism through parlisment~
arism. ' ' A ‘ ' .

—

The Importance of Democratic Demands

Once one understands the attitude of the west European masses
toward parliamentaprism, it becomes possible to understand the extra-
ordinary  importance %oday of democratic demands, But only then, If
one does not understand that the maesses want a parliament which will
be absolutely free to do the bidding of the masses, it is Impossible
to understand the profound depth of the deslire ef the masses to rid
themselves of the kings who directly or potentially bridle parllament,
It 1s impossible then to understand tlet great masses can be brought
out of. the factorles into the streets, into mess demonstrations, into
general strikes, Into insurrectlons, under the slogan of the republle
in Belgium, Italy and Greece. It 1s impossible then to understand
that the workers! militias and committees of actlion may well arise in
Italy this Spring in answer to a reactionary attempt to postpone the
convening of the Constituent Assembly.

Under the pressure of the Frenoch minority which understends
this question, the ¥rench majority has been compelled to attempt to
l'nk 1lts poli%ical slogans to the masses! support of the Congtituent
Assemblys It has therefore edvanced as one of its principal slogans
the call for Committees of Defense of the Constituent Assembly, Under
actual French conditions the 8slggAn 4s not a 1little ebsurd since no-
body 1s ussaulting the Constituent at this stage; nevertheless the
slogan is &n impligit admission of the real situation today,

But that the.slo%an 48 advanced without any comprehension 1s
clear when 1ts authors, In the "Reply” of the European Secretariat,
write: N T

"Compade Moyrow who counsels us in his letter
of July 10 194p; 'not to be afrald of making La Verite
appeayr entirely as an organ fighting for nothing more
than real demqoracye That is fighting for a greet
deal todayl! will perhaps be amstonished to learn that
the party in the course of tle last few months has
gained influence above 8]l thinks to its campaign for
the CP~-3P-CGT goverment, for the sliding scale of
wages, and for the I1ndependence of Indo~China,"
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that many more will not hawe to be made) to explaln that our differ-
ences ooncern not the lengthy revolutionary pericd ahcad but the pre-
sent "prelude."

There 1s no difference between us as to the economic and other
objective factors in this "prelude." The difference 1s concernirg the
state of political consciousness of the proletariat.

On this question there is a clear-cut difference between the
Belgian, Dutch, Itallan, British parties and the French and American
minorities on one side, and on the other the SWP mejority, the French
me jority and the European Secretarliat,

The SWP ma jority has denied agein and again that there has
been & revival of democratic 1llusions in Western Europe., ILess cate-
gorical becuase too close to the scene, the European Secretariat has
at times evaded the question, at others stated that at any glven
moment whatever democratic illusions there are will disappear., Thus
for example in one and the same breath in its January 1945 theses it
accepted the slogan of constituent assembly but warned that it waould
be the most unpardonable of enrors to use the slogen "in the midst of
a revolutionary crisis" -- a warning presumcbly necessary because
such a revolutionary orisis could arise before the next year'!s theses..

There is certainly & possibility of a crisis soon which might
~ well be termed revolutionary. Before this winter 1s over there moy
well be profound politiocal crises in France and Italy over the lack
of foode The European Secretariat is wrong, however, in thinking
that suoh orises will do away with tho slogen of the c¢onstituent
assembly or the republlc, etc.

, If there 1s a struggle in France this winter against the
policy of the present Constituent Assembly, and 1f this struggle rises
to a high-enough political planc, it will be in the name of a more
radical Constituent Assembly. For (as the French minority says) the
French masses today accept parliamentarism more then they did 25 years
ago. For a whole period -- the "prelude" -- tho struggle of the
European proletariat is destined to remailn within the framework of
parlismentary democracy, even though the masses arc already demanding
of that perlisment essentially socialist tasks such as natlonalization
of industry. Our task is to shorten that "prelude" by arousing the
masses to demand everything from the parllamente '

As our Belgian comrades write;

"Correctly urderstood, the basis of the problem
is simple. In the face of the general crisis of the
bourgeois regim , large warking masses and petty-
bourgeols aspire to profound political and social
transformations. But at the same time, the regime
of Nozi occupation in Europe, eand the long years of
open diotatorship have developed again in thc masses
a powerful current in favor of parliamentarism. It
is a case of having the masscs make again thelr own
experience with the treacherous character of parlia-
mentary demoocracy, But &t the same timo 1t 1s a
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Why should I be astonished? My letter gave, immedlately after
the sentence about fighting for nothing more than real democracy, two
examples of what I meant: . - , :

(1) "call upon the warkers' organizations to
inspire the workers to rally to the polls in the
elections, by an agreement among the workers!
organizations that- they will elect a warkers!
representatiwe as Provisional President of France ."
What was this but the best way of railsing the
slogan of a CP-SP-CGT government, best because it
was on the plene on which the workers would see it
as realizable today, 1.6s, on the parliamentary

lane, I was trying to emd” thé incomprehension of
Ta Verite which was then raising the slogan of a
CP-SP-CGT government without linking it to the-
elections for the Constituent.

(2) "Take up the recsistance's perfunctory - .
demand for democratisation of the army, and
really explain its profound necessity, the
lesson in this connection of Petainlsm, gather
together all the homor tales about Petainists
st11l leading the army, royalists, etc. etc,
Explain the urgent need for political mee tings*® -

 of the soldiers, their need to protect themselves
by having delegates., Give it & legal handle, by
urging that tke workers' delegetes in the coming
Assembly include it in the new constitution."

Soldiers' delegates, political meetlngs of the soldieré --
isn't this, though still noéhing mare thaen real democracy, at least

-as radical as the s 1iding scale of wages? Isn't the European Secre-

tariat a 1ittle less than conscientious when 1t guotes to horrify the
inexperienced comrades the sentence about fighting for nothing more
than real democracy but fails to admit thet the content I put into
fighting for democracy ls at least as radical as any of -its own
slogans? o ’

~ And finally, the "Reply" orushes me and my preoccupation with
demooratic demands by telling me the Frenoh party has gained by de-
manding independence fa Indo~China, I rub my eyes and read it again.
Don't the comrades of the European Secretariat, not the oldest com-
rades in the movement but still, don't they know that the demand for
independence of Indo~China 1s a classlcal example of a democratic

demand?

~ They have not taken up my proposal to demand that the new
French constitution provide for electlon of soldicrs!' delegates.,
They have not made, indeed, & single proposal of any kind for inclu-
sion in the constitution. -All France, first of all the proletariat,

"~ has 1ts eyes fixed on the Constituent Assembly, which they look upon

as their own because it hes a workers' majority, end the business of
the Constituent is to draw up & constitution, But the one party in
France which has not presented a draft of a constitution to the masses
1s our French party. Isn't that one fact enough to show the political
bankruptcy of the French ma jority (European Seeretarlet)?



Democratic Demands ARE Transitional

A monumental blunder has token root in the movement, repeated
se often by the SWP majority that it has been absorbed by the all-too-
willing Europsan Secretariat: that democratlc demancds are less radi-
cal than "transitional demands." Thus the "Reply" says:

[

"Tn our opinion the chief merit of the American
minority lay in its drawing attention to the¢ im=-
portance of democratic slogans. But it 1s also
necessary not to exaggerate the importance of these
slogans and above all to know how to tie them up
with transitional slogiansSe ¢ ..

"e ¢« o 8logans of s transitional character touech
the masses. . « 6ven more directly and contribute
to their mobilization still more definitively than
do the democratic slogans, namely such slogans as:
the sliding scale of wages 'and of working hours,
workers! control of production, naotlonalization
without compensation, Workers' and Peasants! Gov-
ernment conoretized in the formula: Workers!
Parties to Power, independence of the colonics,
Our sections 1in éurope have guined successes in
France, in Belgium, in Hollend and England and
elsewhere above a1l thanks to the struggle con=-
ducted by them for these slogns,e , ,"

It would be imposasible to dig the European Sccrstariat out of
this swamp of its own meking in short order, Here one can only in-
dicate a few points: ’

1, Vital democratic slogans, L1.e., those imperative for
revolutionists to advance, are themselves transitional slogens. Not
02ll transitional slogans are democratic ones, but all correct demo-
cratic slogans become transitional ones, The Transitional irogram of
1938 says this plainly: "Insofar as the old, particl 'minimal! de~
mands of the masses clash with the destructive and degrading tenden-
cies of decadent capitalism -- and this occurs at each stsv -- the
Fourth International advances a system of trcnsitioncl demands, the
essence of whioh 1s contained in the fact that ¢ver more openly and
decisively they willl be directed against the very bases of the bour-
geois regime." The most that one cen say, therefore, is that some
transitiqnal slo:.ans are in thelr implications more destructive of
capitalism than some other transitlonanl slogans, But thls division
is not one betwcen democratic slogans on the one hand and the rest on
the other, Democratisation of the army would at the least he no less
destructive of capitalism than the sliding scale of hours, Indepen-
dence of the colonies would-at the leust be no less destructive of
capitalism than the unfreezling of wages.,

2, Even more important, the radlecal consequonces of a slogan
are not to be derived from its logical implications but from (&) its
effect on the bourgeolis state and (b) the extent to which 1t mobilizes
the masses for struggle ageinst tho bourgeeoisie. Abstractly abolition
of the monarchy is compatible with the bourgeols state., Agtually, in
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Belgium, Greece and Italy procloamation of the republic would immedicte-
1y shake the bourgeols state to 1ts foundatlons, and creato the most
favorable opportunity for proletarian revolution. That 1is why, for
example, Trotsky was so sube as late as Jonuiry 1951 thot the épanish
bourgeoisie would never permlt the abolition of the moncrchy but would
prefer to hold on to it until both together were overthrown by the
socialist revolution. Two months later, however, the moncrchy was
overthrown, Trotsky's error in calculation was nevertheless rot a
great one: 1t 1s en indubitable fuct that the overthrow of the Span-
ish monarchy left the state power literally lying in the streets. The
same thing would happen with the ond of the monarchy nov in Belgium,
Greace or Italye. '

3. Iess then accurate 1s the claim of successes in Furope
"above all thanks to the struggle conducted by them for these slogans"
other than democratic ones. The Belglon party 1tsclf tostifies that
1ts grcatest successes came from tho slogan of the republlc, tnd 1ts
entire attitude to democratic slogms, now embodied in ¢ thcésis which
deserves speedy publication here, is completely in agreemcnt with the
SWP minority. The same 1s true of the Itelian party., In Hollend, the
principal slogans of D¢ Rode October (viz, the Jenusry 1946 Fourth
International) have besn the democretlc slozans of lrdependence for
Thdonesia, Immediate eloctions and ageinst annexatlon of Germen ter-
ritory. In France, despite the false policy of the leadership, the
party finally began to rcvive only thanks to the struggle for legality,
the demand for the Constituent and perticipation in the electlons;
above I heve already indicated the democratic character of the French
party's own slogans,

4, The asccusation that we of the minority advance democratlc
slogans at the expense of other slogans is an artificial mme, invented
by the SWP majority to cover up the glaring foct thot thils dlspute be-
gan because they falled to advance any democratlic slogans. We of the
minority in no way counterpose democratic sloinns to other slogans.

We advance those slogans-which are necessury, in whatever combinatlon
of democratic and other slog: ns which is indicated., That's all there
is to this question, '

Democracy and Socialism

At bottom, however, thore 1s nothing ortificial about this
dispute. The Furopean Secretarint and the S#WP majority do not under-
stand thet Marxism hes always insisted that the struggle for soclallsm
1s the struggle for democracys They do not understand & point espe-
cially emphasized by our Italian comrades -~ In the first program of
the new party, which they wrote in the Isoll isolator -- that we must
never pormit the reformists to appear as better defendors of domocracy
than we. This point is especiaclly Important todaye.

In 1917-1923 the European proletariat had secn with its own -
eyes the way in which the proletarian revolution had been prevented
by bourgeois democracye. But today nobody can seriously say that bour-
geols democracy has prevented the imminent proletarian revelution in
the sense of 1917-1923. On the contrary -- as the Belzlan party says
very well -- whereas in 1917-1923 bourgoois democracy wus imposed by
the bourgeoisie on the proletariat which was fighting for sovietisc~
tion, today bourgeois democracy haos been Imposed by the proletirlat on
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the bourgeoisie which seeks dictetorship. Under these recl, existing
conditions, more than ever before the struggle for sociclism must take
the form of the struggle for mare democracy, for real democracy.

But isn't this democratic charlatunism? It would be easy
enough for comr:des to continug the gome of that ardent supporter of
the SWP ma jority, Plerre Frank (Januery 1946 Fourth International), who
finds a quotation in which Trotsky condemns as democratlc cherlotanism
eny mixing of the forms of bourgeols power with the forms of prole-
tarian power, Frank has the effrontery to use the quotation to con-
demn the slogan of the republic which Trotsky himself advocated before
and after the quotation.

Real democracy is unattesinable under capitalism. Preclsely
for that reason we ask the workers to fight for 1lt. If Frank's charges
were true that "the republic" impermissibly blurs the line between
bourgeoils and proletarian state powsr, it is even more true of what
Trotsky wrote in the Program of Actlion for France:

" « o« wo demand from our class brotners who
adhere to 'democratic! soccialism thet they be
faithful to their ldeas, that they draw inspiration
from the ideas and methods, not of the Third
Republio, but of the Convention of 1793.

". « » Deputies would be elected on the basis
of local assemblies, constantly revocable by
thelr constituents, and would recelve the salary
of a skilled worker.

"This is the only measure that would lead the
masses forward instead of pushin% them backward,
A more generous democracy would facllitate the
struggle for workers' power." (October 1942
Fourth International, p. 318),

Deputies elected by local assemblies, recalled at will, re-
ceiving wages of a skilled worker -- these provisons are very famil-
far to us, for they are those we propose for soviets. ¥Yet Trotsky
advenced them for a bourgeois Assembly. He d1d so precisely in order
to teach reformist workers what they need so that, when they find it
impossible to attaln within bourgeois democracy, &hey willl seek
workers! democracye

The Relation of Objective and Subjective Factors

The "Reply" concentrates mainly on this question, finding 1t
unnecessery to answer most of my points because "Morrow's manner of
concelving the relationship between the objective and subjective
premises of the revolution renders spurious, in our opinion, his
criticism as a whole." -

I said the "Reply" concentrates mainly on this question. More
accurately, it devotes its space to a yard of quotations fram Lenin.
Please note that the quotations are from 1915 and 1916, They hoave
nothing to do with the relatlonshlp between the objective and subjec-
tive premises of the revolution, for -the good and sufficient reason
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that the subjective premises for revolution didn't exist in 1915 and
1916: the masses were still submerged in chauvinism, ¥hot ILenin was
saying was then samething very new in the world, namely that the world
war hod created "the objective conditions for the revolution," i.e.,
that with 1914 the worldentered the epoch of wars and rev.olu{:ions. :
Perhaps our clearest expression for this ~-- it is in the Transitional
Program ~-- 1s that the objective prereguisites for the proletarian
revolution have matured. But Lenin was saying something very new, and
new things are not immediately said in the best and most precise way,
In the quotations in the "Reply" and much of ILenin's other work of
that period he seemed to be insisting thot war and its consequences
"lead up to a revolution of the mroletariat." Even more crassly,
Zinoviev wrote that war "leads necessarily to civil war, it cennot
mean anything else except civil war," As we all know, however, revo-
“lution did not follow the war in most countries, not to speck of
successful revolution. The question was so troubling to the minds of
many Communists that, at the third Congress of the Comintern (and
, @lsewhere) Lenin and Trotsky were compelled to explaine. Trotsky re-
stated more precisely the essentlal meaning of the vrevious formula-
tions: _

" "When we spoke of the revolution resulting from
the World War, it meant that we were and are striv-
ing to utilize the consequences of the VWorld War in
?rdar t§ speed the revolution in every way possible."
Pes 179),

And he also made clecr the source of the originael .error:

"In 1918-19 it seemed to us (and there wes smme
historical justification for it) that in the period
when the bourgeoisie was disorganized this assault
could mount 1in ever~rising waves, that in this pro-
cess the consciousness of the leading layers of the
working class would become clarified, snd thtt in
this way the proletariat would attain state power
in the course of one or two years, . . But the revo-
lution 1s not so docile, nor so domesticated as to
be led on a leash, os we once imagined, , «

"+ « o Class maneuvering was far from clvweys
skillful on ow pert. The reason for it 1is two-
fold: In the first plage, the weakness of the
Communist partles, which arose only after the war,
which lacked the -necessary experience and the

- necessary apparatus, which were without sufficient
influence and »- whot 1s the most important -~
didn't know how to pay sufficient attention to the -
working masses,”" (First Five Years of the Comin-
tern, pp. 219 ~ 21). ' \

. Presumably the Fourth Intermational stands or should stand on
the shoulders of Lenin and Protsky. Thelr mistekes had the justifica-~
- tion of being the inevitable overhead of path-breaking. The European

Secretariat did not have this justification when, in February 1944 and
agaln in January 1945 and even later, 1t repeated the crassest form-
ule of Zinoviev: "With an inexopable necessity, the imperialist war
18 developing toward its inevitable transformation into civil war,"
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Now 1t insists on continuing to defend this formula by. . . 1915 and
1916 quotations from Lenint It 1s time to grow up, comrudes,

Bewltched by 1its theory of "inexorable necessity" of the war
being trensformed into revolutlon, the European Secretariat in Janu-
ary 1945 and even later confirmed 1ts earlier prediction ~bout Germany:
"The German proletarict, stronger then ever in numbers, more concen-
trated than ever, will from the first play a decisive role. Soldiers!
committees in the army and workers' and peasants! councils in the rear
will riso to oppose to the bourgeols power the power of the proletar-
lat. The revolutionary e¢risis, more profound than thct of 1919, . ."
Then and much later the SWP majority wrote in the scme veln, and an
article to the contrary by Albert Goldmon, explaining the obstacles
to the Gez?an revolution, looked strange fndeed in that setting.

It was necessary openly &nd honestly to correct the error.
The sources were cleur; as I wrote to the European Secreturist: "You
wrote all this without & single reference te the fuct that the German
proletariat would begin its 1life after Nazi defeat under militcry
occupation and without a revolutiondry party; and without the slight-
est attempt at appraising the .state of class~consciousness of the
German proletariat after eleven years of Nazism, Is this not & clecr
example of assuming & mrevolutionary development purely on the basis of
objectlve factors without any regard for the subjective factors? And
even then you did so by leaving out the objective frctor of military
occupation,” ‘

The "Reply" refuses to acknowledge the real source of the
errorss Hence the yard of quotations fram Lenin, and & few porfunc=
tory phrases about the frct thet exact predictions must inevitably bve
corrected afterward: ". , ., 1t was impossible for us to have foreseen
in 1944 the consequences of the h voc coused hy the war greutly speed-
ed up in the course of the l~st fow months in a highly developed
country like Germany where a part of the material and humsan premises
for all lerge-scale mass actions have been eliminsted. Nor could we
have foreseen the far-re:ching extent and consequences of military
occupation of Europe by the imperinlists and the Red Army." To saver
the full absurdity of these sentences one must add one from the pre-
Vious page: "It 1s a fact that the situation wes objeetively revolu-
tlonary in almost all the Buropean countries during the period which
elapsed between the dsbucle and the departure of the Goerman troops
and the arrival of Anglo~-Americen and Russian troops." It seems, the,
thet the European Secre torict's assurance about the German and other
révolutions was due to its lack of knovledge concerning the specdi-
ness of the tanks and jecps of the victors. In its rcfusal to face
the real source of the errors it wade the European Secretariat get
itself into an even worse cbsurdity.

_The real source of the errorswes its fallure to consider not
only the consequences of military occupation ~- which were easily to
be foreseen in advance -- but, still more Important, its failure to
conslder at all, much less to estimate correctly, the stoate of class-
consclousness of the German proletariat and the absence of a recvolu-
tlonary pirty. The European Secretariat was too small to say what
Trotsky, with infinitely less reason to say it, had said in 1921: "We
didn't know how to pay suffioient attention to the Wworking messes,"

To put it bluntly: . all tho phrases in its prediction ebout the German
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revolution -- that the proletariat would from the first play a deci-
sive role, soldiers committees, workers' and peasants' soviets, etc, --
were copled down once again in January 1945 by the European Secretar-
iat from the 1938 program of the Fourth International. Seven years,
and such, years, had passed by but the European Secretarlat did not
change a comma, Exactly the same plece of copying had been done by

the SKP majority in its October 1943 Plenum resolution in spite of the

criticisms of the minoritye.

That ono could do better if one looked instead at the reallty
was shown also to the European Secrotariat in the days when 1t was
still repeating this nonsense. A German comrade wrote in the March
1945 Quatrieme Internationale: "It is certaln that, tomorrow in
Germany, after such & bloodletting, profound apathy and equally great
fatigue will reigne. « o If we seriously reflect on all this, one can-
not have a short perspective so far as Germany 1s concerned. . « After
the fascist dictatorship the masses in Germany are looking for a demo-
cratic way out. The question is to help them overcome as quickly as
possible certain vague 1llusions about the possibility of creating
under the imperialist yoke something that would be & true democracy."
Typlcal of the confusionism of the European Secretariat is that it
prints this refutation of its resolutlon without 1n any way trying to
relate the one document to the other; the SWP majority does likewise,
reprinting the German comrade's article in the November 19435 Fourth
Internctional merely with the comment: "It is interesting to note how
sccurately the author predicts the ensuing events. His broad outline
of the tasks facing the German proletariat retains all of its impor-
tance today," But as to the profound difference in political method
which enabled the German comrade and the SWP minority to predict more
accurately while the European Seoretariat and the SWP majority wrote
nonsense =-- of this not a word.,

Such, then, wero the real issues whioch I raised in my letter.
The "Reply" instead pretends we have a big difference as to whether
or not this 1s the epoch of wars and revolutions and whether or not
within 1t there can be objectively mevolutionary situations lndepend-
ently of the exlstence of the revolutionary party. I grant all that
the ES restates from Lenin on these questions, they were not what we
were disputing.

The European Secretariat condemns the following proposlticn,
written by me in my letter of July 10, 1945 which was not written as a
public polemic but in an attempt to get my comrades to sce a polnta.
I wrote: "The absence of the revolutionary party =- and it is absent--
changes the whole situation. Instead of saying, 'Only the revolutlion=-
ary party 1s lacking,' we must instead say, at feast to ourselves,

- tThe absence of the revolutionary party transforms the conditions which

otherwise would be revolutionary into conditions in which one must
fight, so far as agltation 1ls cmoerned, for the most elementary de-
mands.'" At least to ourselves, In other words, condemn as much as you
please the Stalinists and Socilal-Dosmocrats for not making the revolu=-
tion when it could be made. But do not let that blind you yourselves
to the fact that what they could do you cannot do, Instead of summon-
ing the masses to take the power, get down to the serious business of
winning legality for the party and press.




- 40 -

The ES does not 1llke my formulation? It considers it a false
way of describing "the rclationship between the objective and subjec-
tive premises of the revolutian"9 I withdraw it and put in its place
the scme thought sald better by Trotsky: "But &s soon as the objec-
tive prerequisites have grown to maturity the key to the whole histor-
ic process 1is handed to the sub jective fuctor, that is, the party and
1ts revolutionary leadershipe « « In all these cases, 2s well as 1n
others of lesser importance, the opportunistic tendecncy cxpressed 1t-
self in the fact that it relied solely upon the masscs and completely
neglected the question of & rcvolutionary leadershipe Such an attl-
tude, Which is false In general, operates with positively ennihilating
effoct in this epoch."

Entrism: Is It Now Excluded?

I staoted positively that before or at the time of the libera-
tion the comrades could have and should have entered or remained in
the reformist parties in Italy, Belglum and Germanye. About France I
was not ot all sure but asked whether the Malraux wing of the Mouvement
de Liberation Nationale =-- which published Franc~Tireur with a lerger
ciroulation than the Stalinist L' Humenite -- did not offer an entrist
tactic possibllity. I.regretteﬁ rolsing the question in July 1945 --
two yeers too late. As for the present, I wrote: "T don't claim that
entry 1s imperative and can.be sohlsved in every single country I have
named., Investlgation by you and those in gach country will have to
determine the facts, But what I demand is a real recognition of the
problem and a serlous investigation without reservations in advancc. .
I leave further comment until I can grapple concretely with your
objections, if any."

Instead of practical objections, the Buropean Secretariat
answers with a full-blown theory that the nature of this period ex-
cludes entry as a general tactlic. In its International Report 1t goes
further, branding such "1iguidationism" as the main danger to the
building of the Fourth Internot ionalt To buttress this typically
ultra-leftist theory it has to do violence to our past, decling ter-
rible blows to what one hod hoped were the most secure foundation-
stones of our rich theoretical heritage.

. Thus it dares to write: "Trotsky advocated the 'entrist'
policy with respect to the Social~Democracy in & period of the gencral
ebb of the labor movement following a long serles of defeats and on
the day after the victory of German fascism which. sounded the tocsin
for world reaction and accelerated the outbreak of the war "

This one awful sentence is enough to dlctate reprinting for tho
new generation of Trotskylst the principal documents written by Trotsky
explaining the reasons for entry in France and elscwheroe.

He called for entry first of all because there was a powerful
currents in the Sooclal~Democrtcy moving sharply to tkhe left precisely
because it was seeking to learn the lessms of the defeot in Germany.
This left turn in the Social-Democracy was one of the principal fac-
tors which made possible instead of the victory of fasoism in France
the . June 1936 seizure of the factories and in Spain the long civil war.
In America we entered the Socialist party amid the rising wave of the
CI0, Trotsky, in a letter to the Spenish comrades doted April 12,
1936, begins: MThe situation in Spaln 1s agnin revolutionary" and
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therefore proposes. » « €ntry. This 1is the pro%ess whicli the Euro-
pean Secretariat profoundly describes as entry in a period of the
genersl ebb of the labor movement.". '

Let the Europcan Secretarint re-read (or rccd) the old docu-
ments. It will f£ind all its argumcnts there, in the documcnts of the
enti-entrists., The European Secretariat writes: "A total 'entrist!.
policy with respect to the Social-Democracy is at thc prcsent hour
equlvalent to sure political suicide. These elemecnts aore moving away
from the reformist parties. . . These elements are seeklng a differcnt
banner for revolutionary regroupment apd struggle and 1t 1s our duty
to st.ow them this bunner." Not very original: Naville in Fronce, Nin
in Spain, Vereeoken in Belgium, nll said it first and it hosn't improv-
ed with age. Trotsky answered them: Why cen't we show these moving
Social-Democratic workers our bamner inside thelr own rerty?

Why was it necess ry to shov them our benpner inside thelir own
party? Because our forces were too small to show it to them from out-
sides When workers did come outside, it was usually to lecve the
workers! movement altogether; henco we haed to go in to win them before
they werc lost. The European Secretariat tells us thot "morc ond morg
important layers are splitting away frdm these reformist partics. , "
To do what? To "seek rofuge either in the movements of the right or in
demoralization and apathy, in the absence of any other pole of regroup-
ment." The 1talics are mine; to underline the qu:ostion, why theses ‘
masses don't consider us o pole of rogroumment, since we aru where tho
ES wants us to be, outside, independent, with our own bonner, ctc. ,
The very facts adduced by the Europovan Secretariat mutely but eloguent-
ly indicate that there }s a problem heré. Discontented workers aroc
leaving the traditidénal workers' parties cnd passing us by. Doesn't
that pose sharply to us the questlon of entering the mass reformist
party to win such workers while there 1s yet time to save them?

The question concerns above all.Frcnce, key to tho European
continent today. (In Englund nobody would dream of talking such non-
gense; well-nigh everybody undcrstamds that our party must enter the
Labor Party ot the next opvortunity.) One is happy to sue signs that
the French party is not stagnating today as 1t was & ycar ago, but it
is still o tiny organization which gives no real indicctions of grow-
ing appreciably in the next period =-- especially with 1ts present lcad-
ership. The opportunity of growth through integration in the national
rosistance movement was missed, likowise the oprortunity to fuse with,
enter or win some of the centrist elements -~ such as the group around
Franc-Tircur ~-- in the fluld sltuation of August 1944, These centrist
elements have meanwhile in large part disintegrated -- as in America
the American Workers Party amd the left wing in the Socicllist Party
would have speedlily disintegrated if we had not grabbed hold of them
in time. QOne cannot at will make new opportunity for entry, DNone
appcars to exist at present in France, But La Verite reports signifi-
cant indications of workers in the Paris region 2nd the industrial
North turning back from the Stelinists to the Soclclist party; a ser-
lous increase of the proletarian camposition cun well soon lead to
opportunities within. First of all, however, it is necessary to get
rid of the millstone put around cur necks by this new verslon of the
theory that entry into the Soclal Demooracy is political suilcide.
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As Trotsky wrote on November 18, 1935 to the ultra-lcftist
Vereecken:

"Organizational tactics, turns and meneuvers -- there are still
many of them before us, in cese of war as well. It is not at ell ex-
cluded that precisely éuring the war the Bolshvik-Ioninists of this or
that country will find thomselves obliged to temporarily entor a
reformist party. Must we every time, in illegality, renew the arch~
abstroct discussion on tcapitulotion to the Second International!?

We do not want to do this, It is time to grow up.”

February 24, 1946,
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LETTER FROM THE REVOLUTIONARY COMMUN IST PARTY
(British Section of the Fourth International)

London, England
19th February 1946

TO the S.WoPo
Dear Comrades:

Having studied the recont discussion documents of the SWP on
the proposals for fusion with the WP, we are alarmed to note that whot
commenced as a discussion poposel fa unificcotion of the SWP and thc
WP, has now degenerated to the polnt where the SWP 1is faced wlth the

danger of a splite.

Such a split would constitute the greatest blow ogtinst the
Fourth International since the split of the Shachtmonites fromthe SWP,
ailding the splintering tendcncies within our movement. Such a split
would be contrary to the best interssts of the world revolution.

. If the split of the Shachtmanites -- despite thelr rovision of
fundamental conceptions of the Fourth International on the Russian and
other questions, was a crime, then the split of the HMorrow-Morrison
Minority would be an even greater crime, there being even less polliti-
cal justification for a splits Should such a split take place 1t
would be condemned throughout the parties of the Fourth International.

Comrades of the Minority: hawever incorrect and bureaucratie
you might consider the organisational methods of the Me jority, and
however erroneous you consider the demonds that there must be no frat-
ernisation, no joint internal), discussion bulletin or form of collabora-
tion with the WP during the discussions for unlficatlon, we urge you
to accept (under protest if you wish) these restrictions imposed upon
you by the Majoritys. ‘

We appenl to you to consider your obligutions to the other
sections of the Fourth International, which place upon your shoulders
the responsibility to fight within the internctional Trotskyist orgen-
1sation for the unification proposals which you have presented to the
SWP, Even if you believe that you have exhausted all possibility for
a correct solution within the ranks of the SWP it would be a gravs
blgﬁdorland desertion of duty to forget your obligations to the Inter-
national., ‘ : A

Comrades of the Majority: you have tle principnl responsi-
bility to ease the present tonsion within the Party and end the em-
bittered nature of the discussion, thus meking every effort to assist
the Minority to live inside tho one Party with you., Wo appeal to you
to withdraw all threats of disciplinary action against the Minority
limiting its collaboration with members of the WP, and allow a frce
inter-change of opinion and collaboration in day to day political
1ife between the members of both orgenisations, If Comrcde Trotsky
was prepared to go to great lengths to save Shachtman, we believe the
. Mejority should go to even greater lengths to prevent Comrades Morrow
and Goldmen from breaking with the SWP and the Fourth Internatlonal.

For the Central Committece, RCP
Je HasVOn
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ANSWER TO THE BRITISE R.C.P.
By the Politlcal Committoe of the S.W.F.

To the RCP, London New Yorlk, N.iY.
March 19, 1946

(Coples to the IEC and to all
sections of the Fourth International)

Dear Comrades: } .
We received your letter of February 19.

You are quite justified in your concern about the danger of a
split in the SWP. As a matter of fact this split has already been
three-fourths accomplished by the actions of the Goldman-Morrow fac-
tion. Months ago, to all intents and purposes, they ceased to func-
tion as an integral part of the SWP in all 1ts public and internal
activities, except for their contributlions to the Internal Bulletins.
They have been carrying on public activities independently of SWP con-~
trol and in conjunotion with the WP. If this irresponsible end dis-
loyal conduct has not disrupted or even hindered the work of the party
it 1s only because, by their actions as well as by the falsity of thelr
positions, Goldman and Morrow discredited themselves in the eyes of
tge party members, split their own ranks and united the party agalnst
t em. ’
In their ultimatum of January 26 they posed the question. of
formalizing the split in & matter of weeks, How are we to combat this
' threat? You advise us in youwr letter "to withdraw all threats of
disciplinaery action ageinst the Minority limiting its colleboration
with members of the WP., and allow a free interchange of ovinion and
collaboration in day to day political 1ife between members of both

organizations.,”

+ * This proposal is somewhat astonishing. Our party constitution
provides that all political activity, lncluding collaboration with
members of other parties, must be cormducted under party supervision
and control. Up to now, we never heard anyone in our international
movement challenge the correctness of this provision. It is an ele-
mentary principle of leninist organization, Your proposal to "allow
free collaboration" between our party members and the Shachtmanites,
if we understand 1t correctly, could aonly result in a breakdown of the
centralized functioning of the prty. It would transform the SWP into
a party of "free spirits" who act as they please. This 1s alien to all
-~ our concepts of a Bolshevik party. Democracy within the party, freedom
of expression for minority opinions, must go hand in hand with unity
in action and strict discipline. This must apply not only to the
party rank and file, but especially to party leaders,

You say: "If Comrade Trotsky was prepared to go to great
lengths to save Shachtman, we believe the Majority should go to even
greater lengths to preven£ Comrades Morrow and Goldman from breaking
from the SWP and the Fourth International."

‘ l
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In our opinion, this reference is not applicable to the present
situation. It is quite true that Trotsky -- and we with him -- went
to great lengths to prevent the split in 1940, We have gone to even
greater lengths in the present dispute, DBut we =-- and Trotsky with
us ~~- drew the line at the demand of the minority of that time for the
right to conduct public political activity independently of the party
and outside 1its supervision and control. We draw the same line today.
There is no other way to maintain the integrity of the party,

In your letter you appeal to”the comrades of the minority as
follows: "However incorrect end bureaucratic you might consider the
organisational methods of the ma jarity, and hawever erroneous you con=
aider the demands that there must be no fraternlsation, no joint in-
ternal discussion bulletin or form of collaboration wi%h‘the W.P., dur-
ing the discussions for unification, we urge you to accept (under pro-
test if you wish) these restrictions imposed upon you by the ma jority."

In this admonition to the minority, it appears, you try to give
the impression of impartiality and you refrain from exmressing your
opinion on the merits of the minority complaints about the "bureau-=
oratics « o organisational methods of the majority." Yet the dispute
inside the SWP has been of sufficient duration to permit you to famil-
iarize yourself with the facts and to form an opinion on this matter,
Tt should be comparatively easy to draw conclusions on this question
after the experiences of the last two years, not on the basis of an
isolated incident here or there, but on the basis of the general trend,

Aren't you aware that for the past two year§ the minority has
been glven more than equal space 1n the Internal Bulletins to state 1tc
point of view? That it has been glven equal time at membership meet-
ings in debates between representatives of the majority and the minor-
1ty? That it has been represented on all the leading bodies of the
party? They have been granted every right a minority can demand, ex-
cept the "right" to collaborate with political opponents of the party
?eh%gd t%g back of the party. That "right" will never be recognized

n e S + :

What oharacterizes bureaucrats, first and foremost, is lack of
faith in the democratic process, lack of faith in the democratic
judgment of the membership and unwillingness to submit to 1t., Who has
expressed this lack of faith and thls disregard for the judgment of the
party membeérship? The majorlty who gave the minority a chance to
appeal to the membership in an unrestricted manner? Or the minority
which has been circumventing the judgment of the membership and ls now
threatening & formal split? All we demand of the minority s that
they abide by the discipline of the party, On that condition, we will
guarantee them freedom of discussion., The minority, on the other hand,
confronted us with an ultimatum, demanding what? Dcmanding that we
change our course on the ques tion of unification with the Shachtman~
1tes 88 the sole conditidn on which they sre willing to remain in our
party, From this it ought to be clear to anybody that it 1s not the
ma jority which is ysing organizational measures for achleving its ends,
but the minority. The real bureausratic mentallity, today as in the
1939-40 struggleﬁ 1s shown by the intellectual anarchlsts who shout
loudest age inst "bureaucratism.”
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This is an old story. Trotsky wrote in 1940: "What 1s party
democrecy in the eyes of an ‘educated' petty bourgeois? A regime
which permits him to say and write whatever he pleascs, What 1s
tburesucratism! in the eyes of an 'educated' petty bourgeols? A
regine ‘in which the proletarian majority enforces by demccratic methods
its decisions and discipline. Workers, bear this firuly in mindi"

(In Defense of Marxism, page 167).

" "Neutrality" is hardly the method by which a split can be
prevented. One must take sides and isolate the splitters. The SWP
has to a1l intents and purposes alresdy defeated the split designs of
the minority faction. The most that Morrow and Goldmen cen do, if they
carry out their ultimatistic threat, is to take out a mere handful, tho
ma jority of whom long ago ceased to do any perty work in the SWP,
What is decisive 1s that the purty is united in 1ts re jectlon of the
splitters, in its condemnation of their reckless course, This fact
puts the problem now squarely up to Morrow &nd Goldmen for decision
whether they are to remain with us or go their way., If they wish to
remain in our ranks they must retrace their steps, reintegrate them-
selves in the party and submit to its dlscipline., For our part, we
would welcome and facilitate a turn of the minority on this road., But
there 1s no other road.

The experlence with the Shachtmaﬁites in 1959~40 immunized the
proletarian cadres of our perty against petty-bourgeols politics &nd
taught them in 1ife and struggle how to guerd the unity of the porty
against disrupters, The pathetic fiasco of the Goldman-Morrow faction
testifies to the thoroughness with which this experience was assim}lat-
ed. Ve are firmly canvinced that this experience has likewise been
absorbed by the world movement of Trotskylsm. That glves us confldence
that the great ma jority of all sections of the Fourth International
will know how to form a correct judgment of the presont disputc 1ln the
SWP which is now coming to & show-down declisione.

Yours- fraternally,

Politlcal Committee
Socialist Workers Party
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LETTER TO THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE MuxJORITY

By Felix Morrow
March 1, 1946

To the Political Committece Majority:
Dear Comrades: N

Your resolutian "on the internal sifuation" dated Februery 12
1s in large part answered in advance by our letter of the same datc to
the delegates of the pre~conference. In order to assure ccmplete
clarity, however, we are answerlng your resolution directlys

First of all it is necessary to note the difference betwcen
the content and tone of yowr resolution and the very different tone
and content of Comrade Cannon's verbal report of February £0 -- osten-
sibly reporting the resolution's gontents --~ to the Now York member-
ship meetings It was a further demonstration that the ma jority lead-
ers have two lines, one for the written record and another in the mem-
bership meetingss What stands ouf in the written resolution is the
promise of the Political Committeo to carry out the "specific recom-
mendations" of the European Secretariat for pursuing a discussion with
the Workers Party and the Political Committee's appsal to us to remailn
in tho party. What stood out in the verbal report was the truculent
declaration that the Political Committee would do nothing more with
the Workers Party than it has done before and the boast that 1t had
been useful 8o far not to throw the minority out because it hed 'served
as a horrible oxample of disloyalty. No one who heard the verbal re-
port could believe for a moment that -you want us in the party,

‘ If you had the slightest desire to kcep us in the party you
would seek a progressive solution, The. European Secretarist's pro~
posals, 1f actually ocarrled out, make possible such a progressive
solution. If language means anything, your acceptance of those pro=-
posals would introduce something,ggﬂ'in your position; establishing
in oommon with the WP a programme of questions for discussion, organ-

1izing end pursuing the discussion, L., with dispatoh to & oonclusion.,

Your r2solution, however, makes no attempt to find common
ground with us, Insteaé it pretends that wo demanded thot you adopt
our position on unity "in the coming weeks," We d41d.not mako that
demand. All we demanded was "any slgn that we can reasonably consider
as a move on your part toward resumption of negotiations for unity
with the WP," Pleasc note, we said resumption of negotiations, You
have never been willing to admit ‘haf your o meetings with the WP
negotiating committee prior to the Ootober Plenum werc negotlations,
We called them negotiantions and you called them disoussions, Vory
wll, then, in ordor to make the situation absolutely cleer, we shall
also call them discussions. So that whut we were asking was that you
take up where you left off f ive months ago,

There is nothing in your Plenum resolution which prohibits
you from resuming the discussions with the WP, Therefare 1t 1s not
correct when you say in Point 1 of your resolution that you do not hay
the authority to do what we are asking you to do,
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In any event your resolution bases 1tself not only oh the
Plenum decision but also on the January 1946 resolution of the Euro-
pean Secretariat, We refer you to our letter of February 12 to the
pre~conference delegates for our elucidatlon of the meaning of the
specific recommendations of the European Secretorliat, If you agree
with us as to what it means, please say so, If you challenge our
interpretation, please say so., If our statement of the situation 1is
erroneous, please tell us where and 1in what our error consists,

It weuld be easy enough for you to reduce your acceptance of
the European Secretariat's recommendations to a pure formality which
would render farcical any discussions you might have with the WP, If
you do that for the purpose of fooling the gullible, we shall not aid
and abet you . As we stated in our letter of January 26, we shall
join the WP if there 1s no unity.

The second point of your resolution cells upon us to "respect
the principles of democratilc centraliam." Here too you are pretending
not to understand our position, We do not require your lectures on
the necessity of belief in and observance of democratic centralism.

We consider that principle as vital to the bullding of the revolutlon=-

ary party.

Can you point to a single instance of our dlsrespecting demo-
cratic centralism in the struggle against the capitalists and the
social petriots? Assuredly you cannot., You are less than honest when
you refrain from stating speciflcally that what you mean is that you
want us to abide by your idea that the members of the WP are renegsdes .
and should be treated as such, Your charge that our refusal to do so
is disloyalty is simply a cover for your own terrible disloyalty to the
revolutionary movement in refusing a place in the party to the hundreds
of devoted revolutionists who constitute the membership of the WP.

We are loyal to democaratic centralism and we shall not let you cover
up your crime against unity by references to democratic centralism.

You charged that we were violating discipline in order to get
ourselves expelled.  That was never true, What was true 1s that we
were ready to risk expulsion for the sake of the struggle for unity,
The principal instonce is our exchange of letters with the WP which
secured the withdrawal of 1ts proposal to exerclse the right of an
internal bulletin of its own in the united party. In the same way we
were ready to issue a joint statement with the WP to the International
on the situation.

We considered such a step entirely within our rights, But we
had to recognize that many comrades failed to understend our motivation.
We therefore decided not to issue the joint. statement, -If we did not
make 1t ¢lear in our letter of January 26 we tell you now that so long .
as we are in the party we shall not issue jolnt atatements or do any- -
t?ing else which can be reasonably oconstrued as s violation of disol- -
bliney . o

, It 1s impessible, hawever, for us to carry out your line of
non-fraternisation and war to the death against the WPe No revolution-
ist has a right to demand this of ua in the nome of democratic central-

lom,



If as we fear, ycu do not want to proceed toward unlty, we
intend to choose, us we lve every right to do, which one of the two
Trotskylst parties we shall function in pending unity. It would indeed

* be helpful, not only to us but to the whole pirty and to ull other

sections, for you to tell us openly thot you do not intend to have
unity. Ve would then immedistely leave the party and avoid all un-
necessary conflict. We would then continue the discussion of unity as

part of the WP.
Comradely,

Felix Morrow
For the Minority

#, PR/
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LETTER TO THE POLITICAL BUREAU OF THE R.C.P.

By Fellx Morrow
March 4, 1946

[ )
‘To the Political Bureau of the RCP:

Dear Ccmrades:

The CC minutes of Februnry 9-10 record your continued refusal
to grant minority representation < the PB, In previous letters to
PB members I have expressed the disagreement of the SWP Minority with
your decision. We would like the membership of the RCP to know our
views and therefore ask you to publish this letter in the party bulle~
tin,

You refer to the authority of the Third Congress theses; but
1t is an indubitable fect tmt the point cbout a "hcmogeneous PB"
become a dead letter. Indeed it was never practiced in the Russian
and other parties. The very next Comintern Congress authorlzed pro-
portional representation on the French PB, "as on exception, under
the circumstances of the acute crisis" in the party, but this became
the rule, certainly so in the Trotskylst movement.

In any event the Third Ccngress had in mind big mass parties
in which CC members usually were full-time functionaries residing at
the party center so that CC meetings could be arranged overnlght.
Under these conditions of close supervision by the CC, the PB could
safely be limited to members of the CC me jority. This 1s scarcely the
situation in the RCP or any other party of the Fourthe. Long ago Lydic
Bennett pointed out that the CC's infrequent meetings means that 1t has
no effective control over the functioning of the SWP PB, In the small
parties of the Fourth the PB is in actuality what the Third Congress
thought of as the CC in which minorities should be represented.

To continue to kecp the Healy group out of the PB is not only
wrong in itself, it also makes for a twofold obstacle to the proper
unfolding of the political dispute in the RCP: (1) in the PB the
Healy group would have to record 1tself week by weok, lssue by 1ssue,
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so that the two policies would thus be counterposed as a contlnuous
record; (2) inevitably much time of the party is token up with arguing
over the composition of the PB which would infinitely more fruitfully
be devoted to the real political questions at issue.

We believe thet the RCP is o healthy, democratlc party. The
ma jority leadership conscientlously conducts the discussion with the
minority, seeking to come to grips with the qQuestions at 1ssue. Your
discussion is thus at the opposite pole from thot in the SWP, where the
attitude openly prevailing in tle ma jority is that they have to pub-
1ish the minorilty documents but don't have to read them, much less
answer them. For our part we would rather live in the rcgime of the
RCP without PB representation than with it in the SY/P where our repre-
sentation was long agd rcduced to an empty formality. Comrade Cannon
recently had the effrontery to adduce Heoly's function as Troasurer of
the RCP fund campaign as proof of the "loyalty" of your minority in
contrast to the "disloyalty" of the SWP minority. In reality the fact
is proof thaot the RCP leodershlp makes possible fruitful work for the
Healy minority whereas the SWP minority was long ago cut off from
fruitful work: 1t suffices to recall thet immediotely upon my return
from prison I was removed from the editorship of Fourth International,
at & time when Cannon himself olaimed our politlcel differcnces were
secondary and undeveloped, '

But the fact thmt the RCP is far more democratic than the SWP
does not do away with your error; indeed, the comparison should be
odious to you who understand the deepgoing degencration of the SWP.
The RCP cannot permit the slightest tendency to limlt 1its intornal
democracy; hence the urgent neccssity to open tho PB to minority re-
prescntation.

Ccmradely,

Folix Morrow

HH A




