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W’ages and Prices’
By VINCENT GREY

Our slogan, “A sliding scale of wages tec meet the rising
cost of living” fully answers the requirements of a transitional
slogan in the present period. “Wage increases without price
increases,” the Reuther slogan, does not. Nor did the old
Murray-Reuther “Roll-back the prices” ballyhoo. Other slogans
may of course enjoy a certain popylarity. But such popularity
cannot in and by itself elevate them to the status of transitional
slogans. ‘

What is a transitional slogan? Or for that matter — the
Transitional Program? It is clearly a guide to action that will
most effectively lead the day to day class struggle into a
revolutionary onslaught. It must be practical in both mediums,

It must seem as sensible in the former as it is dynamic in the
Iatter.

“The sliding scale of wages to meet the rising cost of
living” is a slogan which fills the bill in these respects. It
&s a deep and defensive meaning for the worker. Each worker
knows very well that the general cost of living is rising. All
the thousand and one retail prices are going up for him. He
knows little or nothing about the wholesale price of the com-
modity he himself produces. So ours is the “natural”’ slogan for
him. It is becoming increasingly popular. Not so much as a
finished slogan, but as an idea.

The Reuther slogan failed. And not because the Trotskyists



.

\ failed to make it a part of their Transitional Program. The
Reuther slogan is based on keeping down the price of a
particular product while those who produce it get a raise in
\\;ages. Our slogan turns on the whole world-wide price list of
commodities.

The basic content of our slogan is to continue the demand
for a decent standard of living under conditions of economic
decline. It dramatizes the justice of this demand. At the same
time, it leads at a certain point (of capitalist decline) to more
revolutionary action in order to enforee it.

“The realizability or unrealizability’” of our slogan is
actually dependent on the relationship of forces as Trotsky
says. But absolute price control is like money control. The force
needed to enforce it is ALL the force, namely: state power,
and even that might not be enough (e.g., the Soviet Union).

The essence of a transitional demand is not that of a
‘carrot on a stick over the nose of a mule. Any mule driver will
tell you that this device makes neither mules nor people go
ahead for very long. The idea of a transitional demand is not
to get the masses all excited over a slogan that some clever
Marxists may know is meaningless without a revolution.

The essence is rather like the succeeding inches of ground
ah army wins in skirmishes with another army, but can only
cultivate after demolishing its enemy in decisive battle.

“Wage increases without price increases” seems to refer
to the general prices of commodities. But in action — GM — it
1eferred, as it must refer in trade union action, to the specific
yrice of the commodity the worker was making — in this case,
automobiles. Granted that it was compromising to the GM
capi'talists, granted that it helped advance the idea of “open
the books,” can we’ nevertheless say that it has a general
transitional character for our epoch?

Its fighting appeal to the workers is extremely limited.
Comrade "Morrow says the Reuther slogan was very popular.
Yes, it was. But Murray and Lewis very easily got away with
ignoring it. The price of steel did not seem fundamental to the
steelworkers. The steelworkers did not feel that Murray was
buying the raise by giving the OPA the green light. And their
feeling — though not based on any particular knowledge —
happens to coincide with faect.

The steelworkers and the mine workers didn’t think they
lived on steel, or coal. They thought and still think that they
lived on butter, eggs, shoes, clothes, meat and potatoes. They
rneed to buy more of these things. They want the money to do
it. They got this money and to their simple minds that was a
victory — not a “so-called victory.”’

It is realistic trade union policy to tell the strikers that the
cost of living is rising (or has risen) and these particular
strikers, in this particular plant, must get more money for
making this particular product, regardless of the bosses’ profits,
in order to keep on buying milk, meat, potatoes and the
thousand different products they and their families need. This
regardless of whether the product they are making goes up in
price or not. The worker is far more interested in the products

Le needs and uses than in the product he makes. (Incidentally, '

a tremendous percentage of all products are capital goods and
raw materials).

For the worker it is realistic to ask for the rising scale
of wages hitched to prices because it is asking for a greater
share of the value of his labor power. It is the old conservative
slogan of “a fair day’s wages” in a new context which
transforms into ‘“a sliding scale” of more and more revolu-
tionary content.

It can be put in contracts and it has been put into con-
tracts. Employers will violate it, just as the shipyard owners
did in 1942 through the agency of Roosevelt. But they will do
so at a greater and greater risk to themselves.

The sliding scale of wages' like other slogans in our
transitional program, notably the falling scale of hours (for

perfods of great unemploymefit) is defensive and understand-

able. It asks “only” for a living wage under capitalism. At a
certain point this is impossiblg of achieving under capitalism
and that is what gives the sfogan its transitional character.

Our slogan, however, coltains no false impressions. “A
sliding scale of wages to meet the rising cost of living.” Here,
things are right side up. It is clear that the cost of living is

going up — and the workers must get more money to live. In.
this slogan it is clear that the prices have nothing to do with .

the wages of labor — scientifically. And it demands for that
very, reason that wages be pegged to certain commodity prices
— namely, cost of living commodities.

Our slogan, like life itself, brings the workers into confhct

with capital. Or rather, the transitional slogans are geared to..

the living process of the workers’ struggle and make the
meaning of the struggle clearer. And they do not promise to
siop the capitalist juggernaut in its tracks, while it is still
in high gear. .

Now it may be that we are reading too much into the
Reuther slogan. “Wage increases with no price increases” is
after all, a valiant demand, is it not? Why not just say Reuther
is barking up the wrong tree and let it.go at that?

That would be all right. Ahd that is what The Militant
tried to do by not blaring out this slogan to the four winds. But

unfortunately for Comrade Morrow, he reads the same thing
inte the Reuther slogan that we do. But instead of rejecting .

it for that reason, he clasps it to his bosom!

Comrade Morrow not only accepts the half-implication this
slogan carries, namely that wages determine prices. He bases
himself entirely on this anti-Marxist premise. He says: (Pr:é-
Convention Bulletin No. 1, p. 9) “Everything in that issue
(ot The Militant) is written on the clevdr theory of separiting
the steel strike settlement from the price rise, on the basis of
which the strike was settled!”” (Emphasis and exclamation
rcint in the original.) “Only by this artificial distinction could

The Militant carry the headline of ‘Fighting Steel- Workers‘v

Triumph’... “This so-called victory...”, etc., ete.
Here is an astounding but revealing glimpse into Comraide
Morrow’s thought process. What a combinatign of sneering

cyhici$m and formalism! Sneering cynicism because he brands

it a “clever” theory, implying that it is nonsense, and does not

bother to show where the theory is wrong. It is formalistic’

because he takes an act of a paper puppet of the capitalist
ciass, the OPA, as a be-all and end-all that has equal weight
with the four week struggle of three quarters of a mllllon
steelworkers.

Perhaps if the steel barons had put over the price increase
a month after the strike or if they had got rid of OPA altogether
a few months later, with or without Murray’s cocperation,
perhaps then Morrow might concede that the steelworkers had

scored a triumph. But it would be unsafe to bet on this. Be--

cause apparently Morrow. does not understand that prices gre
coing up independently of wages.

It is true that the capitalists wanted a pretext for letting
dgown the dikes, for dropping their own fraudulent rules.

Folitics was more directly involved here than cconomics. But:
if it hadn’t been one pretext it would have been another..
Murray gave them the best possible pretext. But if he had not-

given it they would have done the same thing at a later date.

Most people realize that prices are bound to rise far more:

than 181.%. Many workers realize better than Comrade Morrow
scems to, tl’at if they had not got the raise, or if the companies

had wrecked their unions and reduced their wages, prices would .
still have risen. These workers regard their strike victories:

as — victories.

it it
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Murray gave the capitalists a better chance to connect the
price increase with the wage increase and thus fool most of the
public and Felix Morrow. But without in the least defending
Murray’s attitude, we have this to say: The present labor

automatically compensate themselves by appealing to a non-
existent OP'A to “let” them raise the price of steel 50%? The
price of steel might even be going down at that time (even
though Murray might be glad to “give” the steel companies

a raise) while the price of food and clothing still continues
to rise.

The Militant was completely Justlﬁed in “separatmg" the
wage increase from the price increase in viewing the workers
struggle. Just as it will be justified in the next period in
separating the Reuther demand for a new OPA from the
Reuther proposal for a fighting class action to get it.

ON THE CAPITALISTS’ PROFITS

Marx’s theory of the rate of profit also suffers somewhat
ai the hands of Comrade Morrow. Marx spent many years of
bis life elaborating and analyzing this lmportant aspect of
capitalism. Comrade Morrow contradicts and dlsposes of it in
a few phrases. Morrow’s argument has the hidden premise that
the capitalist raises his prices to compensate himself for losses
. . ; in paying higher wages. If this is so, what then is the rate of \f
| wages did . or v.vors?’ Stlll,.he may think that v«iages went up prol;it? Why it must be a percentage agreed upon by the bosses
* ‘beca he “permitted” a price increase. But that's Murray. No in the backroom! Being ethical and highly moral boys-of-the-

VMarxgt believes it. . back-room, they don’t try to get anything above the agreed- . l
Comrade Morrow says that The Milifant made an “artificial -

N vpon “take,” except when they have to pay out more for
f . distinction” between the price rise and the wage increase. This  ages! Then, by God, the code has been violated. Then they
s incorrect. There was and is a very real distinction. There are  gee to it that justice is done and they command the public to
:_capitalistic laws that determine prices. The capitalists them- give them back what they have lost!
Hselves may not understand them thoroughly but they do not Ah, how the capitalists wish they really had such a system.
. permit themselves, like Morrow does, to fall for their own - On the surface, of course, this is what happened in the
" propaganda about the wage rise causing the price rise. No  oyents Comrade Morrow describes. But only a vulgar economist
indeed! They fight like hell against the wage increases. And oyld say that it is all that happened. And only an anti-

.- ~they do not stop fighting merely because prices go up. They  Marxist would underline and repeat in various keys that “The
.~ know quite well that what goes up invariably comes down! price rise (was the) basis on which the strike was. settled.”

- Price i8 the monetary expression of value. Value is determined The rate of profit is the average of the surplus values
. enly by the amount of necessary labor in the product. Supply, produced by labor with different capitals; it is the average

-demand and other factors, make the prices oscillate above and proportion of surplus value to the total capital. It is, in the
" below the values they- distortedly represent. But, like the short

. - long run, the ratio between the total surplus value and the
. shadows and the long shadows cast going to and from lamp  {4¢a] capital of the world. When the workers take a portion
posts, the prices ultimately average out to be a faithful

. of that surplus for themselves, can the capitalists, by a stroke
reflection of the values themselves. of the pen, increase the total surplus, thus maintaining their
_ During the war prices rose throughout the world for three~ ;14 yate of profit. “Yes!” says Morrow, “They do it by raising
principal reasons: prices!” It would have been far more fruitful for Morrow to- -
. 1, Shortages of consumers goods (supply). Here the price  have concerned himself with the application of Marx’s Value,
" . of some commodities went above others because of the difference  Price and Profit in our epoch, or its possible lack of application
- in relative supplies. under some conditions, rather than completely ignoring it and -
2, Credit and money inflation. The actual amount of gold

T ] not giving the comrades credit for having studied it.

> or .crystallized labor that a dollar  (or yen) represented There are many tricks the capitalists can employ because

: decregped, i.e., was decreased in order to finance the war. This  of their control of state power, but they cannot for long raise

-! - varied in different countries but in any given country it led to the gold prices of any appreciable number of commodities.
the whole price list going up uniformly in proportion to the Even individual monopolies dealing in one product, can only do
money inflation.

it for a time.
," 3. A decrease of labor product1v1ty on a world scale, . And here we come to the nub of the question: The recent
" destruction of machinery, etc., thus increasing the actual

price ineréases and the ones to come in the immediate future —
amount, of average labor in a Pr°d“0t Here the values them- g, they represent a new trend of inflation or an already existing
. selves are art»ﬁclally raised by the decline of capitalism.

% trend? By virtue of the very fact that OPA was a partial
£ These three main factors all combime to make a now even, check, the potential market price of most things had risen above
. now uneven price rise — .but the general trend is upward. the legal price. The existence of black markets proves this.
“However, the trend can continue after the war with much It is undeniable that there will be a general upward trend
greater unevenness than during the war. New changes in

. ‘ for some time in the future. Continued scarcities and credit and
; productivity, new demands for different types of products,

. money inflation will cause this. But we must understand clearly
‘neglect and stagnation of others, and many other things may  that it is not the subjective will of the individual capitalist that
# produce this unevenness without necessarily leading to- an '

is involved here at all (despite his indubitable cooperation).
‘ _immediate crash. When the capitalists got OPA to raise the price of steel it
¢ ) . If gost-of-living commodities for the steelworker rise 50%

was not because their OPA is a supra-economic body that has
2" by next February, and the steelworker demands a 50% raise, the power to raise prices. It is because the market will stand
. .does Comrade Morrow believe that the steel corporations can the increase, and buyers will pay it to get the steel. During a

/ '

ing that Murray secured an agreement that steel would not
‘ raise its price, and in a month’s time say, the companies
claimed that circumstances made them raise the price of raw
steel, anyhow — could Murray then swing a nation-wide steel
strike on that issue? And if a greater cost of raw materials,
due to a shortage for instance, caused the increase, could such
_a strike stop it? .
T ‘Murray gave them the chance to tout a phoney connection
between the wage increase and the price increase. Murray didn’t
act much like a man, he didn’t expose what he could have ex-
" pased, and he didn’t fight down the line he himself had set. But
- those deplorable facts don’t prove that wages determine prices
‘ov that Phillip Murray raised the price of steel on the long-
suffering American public. |
Murray himself may believe that prices went up because

i . - weapons are economic weapons. The weapons of strike. Assum-
i

.
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price war, prices are very low. At its close they are raised to a
new high. But economically, they do not rise; they rebound.
During World War II, there were great shortages of some
commodities. Their prices were artificially held down, although
they were allowed to rise to some extent. The consumer paid
for part of that “price control,” through governmental sub-
sidies, taxes, ete.; he is now going to pay for the rest of it.

iComrade Morrow says that “every worker who thinks at all
knows that this time with far more pressure on prices than in
1917-18, there was.no comparable rise in prices since OPA was
established.” We assume that Morrow is making his own, this
alleged opinion of the worker.

The PC document has enumerated in detzil the respects in
which the cost of living has actually risen. And these points
may cause any thinking worker to entertain at least mixed
thoughts on the question.

What is even more to the point — granting that OPA had
some effect — is the manner in which we as Marxists must
pose the question, Comrade Morrow says the OPA is some-
thing. new under capitalism and that there was far more
pressure on prices in this World War then in the previous one.
He should have said instead that without OPA there could
not have been the tremendous war production and the con-
sequent restriction of consumer production, causing high prices.

The executive committee of the capitalist class had to
get more capitalists to produce war goods in order to run a
first class war — more than ever before. War goods are not
automatically more profitable to produce than peace goods
especially if everybody starts making them for example, when
the market for, say, automobiles is better than it’s been for a
decade.

The executive committee must guarantee the capitalists a
price higher than they would ordinarily expect — a price far
higher than value —and higher than a competitive market could
stand. It must also guarantee them the same high price in the
event of surpluses, unneeded goods, outdated models, end of
war, ete,

This exeeutive committee had to lure the capitalists into
war production and they made it really attractive. At the same
time, in order to cover their rear, in order to keep capital from
drifting back into consumer production, as the artificial short-
ages would send prices soaring, they held consumers’ prices
temporarily at a “reasonable level.”

As long as the decisive section of industry got their grossly
‘inflated prices and the others were always compensated for
“hardships,” there weren’t any serious squawks. If there had
been, OPA would have been ended long ago.

“Who is master in the house? Not Labor which is chamcd
to frozen wages. Not the government, which has chained Labor.
The owners of the private propcrty whom the government
cajoles, they are master in the house. That is what is so glaringly
revealed by Henderson’s admission that war production could
be expanded at the expense of consumer production only by
permitting SKYROCKETING PRICES IN WAR MATERIALS.”
(My emphasis).

The author of thce above quotation from the May 1942 F.1.
knew how to pose the question right. Who was he? The author
was. . . Felix Morrow. '

A shortage of consumers goods — an abundance, mere
than an abundance of war goode On one side, an inflated but
controlled price on the consumers’ goods. On the other, a grossly
inflated and only weakly controlled price on the ﬁnhhed goods
of war (tanks, planes, guns, etc).

Had OPA failed to do its job, war production would have
slowed down and failed to that extent. Had the war capitalists
not gotten the juicy negotiated contract plums, capital would
have shifted to more profitable consumers’ items. Then these

7
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itetns would have fallen in price as they were prodiced in
quantity. The “pressure on prices” might have been less than
1917-18 because productivity was greater.

But now war production has stopped. The capitalists have

pulled the plug on price controls. The auto barons in particular

are stalling production until OPA is gone and the prices go
up. And as long as there is a shortage, they will go up. The
capitalists know quite well that if they produce at full capacity
and sell at OPA prices now, they may not be able to get even
that much later on. So the “master in the house” issues new
orders. .

The “pressure on prices” Comrade Morrow speaks about,
is only now really asserting itself. The artificial balance be-
tween war goods and peace goods is gone — and with it, the
GPA will-o-the-wisp that was perched on top of the precarious
balance. The one-sided market of government war orders is
gone. Prices are rebounding. The fraudulent OPA, even if it is
reborn, will sit as lightly on a fast-rising price list as it did
on a slowly rising one.

A whole economy devoted to consumers’ goods should, of
course, bring low prices. But that is just the point. The
capitalists know this and are determined to get their pound of
flesh right now, while they can, before the market is saturated,
The ironic part of it all is that the NAM argument about low
prices when production is high again will eventually come true,
cven if they hope it doesn’t. Even a machineless world cannot
buy the products of the machine in its present poverty-strlcken
state. Eventually a crash will come.

But even in the crash, things may be different from the
last depression. Gold prices could go down and currency prices
up for instance (because of government bankruptcy, ete.) and
the sliding scale of wages would still retain its full meaing;
while the sliding scale of hours would go to the forefront be-
cause of the consequent unemployment.

CONSUMERS’ COMMITTEES

After saying (p. 7) that “the only answer (the transitional k

program) offers to the problem of high prices is the sliding
scale of wages,” — and motivating his whole document,
presumably, on this deficiency of the program, Morrow corrects
himself in a postscript where he quotes the Transitional Pro-
cram as follows:

“To the capitalists’ lamentations about costs of production,
of transport and trade, the consumers answer ‘show us your
books; we demand control over the fixing of prices’ The crgans
of this control should be the committees on prices made up of
delegates from the factories, trade unions, cooperatives, farmers
organizations and the ‘little men’ of the city, housewives; cte.
By this means the workers will be able to prove to the farmers
that the real reason for high prices is not high wages but the
exorbitant profits of the capitalists and the over-head expenses
of capitalist anarchy.”

All of Morrow’s pompous criticism of the Transitional
Program for not saying anything about price control, falls o
the ground in the light of this paragraph which Moirrow had to
insert in the postscript to cover up his brazen mis-statement
of fact. But that is only by the way.

We wish to involve the workers directly in exposing the
capitalist “business secrets” rebates, monopolies, etc., to scan-
dalize big business (and we carried out this idea energetically
vuring the GM strike). But this is all an auxiliary to the basis
of the daily class struggle which is to get enough to live on
from our masters. The struggle, carried to its logical conclusion,
will make them lose their masterdom.

And we wish to control prices. Of coursc — with “com-
imittees on prices made up of delegates from the factories,

S
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trade unions, cooperatives, farmers organizations etc.” — in a
word, working class price control. Not by capitalist fraud
And- here again, what is referred to is the whole price list of
workers commodities. What is demanded is a political act. A
rrice rise caused by monetary inflation, for instance, can only
be stopped by working class control of the treasury, and not
only the treasury but the whole economy. That is the transi-
tional content of the quote from Trotsky.

True, Comrade Morrow opposes class price control io

" Reuther’s slogan “®o Price Increases.” But he falsely implies

that one equals the other — and also that the latter will grow
into the former. But ab the present stage “No Price Increase”
iz fast becoming a substitute for “Raise Wages.” The union
leaders are playing on the backwardness of workers who be-
lieve that the wage raise caused the price rise, and telling them
to stop their struggles for further increases.

“We demand control over the fixing of prices,” said
Trotsky. At the risk of being called “doctrinaire” I would say
that this is an infinitely better formulation than the “remark-
able” — “No Price Increases.” Trotsky’s formulation does not
guarantee to keep the prices static. It does not give false hopes.

In the same paragraph it is explained that capitalist
anarchy and high profits are responsible for the prices. The
high profits may be cut down by the workers’ struggle for
wage increases. But neither these nor the anarchy can bc
eliminated without socialism. The capitalist anarchy in fact
increases as the system falls apart. Naturally the exposure
of these things leads to moivg""‘revolutionary methods of struggle

A Reply to Morrdw and Shachtman on Wages and Prices

and organization. The workers will set up committees of various
kinds. This will greatly sharpen the class struggle.

The demand for a new OPA “with teeth in it” a la Reuther,
although it may temporarily strike a responsive chord among
the masses, is not along the line of the transitional program.
It is, in fact, opposed to the transitional program and a blind
aliey for the workers.

“Hold the line against prices through the medium of QPA”
can take real shape in the masses’ mind for a time, that is
true. The present popularity of the new Reuther action proves
that. A great many workers are anxious to do something. And
this seems like something.

Naturally we suppogt this militant action because of its
impljcations and try to breathe our own slogans into it. Already,
and inevitably, the words ‘“re-open the contracts” are tossed
about. As the worker secs prices continue to go up regardless
of new laws, strikes and demonstrations, the wage increase is

the answer he instinctively turns to. If the whole business does

1ot lead to a new OPA and a wage freeze, it is ten to one
it will prove the prelude to a fight for the sliding scale — or
strikes to re-open contracts immediately.

We supported and fought in the GM strike. We will sup-
rort and fight in the action planned in the recent Detroit con-
ference. And we will fight the best.

We vcaF "hardly be called “doctrinaire” for jumping into a
struggle -some o§ whose leading slogans are actually false. If
1eople say we are not supporting such a struggle because we
do not water down our program with false slogans on our
masthead, we can only shrug our sl;louldeTs.

A)

By MILTON ALVIN

It is obvious from his article, “The Political Cqmmittee’s
Principal Mistake in Trade Union Policy During the Strike
Wave,” that .Comrade Morrow does not understand what
happened during the course of the General Motors strike.
Morrow’s principal mistake is his failure to “catch” the moods
of the workers during this period plus a general misunderstand-
ix‘g of the Trahsitional Program. Flowing from his arbitrary
conception of the mood of the workers is his erroneous con-
-clusion on what slogan should be advanced by the party at a
particular stage of the struggle.

The Transitional Program is designed “to help the masscs
in the process of the daily struggle to find the bridge between
present demands and the socialist program of the revolution.
This bridge should include a system of transitional
demands, stemming from today’s conditions and from today’s
canciousness of wide layers of the working class and un-
alterably leading to one final conclusion: the conquest of power
Ly the proletariat.” (Death Agony of Capitalism and the Tasks
of the Fourth International, page 9.)

From this clear cut definition of the Transitional Program
we can only draw the conclusion that it is imperative for the
party to base its slogans upon the moods and understanding of
rtlie masses at every particular stage in the development of
the struggle.

Therefore, before drawing conclusions from our policy and
slogans during the General-Motors strike, we must understand
what happened during the strike, what the mood of the workers
was. In other words, we must analyze “today’s conditions and
today’s conciousness” and see if otr policy conformed to it

ki within the broad framework of our Transitional Program.
; Above all, we must not be misled by what did not take place

{

during the upsurge and try to fit arbitrarily assumed concep-
tions into the real, the actual situation.

The GM strikers through their leader Walter Reuther put
forward the idea of Wage Increases Without Price Increases.
This idea was advanced in the early stages of the negotiations
and the strike as an answer to corporation propaganda that
General Motors could not give a wage increase of such an
unprecedented amount (30%) without ‘getting an increase in
prices. The corporatioy representatives claimed they would
@o broke, if they gave any such wage increase.. On the other
kand, Reuther claimed that the corporation could afford the
wage increase and that it could be paid out of current income,
that is, absorbed by the corporation without any increase in the
prices of automobiles. The debate between the union and the
corporation over this point, whether such an increase in wages
could be paid out of current income, Jed to Reuther's demand
for opening the books.

The publicity around this question led to an exposure of
the tremendous profits piled up by the corporations during the
wvar., The stand of the GM workers, that the corporation could
pay the wage increase, that it was stuffed with war profits,
rxposed the profit-hungry aims of the corporation, was
progressive and supported by us. However, even the Recuther
leadership of the strike later retreated from this position when
they stated that they would scale down their demands, if it
could be shown that the corporation could not pay.

From this development Morrow has drawn entirely false
and unwarranted conclusions. He states, “Walter P, Reuther. . ..
proclaims a slogan which means to control prices by class
struggle methods. ...” This is entirely the product of Morrow’s
imagination. At no time during the strike did the GM workers
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or ahyone else,-propose that the unions control prices. The union’

never adopted the slogan of Wage Increases Without Price
Increases in the sense that Morrow claims. It was a propaganda
slogan calculated to show that the wage increase would not be

" responsible for any subsequent price increase, that it could be

absorbed by the corporation out of its current earnings. Even
Reuther proclaimed- after the strike that the main purpose of
the slogan was “to get the corporation over a barrel.”
Morrow says the union was on strike for Wage Increases
Without Price Increases. This is. untrue. The union struck for
wage increases only. No effort to control prices by the union

was involved. The price question was brought into the picture ‘

by Reuther only for the purpose statad above.

‘What Morrow pretends to see in the GM strikes the

Shachtmanites have worked up into a finished system of
falsification of the issues in the strike. In the June 24 issue of
Labor Action writing on “How Labor Can Act Now to Stop
Price Jumps,” they say, “They had the right idea in their GM
STRIKE PROGRAM. It was this: the workers in each industry
must, through their own unions and stewards committees and

__special price committees, control the prices of THEIR OWN
industry.” (their emphasis). This completely falsified version

of the demands of the GM strikers will come ag a surprise to
anyone familiar with what went on during the strike,

The trouble with Morrow and the Shachtmanites’is that
they do not understand what the workers wahted during the
first strike wave nor how they proposed to get it, The prevail-
ing mood of the workers at the time of the GM strike was’ to
obtain wage increases to make up for the cuts in take-home
pay which resulted frcm the shortened hours of work. The
entire attention of the workers was focused upon striking for
higher wages; the wage question had the center of the stage.
At the same tjme there was comparatively little interest in the
question of prices on a broad, nation-wide scale. The issue of
prices entered the GM strike only in the sense that the union
said a price increase was unnecessary to allow a wage increase
in General Motors. Other unions that took part in the frst
strike wave did not take up the question of prices. Our effort
to introduce the slogan of a Sliding Scale of Wages did not
succeed at that time; it was not taken up, : N

The idea that the GM strikers were fighting for workers
control of prices is completely false. No such fight took place,
either explicitly or by implication. In fact, a struggle for
workers control of prices pre-supposes a struggle for 'Workers’
Control of Production, an entirely worthy slogan but somewhat
premature at this time and, needless to say, premature during
the GM strike from the standpoint of the present consciousness
of the workers.

The workers fought in the first strike wave for hig'he;
wages to meet the cuts in take home pay and at the same time
to meet the already inflated prices up to that time. They were
rot yet ready to fight on the price front. They were willing %o
wait and see what the future would bring so far as prices were
roncerned. We were the only party to warn of the coming -in-
flation, showing how the capitalist ciass would stop at nothing
to maintain the record-breaking profit grab of the war days.

Our prediction of a runaway inflation has been quickly
confirmed. The workers, after obtaining unprecedented wage
increases, have seen them wiped out to a large extent by rising
prices. This has focused unprecedented attention on the price
question. Many union militants are asking themselves how
labor can protect its standard of living under the present condi-
tions. They are coming to the conclusion that frequent strikes
for higher wages to meet higher prices is an insufficient pro-
gram. Many workers are losing whatever illusions they had
about the role of the OPA. In this. changing situation, where

,“it will be necessary

.
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the spotlight is now playing on the price question, our program

for a Sliding Scale of Wages fits right in with the admonition .
of the Transitional Program to fit our slogans to “Today’s

conciousness of wide layers of the working class.”

On the other hand, Morrow and the Shachtmamtes are
beating the drums for tightening up the OPA. Morrow says,
.. to consider additional ways and
nieans of calling for workers’ struggles to implement and
tighten up OPA.” Not on your life. We have no intention of

spreading any illusions on the OPA, even the best' OPA that

the capitalist government can -put together. We have described
the OPA as the agency through which prices are not kept
down but on the contrary steadily allowed to rise. The OPA
has been used as a screen behind which the capitalist clasg has
accumulated huge profits at the expense of wages. To call for
implementing and tightening up this agency as Morrow does
ard for depending upon it as the Schachtmanites do is to sow
reformist illusions and tail behind the Stalinists, Murray and
Green. We .have no intention of bolstering up the OPA. Our

job is to expose its role to the workers and to counterpose to

the OPA our slogan for a Sliding Scale of Wages with a
guaranteed minimum. Parallel Jo the struggle for the Sliding
Scale of Wages we fight for the formafion of broad committees
of the unions plus the small farmers and merchants and house-
wives to fight on the price front.

The Morrow-Shachtmanite program flows from a propa-
gandistic-journalistic approach to a living problem. They ap-
proach this' question from the outside of the labor movement
without™ considering the factors that are developing in the
course of the actual struggle. On the other hand, our program
flows from our direct participation in events and our respon-

. sibility to propose a solution. The difference is one between a

petty bourgeois and a proletarian approach to the living issues
ir the class struggle ’

Morrow’s proposal that the unions can fight for both
slogans, fgr the Sliding Scale of Wages and for Wage In-
creases Without Price Increases is completely unrealistic. He
writes: “And at that time (during contract negotiations) why
should we limit ourselves to the sliding scale of wages? That
slogan does not exclude the slogan of wage raises. without price
rises. We can then demand both slogans.” (his emphasxs) This'
proposal testifies to Morrow’s lack of understanding of thg
most elementary factors in union-company struggles. If the

union is going to demand both a Sliding Scale of Wages. to

rieet price increases and at the same time a wage increase

without price increases it would most assuredly place itself in-

a ridiculous position. The company representatives would most
likely reply to this that the union negotiators should retire
and decide what they want before they continue.

In reality the two slogans are mutually exclusive, if we
approach them not from the journalistic and propagandistic
point of view but from the point of view of a program for the
union. The unions need a program of clear cut demands to meet
inflation and not a hodge podge plucked from every direction.
Either the unions will fight for a contract containing a

stipulation that the prices cannot be increased in that industry, .

the ‘Morrow proposal, or a stipulation that every price increase
must be followed by a corresponding wage increase, our
proposal. Obviously, they cannot fight for both. The Morrow
proposal does not meet the test of reality.

The GM slogan of Wage Increases Without Price In-
creases had a propagandistic value at a certain stage of the
strike. It was not meant to be a program upon which the strike
was based. This was understood by everyone familiar with the
issues in the strike at the time, No one put the emphasis
equally on the two factors, wages and prices, in this slogan.
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It was understood that the wage increase was the aim of the
unjon and that its aim was not to control prices at that. time
tut merely Yo point out that price increases would not be
necessary in order to grant the wage increase. As a propaganda
slogan it played a progressive role. But to try to elaborate
it into a program as Morrow and the Shachtmanites have done,
to try to make it into an aim in the strike, is incorrect. That
is not what happened.

Morrow’s idea that the slogan of a Sliding Scale of Wages
is good only when cdontract negotiations are taking place and
does not give an answer to the rise in prices now is based
upon ‘his: ‘preoccupation with the GM situation to the exclusion
of everything else. How about the rest of the working class?
Mahy contract negotiations are taking place all the time

'

throughout the country. In rubber, for example, negotiations
are taking place at this writing. The slogan of a Sliding Scale
of Wages is taking hold among leading militants in this union.
Undoubtedly other unions will take hold of this slogan. and
attempt to write its provision into their contracts in the near
future. At any rate, we should push for this slogan all ‘the
time, both in our press and in our day to day work in ihe
urions. Just as soon as some unions take it up concretely and
especially if the slogan gets national publicity, we can expect
it to spread to many sections of the union movement.

For the present period of runaway inflation the slogan of
a Sliding Scale of Wages gives the only practical answer so-
fer as the workers are concerned. We must keep it in the
central position of oud propaganda and agitation. .

For the Slogan,“Wage Raises Without Price Increases”

By FELIX MORROW
(Speech to N. Y. Membership, June 24, 1946)

- 1 shall not repeat what I wrote in my article and resolution
in the pre-conveption bulletin No. 1. I shall stress tonight what
is most important at this point in the crisis over price control.

" THE MAIN ISSUE: Shall our party support or not support
the #logan “Wage Raises Without Price Increases.” The PC
majority raises many smokescreens to divert you from centering
your attention on the one proposition: shall we or shall we not
support the slogan made famous by the GM strikers, “Wage
raises without price increases.” Keep your eye on the main
thing. Maybe you don’t agree with one or another argument
Wwhich I offer for the slogan, but that does not discredit the
slogan itself. That’s what you have to decide; whether you are
for or against the slogan.

. Let's try to underdtanid why the slogan has had such a
‘ powerful appeal riot only to the workers but also to the middle
tlass. How powerful that appeal is was shown recently by a
“poll taken by the National Opinion Research Center. The in-
terviewers -asked a cross-secfion of people the following ques-
tionv which obviously is based upon the GM slogan: “Some
people 8ay that most of the really BIG industries could raise
their wages without increasing the prices of things they sell.
Do you agree with*this or not?” A majority of the wealthy, of
colirse, answered no. But 63% of the workers answered yes.
Also 2 majority of middle class elements answered yes, so that
the polltakers had to report that 56 out of every 100 people
in the U.S. say wage increases in big industries could be made
without price increases.

This means that the GM workers’ demand for wage in-
créases without price increases rallied the support not only »f
tlie industrial workers but of a majority of the whole popula-
tion,

LABOR A4S THE LEADER OF THE IYATION

Here was a demand in which a great trade union showed
that Labor can represent the interests not only of the organized
“orke;s but of all workers and of the middle class. Organized
labor, in the person of the GM workers, stood out as fighting
cit behalf of the overwhelming niajority of the people against
ptice increases and thereby won the support of that majority
of the people for organized labor’s demand for wage increases.
Labor appeared ds the leader of the whble people, as the fight-
ihg force to which the uriorganized workers, the white collar
Vorkér, the “little man,” should look for leadership. This was

e

the pri);:‘{ound significance of the slogan, “Wage increases without
price increases.”

The “little man,” the non-proletarian toiler, feels his own
impotence. He knows he must lean on others. But which way he
leans determines the history of a given period. Most of the
time, as we know, he has ended up in the camp of the big
Lourgeoisie and that’s what makes possible war, fascism and
reaction generally. The problem of the revolutionary vanguard
is to persuade the working class to understand this and to show
the working elass how it can become the leader of the other
toiling classes — the farmets, white collar and small busmess
men.

This was what the GM workers did, They showed the other
toiling classes that organized labor is capable of representing
the interests of all. This is the profound significance of the
’GM demand for “wage raises without price increases.” In this,
the slogan is superior to the sliding scalke of wages in union
contracts which represents the interests only of organized
workers.

OTHER SLOGANS NO SUBSTITUTE
FOR PRICE CONTROL '

This doesn’t mean that we cease to call for the escalator
clause in union contracts. But it does mean that the escalator
clause is no’ substitute for the broader slogan which wins for
the working class the support of the middie class.

Nor sre consumers’ comymittees a substitute for the trade
unions’ struggle for price-control. It is simply ridiculous for
the PC. majority to reject trade union struggles for price
control in the face of the example of the GM strike and %o
propose instead that struggles for price-control be 1elegated
tc consuniers’ committees.

It is double-talk for the PC majority to say on the ore
Land that we want the trade unions to become organs of
political stiuggle and on the other hand to say that the “broad
political fight for price control” cannot be fought for by irade
vmons in negotiations and strikes. Since when are we Trotsky-
ists opposed to trade unions striking for political demands? -
Yet such opposition is clearly indicated when the majority re-
solution declares that “The erroneousness of ‘this formula.
.» (Wage raises without price increases) consists in the fact that
it directly links together the struggle for higher wages with the
fight dgainst high prices. But . . . these struggles are parallel
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struggles, conducted on different grounds and in different
ways.” In plain English this comes down to saying that ihe
GM workers should not have made price-control one of their
strike demands, but should have relegated it to the non-existent
consumers’ committees.

OUR FAILURE TO CRITICIZE MURRAY

So the Trotskyists end up with essentially the same
attitude as the scissorbills in the UAW on the GM strike.
Those scissorbills thought that the demand for no price in-
creases should never have been made in the GM strike. They
had no quarrel with Phillip Murray who, in the midst of the GM
strike, pointedly declared “Prices are nong of my damn business
now” and agreed to the rise in the price of steel as part of
the steel strike settlement. i

And you of the majority, you also have no quarrcl with
Murray about that. You hailed his steel settlement as a great
victory for labor and had nothing to say about the fact that
that settlement broke the back of the GM woxkexs fight
against price increases.

Reuther, for opportunistic reasons, failed to publicly
criticize Murray’s agreement to a steel price-rise. But the im-
portance of this issue continues and, at long last, has forced
Reuther to make his first public criticism of Murray’s policy.
At the Reuther caucus megting at the Michigan CIO eonvention
two weeks ago, following his address to the delegates in
which he again raised the slogan of wage-raises without price-
increases, Reuther declared: “The torch we lit during the GM
strike was not picked up by the steel workers.” That should
have been page 1 news in The Militant. Instead, The Militant
story of the convention (June 22) mentions neither Reuther’s
wage-prices speech nor his criticism- of Murray’s steel policy!!

Why this silence in the party press? If you don’t agree
with Reuther’s policy, then attack him for it. Attack the slogan
wage-raises without price increases — certainly it is an im-
portant enough issue on which the party leadership should speak
out publicly. If it’s such a bad slogan, urge the workers to re-
sist it. Instead you are silent; you deseribe the Michigan CIO
convention as a faction fight without a word about what the
contending factions stand for! It was double-talk when you
of the PC majority hailed the GM workers’ fight against price
increases and yet reject the slogan under which that fight was
carried on.

Those who are really and wholeheartedly for the kind of
fight against price increases which was conducted by the GM
workers must, in all logic, adopt the GM strike slogan, “Wage
Raises Without Price Increases.”

WHY THE WORKERS WANT PRICE CONTROL

So much for the slogan. Now let’s see where it came from.
Was it, as Warde says, something dresmed up by Reuther?
No. We must ask ourselves where the workers and the middle
class got the idea that wage raises could be granted without
price increases. For us — the tiny minority of revolutionists
— that idea is very obvious. We know industry could produce

. everything the people need at very cheap prices. But we know

that because we are socialists. The great masses, however, still
accept capitalism in this country, They still yield to the idea
that industry must make profits.

Before the war no union ever raised the demand for wage
raises. without price increases. The workers tended to accept
the idea that their wage raises would be passed on to the
consumer. But during the war something new happened. The
capitalist class, for its own purposes, tried to learn from its
mistakes in World War I when prices were uncontrolled. Not

only to prevent labor unrest, but glso to conduct its war more

efficiently, the capitalist government established price controls
in the Spring of 1942,

The capitalists did it for their own purposes, but the result
was a relative stability of prices during the war once OPA was
established. Please note that I say once OPA was established
and during the war. I say this in my resolution and my article.
But the majority resolution, ostensibly quoting me, has me
speaking of relative stability of prices “since OPA was es-
tablished.” Having falsely attributed this to me, it is then
child’s play for the majority to slaughter me by pointing to
the bounding prices in the last period of OPA, i.e., after the
war was over. ‘

From the Spring of 1942 until V-J Day, three and one-half
years later the workers saw price control work to their benefit,
certainly compared to the sharp rise in prices prior to that.
The workers know -that for most of them their standard of
living actually rose during the war, and that for three and
one-half years or mgre OPA price-control tended to preserve
that standard of living. It was from this experience during the
war with price control that the workers got the idea of the
slogan “Wage raises without price increases.” They saw the
big corporations make gigantic profits during the war while
prices remained relatively stable. They therefore feel that wage
raises can be paid out of profits without increasing prices. This
is a new idea in the minds of American workers — workers
who still accept the profit system — an idea they got out
of the war period. And we should certainly be encouraging it

Jnstead of pouring cold water on it as the PC majority wants

to do.

HOW WE COULD FIGHT FOR PRICE
LEGISLATION

Had our party adopted the slogan “wage raises without
price increases”, and had we advocated the GM strike’s adoption
of this slogan as an example to be followed by all unions, we
would today be in an excellent position #p intervene # the strug-
gle which is taking place for or against ending OPA.

Now that the OPA’s role of facilitating the waging of the
war is over, a large part of the capitalist class is out to end it.
But the mass of the workers want to save OPA. No one can deny
that they are in favor of the CIO and AFL fight to save OPA.

What is the position of our party on this question? The
truth is our party has no position, thanks to its theory that
price control is impossible because, says 4he majority reso-
lution, “inflation is inherent in capitalism in its period of death
agony.” This is one of those broad generalizations which pre-
vides no answer for the actual situation. It becomes, in the
hands of the PC majority, an excuse for abstaining from inter-
vening in the fight which the trade union movement is waging
to save OPA.

This kind of abstentionism is possible only for a tiny sect
which is without real influence in the labor movement. Despite
all the boasts of the PC majority, that is what the SWP is —
a tiny sect, and the PC majority’s abstentionism will keep
us so. Imagine if we had a Congressman or two, how 1mpossn-
ble it would be to follow the majority line. Those Congressmen
would have to take a position. The workers who elected them
would demand some leadership from them. They couldn’t duck,
as The Militant does.

The same thing would be true in the unions, if we played
the role there that the PC majority pretends we do.

If our party had Congressmen and big trade union fractions,
they would have to support the fight to save price control leg-
islation because .there is a progressive side to that fight. Yes,
we would have to be in favor of saving OPA, i.e., saving price-
control legislation. But we would proceed to our own radical
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..want a return to the wartime controls of other prices.

interpretation of what is necessary in order to save and .ext,end
price control.” We would point to the GM fight as the road
to real price control, enforced by the trade unions in negotia-
tions and strikes: We would explain that the demand for no
price increases must he backed up by class struggle methods,
the way the GM ‘strike did .it.

.~ Just this is the Leninist method: to take hold of the pro-
gressive side of a demand raised by the masses and propose
that it be fought for by‘class—s‘truggle means.

'WHY THE WORKERS W ANT TO SAVE OPA

' When the PC majority denies the progfessive side of this’

demand, it makes the workers out to be idiots. According to

‘the majority, the workers have been fleeced from beginning
" to'end by OPA. Why, then, do the workers want to save OPA?

They must be idiots to want to save the instrument that has
been fleecing them. But the workers are not idiots. They know
that rent control means something; they know they still pay
the same for electricity and cooking gas as. before; and they
They
want prlce -control legislation and we should be the first to offer

. them leadership in the fight for it.

What leadership did the party offer to the UAW workers’
demarid for price control? Now, answering my proposal, the
FC majority sternly declares that the central slogan for fight-
ing high prices is the sliding scale of wages. But how little
they believe that is indicated by one murderous fact: the sliding
scale of wages was not part of the three-point program of the
UAW fraction for the UAW convention. Nothing in that three-
point program had an'ythmg to say about price-control. All the
hullabaloo about the sliding scale of wages as the central slogan
is a belated alibi for the fact that the party leadership muffed
the ball — didn’t call for adoption of the GM program by other
unions — didn’t say a word when Murray scuttled the fight fm
wage raises without price increases.

'The PC majority muffed the ball because it failed to rec-
ogni‘ze a new transitional slogan when one arose out of the
class struggle. It failed to recognize the new transitional slogan
raised by the GM workers because the PC majority is not on
the lookout for new transitional slogans arising out of the

clasgs struggle. - -

-- A FALSE CONCEPT OF THE TRANSITION
'PROGRAM

Its attitude is glaringly revealed by the first sentence in
,lts resolution: “The transitional program of the Foulth Interna-

Statemei;t of Bayonne
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tional, réaffirmed by the 1942 and 1944 conventions of the
SWP, has set forth the main generalized slogans and methods
of struggle necessary. . .” All they know -how to do is to keep
on reaffirming the slogans of 1938, adding nothing and sub-
tracting nothing no matter what the class struggle brings that
is new. This ritual of reaffirming and reaffirming is done in
the name of Trotsky. But it is alien to Trotsky’s whole method.

What did he say about that 1938 program which the PC
majority keeps reaffirming? Trotsky said it was only a first
hint, a first approximation. Trotsky demanded that it be ap-
plied, concretized and changed in accordance with each country
and even with each locality — not to speak of changes over. the
coming years.

The PC majority has embalmed Trotsky's -transitional slo-

. gans, turned them into unchangeable Holy Writ. That’s not the

~way Trotsky worked and tried to teach us to work. .o

Where did he get his transitional slogans? He got them

out of the class struggle. He recognized new transitional slogans

even when he first saw them used by class-collaborationists and
capitalist demagogues.

Where did he get the transitional slogan for a popular ref-

erendum on war? He got it from the pacifists and Republican

. Gongressman Ludlow, who introduged the idea as a constitu-.

~mendmeént in 1938.

Where did he get the slogan of an In’dependent Labor
Party? From the reformists who advocated it for years before
we adopted it in 1938.

Where did he get the sliding scale of wages? He got it
first from the class-collaborationist AFL building trades unions,

ticnal

which made widespread use of the escalator clause in the early .

1920°s, when Trotsky was writing his “Europe and America.”

To take from wherever it inay appear a demand which
arouses or is capable of arousing the workers, to give it a radical
interpretation, and propose that it be fought for by class strug-
gle methods: that is the method which Trotsky used to write
the transitional program of 1938. Just as he was the first
to sece how other slogans advanced by others — by reformists
and capitalist demagogues — could be turned to our .own use,
so Trotsky would have been the first to take the ball away
from Reuther in the case of “Wage raises without pncJ in-
creases.’

It is sheer stupidity to muff the ball. Let’s stop giving so
much lip-service to Trotsky’s 1938 program of transitional de-
mands and start trying to use the method by which Trotsky

gathered together those slogans as a fn st approximation- of what
we should do thereafter,

Bran'ch on Removal of

- Comrade Morrow from Party Payroll

Comrade Morrow’s removal from pzrty full time work prior
to the pre-convention discussion is a bureaucratic act, designed
to stifle discussion and criticism and to force the minority out
'of the party, without resorting to formal expulsions.

The official excuse of “retrenchmcent, and Morrow hacn’t
done any work” is exploded wh2n one discovers the fact that
Morrow has offered to do any work assigned him. 1If he hasp™
done any work it is because he has been removed from the FI

_editorship and not given any other palty assignments such- as

classes, forums, translations, ete.
*" The removal of Morrow from full time work hinders the

; msentatxon of the minority view poirt, in speeches, documents,

etc., inasmuch as Comrade Morrow was the 'only minority com-
rade on full time. (He has been a professional revolutionist for
15 years in our movement.)

The majorily comradcs have 2 whole host of ‘comrades, os-
tensibly doing only party work while on, the payroll, but it is
common knowledge that many of the«d functlonaries use gen-
eral party funds and time in order to further the cause of thelr
majority factions

The majority comrades have an obligation to see that the
minority has the actual right and no% only the formal demo-
cratic right of presenting itz views to the party.

This latest action of the majority is another example of



how the majority mainteins the nurely formal aspects of
democracy while robbing it of any real content.

Formally Morrow car speak anywhere, but how can one
work and maintain & job, snd be in the main centers of the
party at the same time? It is obviously impossible, so in es-

" sence, Morrow has been deprived of much of the right to speak
and write.

' Morrow, while being tcld of his bureaucratic removal, was
also told that the party docs not have to support a minority.
Let ycur minority comrades support the minority faction, said
E. R. Frank at a PC meeting.

- Yet E. R. Frank and many others after him use part of
the general party funds, made up of minority and majority con-
tnbuhons, solely for the benefit of their majority factions,
w}ule cutting off all legitimate party use of these funds to
the minority. ’

We feel in the light of th> removal of Comrade Morrow ~
from the payroll that we are under no obligations to support

what is in essence a majority faction, at the expense of our own
minority faction, which will now need all the funds it can get,
in order to counter the effect of the majority’s “gag” maneuver.

We feel we must now attemnt to further the pre-conventxon
discussion which the majerity has attemptcd to stifle, by con-
tributing our present Sustaining Fund to the minority faction.
We will however, continue to pay dues and support legitimate
party activities such as the Now Tersey election ca: npaign where
a Bayonne comrade, Arlere Phillips, is running for Congress-
woman, togethér with comrades from Newark.

We will and we must support legitimate party work, but
no distortion of the real meaning of party “loyalty” will make

‘us“support a majority faction, at the expense of fthe operating

efficiency of our own minority faction which considers it has
the vital tasks of the political rearmament of the party. .
We hope that by this statement we have dragged out into
the open this “office” maneuver so that the whole patty can
see and condemn this latest action of its present leadership.

On the Removal of Comrade Morrow from F ull-Time Party Work

Statement of the Minority to the Political Committee

At the closing of the May 19-22 Plenum, Comrade Cannon
stated that he weleoraed the fact that Comrade Morror =4 his
associates were remaining in the pavty; that it is important
that the ideas they stand for be discussed th.r.uzhly in th:
party; that 1mmed1ately following the Plenura th2 pre-conven
tion discussion is already cpened.

Within the week, however, the Secretariat called in Comrade
Morrow and informed him that he is removed from full-time
party work: The reason is allegedly the need for financial re-

trenchment,.
’ By what criterion, however, is financial retrenchment
~achieved by removing from the party payroll the leader of the
'Minority and the only Minority comrade who is on the party
payroll?

The Minority has yet to prepars its punclpal documents
for the pre-convention discussion. These documents were to
e written by the Minority leader, Comrade Morrow. The
Flirority hoped to present a spokesman as Minority reporter not
only at New York membership meetings but also in the other
principal party centers. Again, this was to be Comrade Morrow.

The effect of the removal of Comrade Morrow is to make
well-nigh impossible the effective parigcipation of the Minority
in the pre-convention discussion. Quite apart from all other
limitations on the pre-convention discussion, the removal of
Comrade Morrow compels us to declare to all Trotskyists that -
the pre-convention discussior has been werlously interfered with
at its very beginning.

June 4, 1946

An Answer to the Bayonne Branch on Morrow’s Removal .

from the

Payroll

Statement by the Political Committee

The Statement of the Bayonne Branch on the removal of ,

~ Comrade Morrow from the party payroll must be considered in

its proper setting, namely, as one more step in the anti-party

fight begun under the leadership of Goldman-Morrow and now
continued under Morrow’s leadership.

Up to the May 1946 Plenum of the National Committee,
Comrade Morrow marchec shoulder to shoulder with Goldman
towards a split from thc Socialist Workers Party.
even be correct to say that Morrow was often a step ahead
of Goldman in his tireléss efforts to split the SWP.

In his letters to Albert Goldman, Max Shachtman urged
the minority faction to split without delay He spoke not only
in his own name but also in the name of Felix Morrow. It is
evident from these letters (Internal Bulletm, Vol. VIII, No. 6)
‘that the spht strategy had been worked out in closest day-
to-day collaboration between Shachtman and Morrow. To
break down Goldman’s reklstance Shachtman writes: “More
and more comrades, at least herc in New York, want out (of
the SWP) and want out badly. This group now includes Felix,

-
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and that is most significant and important.” Shachtman then
continues his pleas to Goldman for an immediate split and
winds up as follows: “Felix agrees and, I repeat, agrees
firmly. We are as convinced of its correctness and so much
aware of the impcrtance of your agreement, that we have
derided to have Felix leave for Chicazo immediately to consult
with you and the others.”

It is thus undeniable that (1) Morrow was with Shachtman
in the van of the drive o split the SWP; and that (2) he
worked in collusion with the Shachtmanites and under thelr .
direction (“ . .. we have decided to have Felix leave for Chl-
cage immediately . . . 7).

When the Plenum in its May 22 session received the Con-
trol Commission’s report of the disloyalty and flagrant dl§c1-
plinary violations committed by the Goldman-Morrow factlon
it resolved as follows:

"~ “l. To censure Comrades Goldman and Morrow and warn
them that any further viclations of’ fhe party rules will be met
by further disciplinary action.



%2, To instruct the Political Committee and the local and
branch executive committees to take careful note of this resolu-
tion and see to it that it is promptly and rigorously enforced
‘in case of any more violations of party discipline on the part
of the above-named party members.”

The Plenum decision is unambiguous; it means that the
minority faction could rew-ain in the party only on one con-

B dition, namely: strict and loyal adherence to party discipline.

Immediately following the Pienum. Goldman and his fol-
jowers consummated the split. Morrow and nine of his fol-
lowers made their decision known in a statement entitled “We
Remain in the Party.” In this statement they said: “For our
part we renounce without reservation independent activity. We
shall function fully in the SWP and seek to win the majority
of the party to our political views.”

At the time of the Plenum we did not know whether the

~ above quoted statement represented a smcere effort at reinteg-

" behind in order to bring up the rear.
" Shachtman argued as follows:

ration in the party or whether it was merely a diplomatic docu-
ment designed to confeal a maneuver for a more advantageous
split at a later date. But we had reason to suspect that just
as Oscar Williams represented only the advance guard.in the
manority faction when he joined the Workers Party several
weeks ahead of Goldman, just so Morrew might be remaining
In his letter to Goldman,
“Hold back in order to win
Archie? [the reference here is to A. Winters of Bayonnel. A
fine comrade, I'd like to have him. But you can’t base a policy

. on him.”

The "bulk of the Goldman-Morrow faction decided not to

A _ base their policy on Archic — they joined the Workers Party.

" But it is certainly not excluded that Morrow decided to “hold

‘ constituted bodies.

back in order to win Archie.”

' The statement of the Bayonne Branch on the removal of
Comrade Morrow from full time party work certainly indicates
that Morrow has not been without success in maneuvering these
comrades on the road of “independent” work, which is the road

~of split.

If we leave aside for a moment the faked indignation at
the alleged mistreatment of Morrow at the hands of the PC,
the statement of the Bayonne branch boils down to a “declara-
tion of independence” from the party and its democratically
The Bayonne branch takes it upon itself
to decide whether or not it will give or withhold finanetal sup-
port to the party and itc institutions. Since this statement

" implies that previously its financial support had been regular

and prompt, it is worth while first to examine br xefl\' the record
-on this score.

At the request of the Bayonne branch the Polltlcal Com-
mittee cancelled in Novermber 1945 Bayonne’s debt of $155.65

 on the Sustaining Fund and a debt of $165.21 to The Militant.

Thereafter the branch reduced its Sustaining Fund pledge from
$48.50 a month to $20.06 a month. ‘'This amount they paid
until May 1946, but they have made no payments at all since
May 13, a full month before Morrow was removed from the
payroll. Although the Bayonne branch has continued to receive
a smalil bundle of The Militant each week, they have made no
payments on the paper since April 4. Likewise they have re-
ceived a small bundle of magazines each month but have made
no payments for the F.I. since Novembter 1945. The Bayonne
branch owes $72.46 to Pioneer Publishers but has made no pay-
ment on this obligation s‘nce April 11, 1946. Finally, the

. Bayonne branch is the only branch which failed to meet its

quota on the $15 000 Militant Fuad (it sent in 587% of a $75.00
quota).

Thus we see that financial support from the Bayonne
branch had dwindled away quite a while before Morrow’s re-

moval from the payroll. While the financial delinquencies of
the Bayonne branch were heretofore explained as owing to the
branch’s weakness, we are now confronted with a political mo-
tivation for their non-payment of financial obligations.

The record makes it clear that the Bayonne branch is not
and has never been one of the financial mainstays of the party.
The financial threat implied in the statement is therefore of
no great consequence. What is quite important, however, is
the question of correct organizational procedure, of the rela-
tionship between the branches and th= party as a whole. What
is important is the fact that the statement comes on the heels
of the National Committee Plenum which censured Morrow and
Goldman and their factior: for their disloyalty and disciplinary
violations. What is  omincus is that the statement of the
Bayonne branch indicates that these comrades intend to con-
tinue on the same course.

Morrow and his faction are being closely watched by the
entire party. It is for them to demorsirate before the party
whether they have taken the censure seriously and whether they
really intend to integrate {themselves as loyal members. Every-
thing they have done since the Plenum demonstrates that they
are once more maneuvering with the party. The Bayonne state-
ment is only one indication of it. The impudence of the Bayonne
statement is matched only by its hypocrisy when it protests at
this late date Morrow’s removal from the editorship of the
F.I, and that Morrow hasn’{ been assigned any work. It is an
established fact that for many monthc Morrow has been sub-
sidized .by our party. To all interts and purposes he has been
all this time doing full time work for a rival party, in collusion
with it and under its direction, He was supposed to be working

for the party even when Shachtman sent him to Chicago to -

prevail on Goldman to split the SWP without delay.

The party has been extremely patient with the splitting
course of Comrade Morrow and his pitiful faction. ;
continued to pay him while he was carrying on his anti-party
activities. It was only when the financial situation required
that we retrench in all our institutions that we had to deprive
Morrow of the privilége of working for the Workers Party at
the expense of our party. But 2ven ther, we first cut expenses
of the Secretariat staff and of The Militant business office; we
reduced the editorial staff of The Militant, cut down on the
maintenance department, cut off subsidies to 11 party organ-
izers in the field, and so on.

The argument of the Bayonne comrades that our removal

of Morrow from full time work is a move to “gag” the minority

is irresponsible and falls to the ground ir the face of the above-
mentioned facts.
cussion has been going on for over two years, that Morrow

has been given full expression during this period inside the y
Party, that he has been given an opportunity to devote himgelf

during the last year and a half to full time factional activity.

If we desired to “gag” Morrow we had ample grounds and
evidence to expel him outright zs an agent of an opponent
party, as an enemy of the SWP who sought to split it and
wreck it. We didn’t do this precisely because we welcomed the
opportunity afforded us by the pre-convention discussim; to
expose Morrow not only on organizatipnal grounds but also to
lay bare his whole political line, his break with our program
and method, his cynical opportunism, nis capitulation to Shacht-
manism and its “Three Theses” ideology. But even though we
velcome the political discussion, we have specific instructions
from the Plenum not to tolerate any more disciplinary viola-
tions. The Bayonne comrades and other members of the min-
ority who might follow their example in refusing to meet their
party obligations, in refusing to abide by party decisions and
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loyally participate in all the party activities are continuing

the course of “independence” for which they were censured by
the Plenum, and will have to face the consequences of their
actions in the light of this Plenum decision.

What is involved, furthermore, is the spirit in which these
comrades have signad their statement entitled, “We Remain in
the Party.” The party as a whole has been watching the
conduct of these comrades and will pass judgment on the sin-
cerity of their statement. So far we have the following evidence
of their intentions:

1. Immediately after the Plenum the members of the
Morrow faction, including Morrow himself, saw fit to attend
the convention of the Workers Party where they were appar-
ently received as welcome guests

2. The minority faction sent Dave Jeffries on a national
faction tour without even taking the trouble to ask his branch
for a leave of absence.

Letter of the IS »to Logan and Morrow

To Comrades Logan and Morrow
(Copies to the PC of the SWP and the PB of the PCI)

Dear Comrades:

It has come to the attention of the International Secre-
tariat that you, together with another person whose identity
is not clear here, recently sent a cablegram to the minority
faction of the Parti Communiste Internationale (France),
advising them, in case their party should decide for absten-
tionism in the referendum of May 5 to dissociate themselves
publicly from their party’s position.

The IS naturally does not deny the right of any member
of any section of the Internationai to communicate directly by
personal letter or other means with ury member of any other
section, despite its conviction that such methods, if made a reg-

. ular practice, cah lead to deplorable organizational degenera-

tion, tending to bureaucratic cliquism in the case of majorities,

3. The minority fachon has openly ‘withdrawn ﬁnancxalf_.

support from the party.

4. The minority has' cngaged in a systematic qabotage of

the party’s public activities. A recent instance was the An-

toinette Konikow Memorial Meeting in New York, at which -
Morrow and all but one of his faction were conspicuous by their
Ten days later the New York Local held a public

absence.
rally to mobilize support for the New York election canrpaign
which is the biggest and most difficult task the party has ever
undertaken in this field; again, Morrow and all but one of his
faction were conspicuous by their absence.

The Bayonne comrades have in the past fought inside the
minority faction against the splitting course of Goldman and
Morrow. Their statement reveals that they have now embarked
on this dangerous course themselves. We warn them to return
to a party-loyal attitude while there is still time.

July 30, 1946

to anarchistic indisciplinism in the case of minorities. But it
does certainly call into question the prcpriety of calling of any-
one whatsoever in any seciion to break the discipline of his
party.

The IS, by direct warning, and the ES before it by frat-
ernal counsel, have repeatedly indicated, by their interventions
in the tense and embittered atmosphere of the SWP faction
struggle, that they are no mere formalists about discipline and
wish to protect minorities from any brusque or formalistic ap-
plication thereof. But the action in question is no mere hot-
headed carelessness about formal discipline, particularly when
committed by comrades so experienced as yourselves. The IS
takes this occasion to warn you that repetitions of such conduct
can only call for direst and inevitable sanction.

With Communist-Internationalist greetings,
) The IS of the FI
May 19, 1946

A Note on the Ideological Degeneration of

I

Goldman, Morrow and Logan

By WILLIAM F. WARDE

Some comrades have evprested astonishment at the fact
that Goldman, Morrow ané Logan who, during the struggle of

"1939-1940 participated on the side of the proletarian majority

of the SWP against the pefty-bourgecis minority, are today
allied with the Workers Party in bitter struggle against the
SWP. How did this reversal of positicns come ahout? Why
have these particular comrades gore over to Shachtman’s camp

- and themselves succumbed to the disease of revisionism and

opportunism ?

To answer these questions it is neccssary to go back to the
stfuggle of 1939-1940. Trotsky remarked at that time that:
“Not all comrades possibly are content with the fact that T give
the predominant place in the discussion to the matter of dia-
lectics.” (In Defense of Marxism, p. 95). This happened to
be the case, not only witk the minority leaders of that time,
but also with two of the lcading figures in the majority caucus:
Goldman and Morrow.

Both opposed and fought Shachtman’s political positions,
including his unprincipled bice with Barnham. But at the same
time they believed with Shachtman that Trotsky had arbitrarily

and unjustifiedly injected the question of philosophic method
into what should have remained a rurelv political dispute. They
shared Shachtman’s view from somewhat different standpoints.
Goldman was more or less indifferent toward the philosophie
foundations of Ma.rx1sm Morrow was at odds with them. In
the spirit of Hook, his former associate in politics and philos-
ophy, Morrow had long nursed. dcubts and differences regard-
ing important aspects of dialectical materialism: its organie
relations with natural prccesses, its theory of knowledge, ete.
But he had never dared to develop thesec differences publicly.
Thus Goldman and Morrow combatied Shachtman and Burn-
ham in 1939-1940 without fully understanding or accepting the
real theoretical foundations of the political positions they then
held in common with Trotsky and the SWP majority. In their
disregard for the dialectic they retained an attachment with
the ideas of the Shachtmanites even after the split. This inner
contradiction in their position provided the theoretical starting
point for their subsequent rift with the SWP majority and
passage over into Shachtman’s zamp.
In an article published in the Internal Bulletin Vol. VII,
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No. 10 on “The New Opposition in the SWP: Its ‘Theory’ and
Its Methods,” T undertook to trace the unfolding of this con-
tradiction and to mark certain milestones along the road.

The divergences in our re-pective interpretations of the
fundamental issues and lessoias in the 1939-1940 fight first
manifested themselves iif 1942 over the writing of a preface to
Trotsly’s In Defense of Marxism. There were then three main
points of disagreement between us. Morrow precented the
struggle as centering around the Russian question. We pointed
out that, although the fight began over the Russian question it
quickly developed into a class battle in defense of Marxism gnd
the very life of our party and the Fourth International against
the petty beurgeois revisionists, This was the central issue in
the struggle. )

Whereas Morrow made Shachtman the principal leader of
the opposition, we singled (ut Burnham as its most represent-
ative figure because his anti-Marxist ideas inspired the tendency.
Shachtman had simply served as Burnham’s attorney. Finally,
Morrow omitted entirely any treatment of the philosophical
question. We, following Trotsky, accorded it “the predominant
place in the discussion.” Goldman sided with Morrow on these
questions,

These  emerging disagreements over Marxist method were
further accentuated in the dispute in 1942-43 with Logan over
~ basic conceptions of the Marxist dialectic. There Logan re-
vealed a disposition to nibble in a light-minded manner at the
materialist roots of dialectical thought and to tack on to Marxist
theory ideas borrowed from petty bourgeois schools of philoso-
phy. In this attempt at philosophic revisionism Logan received
support and sympathy from Morrow and Goldman.

Along with the growing pressure of petty-bourgeois public
opinion upon them, it was this objective alliance on the theore-
tical front with the Shachtmanites, we pointed out, that kept
pulling the new opposition in the SWP away from revolutionary
proletarian positions and toward conciliation with Shachtman’s
ideas and organization. We predicted that unless they radically
changed their course, the objective logic of their ideas would
lead them still further away from Marxism.

It is a year since this analysis and prognosis was published.
Let us first observe that, despite their voluminous writings on
a score of incidental and ¢nisodic issues, not one of these min-
ority leaders has bothered to reply to it. This fact is espe-
cially noteworthy since the minority leaders plume themselves
upon their superior ability as Marxist theoreticians. Morrow
has constantly complained that the majority leaders are un-
willing — or incapable — of dealing with the fundamental
questions in dispute. .

Yet when these vaunted specialists in theory were con-
fronted point-blank with a discussion on the decisive question
of scientific method in politics, did they seize the occasion to
expound their ideas and teach the party in the process? Not
at all. Here too they imitate the patern set by the original
petty bpurgeois opposition who in turn continued “the tradition
of revisionism in theory und opporturism in politics.” They
simply maintained a stubborn silence. ’

The minority leaders thereby express their real attitudes:
their lack of conscientiousness toward Marxist doctrine, their
scorn for the dialectical msthod in living politics, and their dis-
regard for the theoretical training of the workers in the party.
. As in 1939-1940 -Goldman and Morrow have somewhat
different reasons for their reticence. Goldman remains skept-
ical about the practical validity of the dialectic and is in gen-
eral not much concerned with questions of scientific method, Mor-
row has so far persistently refrained from divulging his views
on the materialistic dialectic because he fears to face squarely
either his own conscience or the public opinion of the party.

It is not accidental that Morrow reacted toward our challenge
much as Burnham reacted toward Trotsky’s famous open letter
in 1939: “You have expressed as your reaction to my article
on the petty-bourgeois opposition . . . that you do not intend
to argue over the diale®ic with me and that you will Qiscuss
only the concrete questions.,” (Page 71.) Any comrade who
studies tl}e development of that dispute in those invaluable
documents will be immediately struck by the deadly parallel,
not only in this, but In other respects.

No less significant from the theoretical standpoint has been
the rapid political evolution of the opposition leaders in the
past year. Last September we pointed out that the same
unmistakable signs of the petty-bourgeois character of this
faction which were negatively indicated by theiy disdainful atti-
tude toward theory, wére more positively expressed in their
eclectic political positions.

“Logan abetted by Morrow attempts to combine dialectics
with ideas taken from petty-bourgeois philosophical schools:
positivists, agnostics, empiricists. Morrow tries to reconcile
the liquidationist outlook of the ‘Threz Theses’ revisionists with
the revolutionary progfam of the Fourth International, This
later became more explicit in his feverish insistence upon the
‘method of democratic demands’ as tha master key to the pres-
ent stage of the revolutionary siruggle in Europe — a position
shared by both Shachtman and the ‘Three Theses’ group. Gold-
man seeks to yoke together those who defend the Soviet Union
in the revolutionary way with those who advocate Soviet de-
featism. All three unite in seeking to reconcile the theory and
program of our revolutionary proletarian party with the posi-
tions of the petty-bourgeois revisionists in the Shachtmanite

.~ camp.” *

Today it is easier to see what these straddling positions
really concealed and in what directivii their proponents were
moving. In his article on “The Explosion of Bureaucratic Im-
perialism” Logan has broken with the program of the Fourth
International on the Russian question and adopted Shachtman’s
transitional position of 1940. While he still retains shreds of
the old formulas, Logan is steadily heading for Shachtman’s
present anti-Marxist theory of “bureaucratic collectivi®m.”

Morrow has stopped trying to reconcile the incompatible
positions of the Fourth International and the “Three Theses”
revisionists on the tasks and perspectives of the European revo-
lution and has now ardently embraced all the political conclu-
sions of the “Three Theser.” The more sluggish Goldman has
proceeded, as, is his habit, more cauticusly on these and other
questions. But he has shown his tiue political affinity by
breaking with the SWP and joining the petty-bourgeois de-
featists of the WP.

An extremely instructive issson can be drawn by our
entire movement from this ideologica! degeneration and politi-
cal backsliding of the present opposition leaders. That lesson
is the same Trotsky aimed to teach the party in his last great
battle: the decisive imporiance of a correct philosophical doc-
trine to the revolutionary party and the dangers of trifling or
tampering with the theoretical foundations of Marxist method.
Like Hook, Eastman, Buinham and Shachtman, the present
opposition leaders started by differing with Marxism on the
philosophic plane and ther¢after developed fundamental politi-
cal and organizational diiferences.

Goldman, Morrow and Logan are now repeating with the
Shachtmanites the theoretical betrayal of Marxism that Shacht-
man, Abern and their associates committed with Burnham.
Having replaced Marxism with eclecticism as their guide in
practice, they entered ints an unprincipled bloc with the WP
revisionists against the Marxist SWP. At this stage of their
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departure from Marxism, Goldman, Morrow and Logan still
have a number of political differences with Shachtman. But
these have not prevented them from joining the WP in warfare
against us and the program of the g ourth International any
more than they deterred Shachtman from uniting with Burnham
in 1939-1940.

That is because the same fundamental forces-lie behind
both these unprincipled alliances against the orthodox Marx-
ists. Underneath their special and episodic political differences,
these elements and individuals have ‘two main things in com-
mon which draw them together and throw them into violent
opposition to the SWP. First, from the standpoint of theory
they all reject in practice dialectical materialism and employ
instead methods and ideas proper to petty-bourgeois thought.
Second, in social composition and character they are radical
intellectuals under the sway of petty-bourgeois moods and
pressures. That is what is really at thz bottom of our deepening
- differences with Goldman, Morrow and Logan and their rup-
ture with us. '

The social source of this new pet}y-bourgeois deviation i‘n
our ranks is the new wave of disappointment and despair in
the prospects of the proletarian revolution which has swept
over the radical intellectuals at th~ close of World War II. These
members and fellow-travellers of the fourth International pin-
ned all their hopes upon a proletarian victory on the model of
the October 1917 revolution emerging from the war. This
expectation has not been realized. Notwithstanding the tre-
mendous upsurge and efforts of the Furopean working class,
the first post-war wave of European revolutions- nowhere cul-
minated in the establishment of workers' power.

Bot'}} as cause and consequence of these setbacks for the
proletarian revolution, European capitalism has been tempor-
arily rescued from destruction, the power and influence of
Stalimism has been enhanced, the Social Democracy has experi-
enced a resurrection, and U. S. imperialism has apparently en-
trenched itself in impregnable positions throughout the world.
This loss of confidence in ihe power of the revolutionary prole-
tariat reflects itself in a rejection of the program of the Fourth
Interffational which most consistently and clearly expresses
.the revolutionary role and vrospects of the world working class.
This negative attitude toward the proletarian revolution has
been most crassly formulated by the writers of the “Three
Theses,” who have advised the Fourth International to cease talk-
ing about the proletarian revolution for at least two years!

Impatience is often the mother cf opportunism. Disap-
pointment with the rate of growth of the Fourth International
has impelled a number of unstable individuals into a frantic
search for new formulas by which they expect to extricate the
movement from its idolation in jig time. Upon examination all
these “novel” formulas turn out to bz borrowed from the old-
clothes shops of revisionism and centrism. This was the case,

for example, with the supporters of the referendum on the
tripartite bourgeois constitution in France.

Unable or unwilling to adjust themselves to the enforced
slow rhythm of development of the Fourth International, these
comrades try to leap over their own heads as well as over the
heads of the party. As a result, they land in the camp of op-
portunism. .

Capitulation to hourgecis pressurc also accounts for their
venomous hostility toward the proletarian majority of the SWP
and the FI and their ferocious fight and unprincipled combina-
tions against us. These intellectuals are incensed because we
will not go along with them in yiclding to alien class pressures
but firmly adhere to the program of the Fourth International.
By counterposing” Marxism to their opportunism, we expose
their real nature and pretensions. Their hostility toward us
reflects the social hatred of the panicky petty-bourgeois for
representatives of the revolutionary proletariat. Thus at bottom
the struggle between us is a life-and-death combat between two
opposing class tendencies.

% %

We have attempted briefly to analyze the evolution of the
new opposition by means of the Marxist method. Its dialectical
character flowed from the antithesis between their political
position in 1940 which united them with us and their underly-
ing theoretical standpoint which linked them with Shachtman.
This comptradiction was the motive force behind the subsequent
conflict with their own past. It has led to their break with us
and a complete reversal of their former positions.

Here too theory has proved to be decisive. The fate of the
new opposition has provided additional empirical proof of the
primacy of theory in revolutionary political practice. '

The materialist basis for this dialectical development comes
from the buckling of the opposition leaders to alien class pres-
sures. The same general political factors which brought about
the defections of Burnham, Shachtman and their associates in
1939-1940 — the successes and strengthening of capitalist reac-
tion and the reverses of tne proletariav -— are in the last an-
alysis also responsible for the backsliding of Goldman, Morrow
and Logan in 1945-46.

It should be clear that their refusal to engage in a debate
over Marxist philosophy has not enabled either the indifferent
Goldman'or the evasive Morrow to elude the net of the mate-
rialist dialectic. The laws of this logic govern all forms of
development from natural processes to political ones. That is
why they flee in vain from them.-

In the words of the poet Emerson:

They reckon ill who leave me out;
When me they f_ly, I am the wings.

September 1, 1946
[

'Resolution on the Unity Proposal of the Workers Party

Adqpted by the NC Plenum, May 19-22, 1946

The May Plenum of the National Committee of the SWP,
having heard and discussed .the report ocn the developments in
connection with the questivn of the proposed unification with
the WP, resolves as follows:

1. To endorse the report of the PC.
2. To reaffirm the basic position set forth in the resolu-

tion of the October Plentm and endorse the course followed
by the PC in applying this resolution.

3. To instruct the PC to carry through the discussion with
the WP provided for in its four motions adopted at its meeting
of April 9th and submit its report and recommendations prior
to the forthcoming National Convention which will decide the
question. )
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Two Letters of the IS on Discussions with the WP

To the PC of the SWP
Dear Comrades,

We have taken nofe of the four motions passed by your
PC on April 9, 1946 concerning the organization of the discus-
sion with the WP. We are completely in agreement with these

motions.

We bLelieve that the SWP should row contmue along the
path outlined by these motions, that is, to open and conduct
“the discussion until the points of view of the two organizations
on all questions submitted to discussion are clearly established.

At that time. the question of unification should be re-ex-
- amined and a decision taken either that unification is possible
in the near future, oi that unification has proved to be impos-
siblé for a certain time ard that all organized discussion with
" this aim in view should cease. -

The IS and the IEC will take a position one way or another
‘as soon as they are in posscssion of the results of the discussion
which you have decided to organize,

It would be desirable, ir our opinioan, for the discussion to
begin immediately after your May Plerum, and to close at the
latest in September.

On the eve of your October Convertion you will undoubt-
edly hold a National Committee meeting to express a definitive
opinion on the results of the discussion which will be submitted
to the Convention.

We, on our part, and the IEC which will meet agdain in
September, shall give our opinion on the basis of the results
of the discussion. It would be well for our ITEC meeting to
precede your pre-convention Plenum.

In case the WP rejects the discussion proposals outlined
in your motions of April 9, 1946, we are of the opinion that
the SWP should maintain these proposals and demonstrate that
this rejection constitutes proof ¢f the maneuverist character

" of the WP campaign for unification.

We request you to make the contents of this letter known
to your May Plenum.
o N With revolutionary salutations,

May 9, 1946 Tor the IS PILAR

A “Discussion” to Prevent Unity

To the PC of the SWP

Dear Comrades: .

Upon re- 1eadmg our resolution addressed to you dated
May 9, we find that the eighth paragraph (English) can be
cpen to misinterpretation. The section reads:

“In case the WP rejects the discussion proposals outlined
in your motions of April 9, 1946, we are of the opinion that
the SWP should maintain these proposals and demonstrate that
this rejection constitutes proof of the maneuverist chara’étérvof
the WP campaign for unification.” '

" This section should now read:

“In case the WP rejebts the discussion proposals outlined
in your motions of April 9, 1946, we are of the opinion that
the SWP should maintain these proposals and demonstrate that
this rejection constitutes proof that th: WP campaign for uni-
fication had been of a mareuverist character.”

The corrected section in Franch should read:

“Il serait indiqué que votre Plenum se tienne aprés la
réunion du C.E.I. Dans le cas ou le WP rejette les propositions
de di:scussion ccntenues dans vos motions du 9. 4. 46., nous con- .
sidérons que le SWP doit maintenir ces propositions et dé-
montrer que ce refus constituerait la preuve que la campagne
d’unification du WP aurait un caractér» manoeuvri_ef.” k

This correction is necessé,ry because in its original form
it could be understood to imply that the IS already believes that
the WP campaign is of a maneuverist character. This of couse
is not the intended meaning or impression.

With revolutionary salutations,
For the IS

PILAR
May 18, 1946

Statement of the National Committee Minority onthe list of questions

. . 3 L
submitted for ‘‘discussion’

The Political Committee has finally formulated a list of
questions for a “discussion” with the Workers Party, as a ‘‘neces-
sary precondition for a definitive decision by the next party
convention on the questien of unification of the two organ-
izations.”

It is more than six months since the National Committee
voted in favor of “a party-to-party” discussion. By that is
meant, so it was explained, a discussion where an article ap-
pears in Fourth International, to be answered, if the WP so
desires, in New International.

But progress is inevitable. The majority of the PC ad-
vanced to the point of asking the WP for a statement of ils
position on the various questions listed by the PC, and promised
to publish the statement in the SWP Internal Bulletin so that
the members of the party will have uan opportunity to acquaint
themselves with the positicn. of the WP. Some months ago,
Comrade Morrow made a 1otion that the WP part of the dis-
cussion be made available to our members. The crushing reply
to the motion was: the Plenum resolution did not provide for

by the Majority of the PC to the WP

such a procedure; it provided only for a party-to-party dis-
cussion.

However, Pienum resolutions are permitted to interfere
with a specific procedure only when the majority does not want
that particular procedure. After the arrival of the resolution
of the European Seccretariat, which urged a joint elaboration
with the leadership of the WP of the question to be discussed
and after the letter of thc International Secretariat,” which
asked that “the members ~f both organizations have the oppor-
tunity to acquaint themselves with the documents and opposing
arguments,” the Plenum resolution was forgotten and it was
found possible to publish the WP statement in the Internal
Bulletin.

Will There Be Any Party-to-Party Discussion?

In reality the Political Commitiee seems to have dropped
the idea of a “thorough-going discussion and probing of all
differences to the bottom.” ’

There are fifteen subjects for discussion on the list pro-
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posed by the PC. It is elementary that a discussion consists
not only of a statement of position but of articles containing
an elaboration of the position and arguments on its behalf.
In one of the letters of the IS there is a statement that it
expects the arguments to be made available to the member-
ship. One can deduce from that that the IS wants a real dis-
cussion with the purpose, a2t least, of clarification, if not of
winning over the members of the WP.

At the same time that the PC lists the subjects for dis-
cussion it states its intention of having the coming convention,
which is scheduled to take place in Octcber, definitively decide
the question of unification, But how can fifteen subjects of the
nature of those listed by the PC be discussed in a period of less
than five months? Among the questions are several which, by
‘themselves, could easily take six months of discussion — espe-
cially in “a party-to-party discussion.”

_It is true that the PC continues tp speak of a discussion
but now it is a pre-convention discussion in the ranks of the
SWP. The whole emphasis is on an exchange of statements
rather than on - a “party-tc-party discussion.”
Purpose oj Luung Such Questions )

The questions listed by the PC tor discussion include all
subjects upon which there is or there may possibly be some
dlfferences with the WP. Fiom the point of view of a discus-
sion’ on unity they are absurd; but from the point of view of
confusing an inexperienced membership and killing the pos-
sibility of unity the questions listed for “discussion” were form-
ulated by “clever” people who see in “clever” maneuvering a so-
lution for the problem of preventing unity without glvmg their
real reasons for opposition to unity.

The real reason for th: oppasition of the majority leadeh
ship to unity is the fear of getting into the party some hundreds
of independent and experienced revolutionists. This Cannon
does not want to state. He will therefore come to the conven-
tion with a list of differences and everyone dutifully will get up
and say that there are too many dxfferences to justify unity.

Undoubtedly the dialecticians of the PC will prove that

_ unity is impossible by citing the law of quantity changing into
quality. One or two differences, we shall be’ told, may not be
a bar to unity, but fifteen differences create a qualitative change.
What other purpose then the one mentioned above can a list

of questions have that would fight the battle of 1940 all over
again (question one); that asks for a discussion on the methods,
principles and philosophy of Marxism; that raises such a silly
subject for discussion as the attitude of the WP to the YPSL;

that wants to discuss subjects that are part of history (India®

and China during the war); and wants to revive a discussion
on Russia when everyone has said everything that can be said

about that question (except for those who are reconsidering the -

subject — and they are not in the WP).

Honest and serious revglutionists confronted with the ques-
tion of unity with another organization would take the trouble,
once the question was raised, ‘o find out the' basic program
of the opponent: party with which unity' was proposed; would
follow the agitational press of that party to see what its posi-

‘ tion is on the basic questions of the day; to decide whether the
differences that exist are or are not compatible with member-
ship in one party; they weuld find out whether the members

" of the opponent party are willing to abide by the decisions of
the majority; honest and serious revolutionists would propose
a period of cooperaticn to decide whether unity will be followed
by harmony in attion. )

~ It is more than ten months since the question of unity with
the WP was raised and the leaders of our party, assuming that

" - they did not know the position of the WP on the various ques-

tions listed, should have found it out a long time ago. But their
interest was only in stalling; and now they list questions for
discussion which, from the pomt of view of unity, have no
meaning at all.

From the point of view of umty the atutude of the Workers
Party to the war waged by the United States is of infinitely
greater importance .than its attitude to Chma. But the former
quest.lon is not raised in the list of questlons. From the point
of view of unity the position of the Workers Party on the no-
strike pledge is a thousand times more important than its atti-
tude to the YPSL but that is not mentioned in the list of ques-
tions, :
The sophists will say: “But we are listing only our differ-
ences.” That is correct and it is in listing all those differences
which have no direct relationship to urity that the PC reveals

"its purpose.

What demands unity is the fact that both parties have the
same fundamental anti-capitalist program; that both parties
are agitating in favor of a labor party and for such transi-
tional demands as nationalization of industry under workers’

control and for a rising scale of wages. What demands unity °

is that both parties defend the European revolution against
Stalin and against the democratic imperialists. -

As against the above questions upon which there is sub-
stantial agreement, the differencss listed by the PC are second-
ary. In a healthy party there would always be enough differ-
ences among thg membership so that, if listed by demagogues,
they "could fool the mexpenenced into believing that no unity
is possible.

Dishonesty and Monolithic 'Tendency’

An honest opposition to a particular proposal for, unity, no
matter how wrong, would ot be a crime. However, the attitude

of .the leadership of the majority to the question of unity is a-

thoroughly dishonest one.

There was a period when Cannon was perfectly honest on
the question of unity. He was honest when he said “we must
deepen the split.” He was honest when he said that there was
nothing to discuss; that the press of the WP gave us all the in-
formation we need to see that unity is undesirable,

But when the majority leaders retreated from their position
" of open opposition to unily, they shifted to a completely dis-
honest position. When they began. the farce of insisting on a
discussion to probe all the differe‘ficns, it was evident to the
minority that the struggle for unity with the WP meant a
struggle against a dishonest majority leadership.

It is tragic enough to see that leaders of a revolutionary.
party insist on contipuing a s§plit which necessarily. is detri:
mental to the movement. The publication of two weekly agita-
tional papers and of two monthly theoretical magazines; the

duplication of effort, the confusion that two parties with similar.
positions op the main questions of the day creates in the minds*

of the advahced workers — 2ll this is tragic enough.
But what is doubly tragic is that in a movement fourlded by

- a genius who is the very incarnatiogeof integrity, a leadership
*relies not on an honest presentation of a position‘but on petty,

dishonest maneuvers calculéted only to fool the membership.
It is clear that a desire to-build a monolithic party goes
hand in hand with pohtlcal dishonesty.
The minority recognizes that unity is out of the question in
the coming period. A dishonest leadership plus an inexperi-
enced membership constitute an insurmountable obstacle.

Unity is dead for the time being. The struggle for unity,v -
for a revolutxonary party — a living, thmkmg party — must

g0 on. May, 1946.

Felix Morrow

Albert Goldman  Lydia Bennett

@
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: " Resolution of WIL (Johannesburg) on the

SWP and WP Unity Negotlatlons

Although the WIL is not yet officially a section of the
Fourth International, we are however vitally interested in the
discussions now proceeding in the SWP on unification with the
WP and after examination of all available documents and mat-
erial, the EC has taken the following stand:

1. That the SWP minority in 1940 was completely un-
justified in splitting from the SWP aud its action dealt a cruel
blow to the Fourth International in a time of world crisis. In
the principal ideological dispute of the Russian question we
agree with Comrade Trotsky’s characterization of Soviet Russia
as a degenerated workers’ state, yet worthy of unconditional
defense against 1mper1ah°t aggression. We reject the WP
theory of the Russxan state” as belng one of _bureaucratic col-
lectivism,

2. Although pointing out the petty bourgeois nature of
the opposition in 1940 Trotsky scught to maintain the unity
of the SWP and affirmed that the ideas of the minority were
compatible with remaining inside the FI.

3. 1Six years after the split®the minority organized in the
WP has expressed its desire to reurite with the SWP and to
take its place in the ranks of the only world party of socialist
revolution — the Fourth International.
of its independent ‘existence, the WP has maintained a Leninist
attitude to its own ruling class — calling for the continuation
of the class struggle against American capitalism and its re-
actionary war. Burnham, the chief representative of the petty-
bourgeois tendency, left the WP, and other petty-bourgeois
members rubbed off their petty-bourgeois dusting by coming

‘into close contact with the working class in the factories and

army. This can give new inivetus to the fusion of the two
organizations and aid the building up of the mass Bolshevik
revolutionary party for America.

4. The chief obstacle towards unity was the refusal of

During these six years -

the WP membership to subordinate themselves to the majority
decision inside: the SWP and to abide by the principles of de-
mocratic centralism. ThLe move towards unity indicates a
change of attitude and rcadiness to accept the principle of
democratic centralism and to work =s disciplined members in
the’ carrying out of the programme and the policies of the SWP.

5. The unity of the fwo organizations is a progressive
step in the development of the FI in America, a pooling of
revolutionary resources which we fully support. It would also
influénce the Interhational towards cohesion and give new
strength to the struggling Trotskyist groups elsewhere and
serve to - discourage sphta and f;'ultless division in the other
Trotskyist groups.

6. We firmly bélieve that the ideas 'of the WP are com-
patible with membership in one organization with the SWP.
The SWP has grown sxgmﬁcant.ly during the war years and
has bronght the ideas of Trotskyism to mcreasmg sections of
the workers. Unity with the WP would remove a rival organ-
ization and clear up the confusion that the present co-existence
of two Trotskyist parties with similar programmes must neces-
sarily have created in the minds of the advanced workers of
America.

7. In order to facilitate the fusion of the two parties we
support the holding of joint memberskip meetings, the issuing
of joint bulletins and the engaging in common action in trade
unions, elections, etc. So that a firm and lasting unity can
be achieved. . : s

8. We strongly urge the SWP majority to bring about
unity with the WP and ir. this way prevent any further split
in the Trotskyist ranks, We also urge its minority not to split
but to continue to work for the consolidation of all the revolu-
tionary forces in America.

An Open Letter to the SW_P MinOrity

By NICETO ANDRES, Argentina

In the present conditions of our movement, the more de-
featist tendencies express. themselves through the channel of
your position. ‘As w= wrote in El Militante No. 18, the heritage
of the past proletarian defeats has not been thoroughly liquid-
ated in- the Fourth International. This heritage manifests. it-
self by defeatism in the practical ground, and revisionism <n
the theoretical.

Trotsky ferecast it very sharply. In the Emergency Mani-
fesfo of 1940 he wrote: “If the bourgeois regime is allowed
tb escape freely from the war, all revolutionary parties will
degenerate. If the proletarian revolution triumphs, the condl-
tions which produce degereration will disappear.”

But the worst mistake in order to crush revisionist tend-
encies like yours would be a sectarian approach. We must not
only expose the social roots of this revisionism, but also its
political deviations, and mainly its underestimation of the true
character of the revolutionary upsurge of the masses in Europe
and elsewhere, in relation with the state of world capitalism
today.

Petty bourgeois are alvays the same- they have no memory.
A proletarian party could not win the battle against them by

simply recalling similar deviations in 1905, 1917, 1923 and so

forth. They will always answer that the situation is not the
same, that it is worse, that in 1917 the existence of a Bolshevik
party made all the difference, etc. Because the petty bourge-

oisie, as a social stratum, is disintegrating, and all its political '

conceptions are tinged "with the idea — linked to this process
of dlsmtegratlon — that. the situation is always “worse than
ever.” That is why the cefeatist tendencies are always so
strong in the petty bourgeois layers of a revolutionary move-
ment. R

This defeatism fights +o express itself not only in the prac-
tical ground, as I said, but in the socio-political as well. If it

is true that the revolutionary potential ¢f the masses is nearly -

exhausted, that without an external “stimulating” factor like
the Red October the proletariat is unable to give birth to mass
revolutionary parties, then the logical consequence is that the
revolutionary movement needs another pillar to stand on its
feet.  This pillar could be no other thar the petty bourgeoisie.
But the petty bourgeoisie is not looking for some changes or
reforms which would check its disintegration, that is, which
would save the bourgeois regime and the position of the petty
bourgeoisie in it. Therefore, in order to gain the petty bourge-
oisie, you have to make, concessions, “programmatlc” conces-
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sions, you have to stress the importance of “democratlc” slogans,
to emphasize that the proletariat is deeply demoralizéd and
frustrated, that it is plagued with “parliamentary illusions,”
_that an undetermined period of bpurgeeis democracy is opening
*in Europe, that thes absence of a mass revolutionary party
changes the character of the situation. You have to enter —
right now! — in the Socizl Democratic parties.

] It is no wonder that Morrow found himself in the close
neighborhood of Shachtman and Johre. . As a matter of fact,
‘the theory of “bureaucratic collect1v1sm and the theory of
““involution” are but twin sisters to the theory of Morrow that
‘our whole strategy is false consxdern-g the absence of mass

‘revolutionary parties.
. . X, * *

" One of the main characteristics of the petty bourgeoisie
iis its day-to-day life, without hope, without future. But in
.quotidian life only facts, strong realities, are important. In
~this light a tree is more important than a seed. Now, in the
.capitalist system we have that tree; in the socialist revolution
*we have that seed. The tree, with zll its roots, branches and
zleayes, represents only the past. The seed represents the
future. And in the light of History, whlch is tridimensional,
+this 'seed is all important.

" But the petty bourgeoisie is “realistic,” even if reahty, as
-old Hegel said, has ceased to be rational. “You have no party?

+— you will say. Then have no hope. If you do not think so,-

. you are children in politics, you have the infantile sickness.
‘You are ultra-leftists.”

Because the petty bourgeois consents to be called a revo-
lutlomst but in the depth of his heart he does not believe in
Jxevolution, and he laughs at those who take it seriously. Revo-
lutionary in words, counter-revolutionary in facts.

v ~ We do not need in the revolutionary movement such kind
vwof realism, which is similur to the realism of Vandervelde,
Kautsky & Co. That “realism” leads directly to frustration and
icapitulation. It does not weigh exactly the actual correlation
of forces in the class struggle. It takes the facade of the
building for the building itself. The “democratic” program of
:Morrow, his mature for “revision” consideration of the class
*nature of the USSR, are only the oid Menshevik x?odel, re-
-paired and rebuilt for 1946 usage.

We do not need such “realistic” people in our movement.
What we do need are “porular-tribunes,” even if they are a bit
“fanatic.” We need mass leaders, who believe in the people
and know the language of the people. We need revolutionists
.who are not following the mood of the masses, but leading
them. We need, in a word, true Bol=hcv1k Lemmsts

L *

In 1914-1916 Lenin and a handf1l of revolutionists found
themselves isolated in the war-ravaged Europe. But they did
not fall into despair. Lemin undertook to read Hegel and his
-dialectics. And it was not casual. Dialectics is the science of
:growth, of internal and external reciprocal action, of tension
. -between the old forms and the new contents, of transformations,
-of jumps. Dialectics is the science of revolution. Lenin «did
‘not confer on the social-ratriots more ‘importance than they
‘really had. He was the right stuff of a realistic leader. He
~fought them to the bitter erd, because he knew that a deeper
current was under way (See the comments on Hegel’s Logic
“by Lenin: Guterman et Lefebvre, “Qu’est-ce la dialect/ique”)
-Lenin foresaw March 1917; he foresaw the possibility of re-
-peating, on a higher historical lcvel, the unique deeds of the
- Commune, g
This handful of revolutionists was .isolated. But they had

~ the class-conscious workers.

something. They had a irue rcvoluiionary seed. They had
a program. And this program was somcthing real, something
that History proved to be more real than the vociferations of
the Social-Democratic leaders. It was the program of Bolshev-
ism, the program of the proletarian cxctaborshlp

* k%

We arc also a handful of revolutionists. But we are in
a far better position than the Bolsheviks were in- 1914-1916.
The crisis of the capitalist regime has reached its maximum.
We have a far greater revolutionary upsurke ahead of us.
We have all the invaluabl: theoretical traditions of Marxism
to throw complete light into our most difficult problems. - We
have the program of the Fourth Intcrnational. Really, it is
difficult to be wronged. Vou can’t- fool -us! - We know" what
to do, and we do it. Tuere is no.room for pessim’ism and
pessimists. ..

And just in this moment you, comrades  of the Mlnomty,
repeat, under a new cover, the arguments of our modern Mar-
tov, Shachtman, against the Fourth International in FEurope.
But now it is impossible to deny the existence and strength of
our European parties. Then the tune has had to’ be changed
Of course, there are some Tratskyists i the Old Continent, but
they are extremists, they know nothing about the masses, they
do not know how to establish close contact with them. Siuch
monstrosity is being circulated by the Minority! Indeed, the

-revisionists hate the revciution and those who believe in it,

“who foresee it in advance,” who prepare themselves for it!

However, a rounded Marxis{ ana:ysis of the world capi-
talism carries with it th~ inescapable conviction that the ob-
jective situation is matur: for the socialist revolution. The
problem of revolution is row a problem of buildihg a revolu-
tionary party. But in order to build this kind of a party we
must expose and crush all defﬂatlst tendencies which try. to
mﬁltrate into our own ranks. The crisis of mankind, which
is the crisis of the proleisrian leadership, has exploded in a
crisis in our own International.

To organize the revolution — our main historical task —
means to gather all -revolutionary elements the situation actu-
ally contains. We do not need to create revolutionists.” We
only need to arm the vroletariat, which is already revolutionary,
with the program of Sociaiism. That is the core of our whole
strategy. _ ’

Our tactics must be twofold: we have to combine the mob-
ilization of the great masses, which, owing to the intensity
and scope of their class action, are “objectively attacking capi-
talism,” with the mobilization of the revolutionary vanguard,
Bui the possibility of this twofold
mobilization determines a new disposition of forces, historically
equivalent to the dispositionn we found in a minor scale in 1917.
That is why such an abyss has suddenly opened between youyr

- position and ours. The Fourth International {s now entering

into the political arena, armed with i¢s full-fledged, unbroken
revolutionary program. And, as always in the critical moment,
the ideologies of the petty bourgeoisie in our movement hesi-
tate, tremble, and menace us with a split. The Plejanovs, Mar-
tinovs, Gorkis, Kautskys “c tutti quanti’” reappear on the elev-
enth hour, in order to instill their owi fears, their own def
ism, their own cowardice, into the cadres of the World Par
of the Socialist Revolution.

These master tacticians will shout to us unceasingly: “The
best strategy may be ruined by the lack of correct tacties!” As
always, the revisionists misunderstand the Marxist analysis of
the relationships betweer strategy and tactics. Because in
order to act as true revolutionary leaders, you have first of all
to grasp, and never let loose!, th> fundamental strategy. And



" ‘opean masses ?

i

- afterwards, only afterwards, you will be able to draw the

correct tactic slogans. To alter the order. of these operations,
to speak of tactics without permanently linking them to the
program, is in practice tb betray the program,

* k%

“It is not worthwhile to vepeat every day fundamental
programmatics!” you say. As a matier of fact, however, a
real, ideological, professicnal leader of the proletariat has to
repeat, in a thousand ways, under a thousand different angles,
for a thousand different applicaticns to the daily struggle, the
fundamentals of our program. “The theoretic tradition of a
revolutionary party cannot be maintained without a periodic
reiteration of the fundamentals” (L. Trotsky, in the letter
accompanying the Emergency Manifesto.).

- Qur new revisionists should read again Lenin's articles and
paniphlets in 1917! They are nothing more than untiring, en-
ergetic, systematic reiterations of the programmatic funda-
mentals, in the conditions of the Russian revolution.

And now, when our main task is the expangion of the
cadres, the building of mass parties, every political resolution
must be written in such a language as to propel the party cadres
to broaden and to intensify their activity, to convert themselves
into mass agitators, on the steel basis of our program. We are
not ultra-leftists because we repeat in cur political resolutions
that the objective conditions for the socialist revolution exist,
and that. the bell is ringing,g. That is sound, revolutionary party
politics. Those who are unable to understand it, those who are

‘not willing to surpass the propaganda epoch, are of scarce

value in a Bolshevik organization like ours.

* % %

The startmg point for Morrow’s criticism was the role
of the Allied imperialism in Europe, which should have provoked
a vigorous revival of the bourgeois-democratic iltusions of the
masses. Just a few dollars and some pounds of bread, and
the masses will enter blindly into the channels of parliamentar-
ism, forgletting the program of the Socialist Revolution, at
least for some time! Thus spoke Felix Morrow.

Indeed, our English Party is right when asserting that -a
partial recovery has begun in Europe. But did this economic
recovery run counter to the revolutionary upsurge of the Eur-
Not at all. Not for -the devil. This partial
recovetry, which must be sketched “within the general framework
of decline,” ‘“does not contradict general revolutionary per-
spective” (RCP), making it only more organic. The dynamics
of social struggles is far more complex than the mechanistic

How to Distort Democratic Centralism
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scheme drawn by Felix Morrow. We must read Trotsky again,
comrades of the Minority! Certain historical facts cannot be ex-
plained by a simple appeal to economic factors (See “The
Great Organizer”). There is a certain inertia of the political
events'in relation to economics, so that in acute crisis only, in
a general way can we resort to economics, and the concrete
explanation must be sought in the direct inter-relations of the
political superstructures. Marxism has nothing in common with
the reduction of politics to economics. As always, the revision-
ist tendencies, which begi: by stressing the importance of the
subjective factor, end in the roughest kind of economic deter-
minism. And this is not strange, as it simply reflects the es-
sentially “mixed” characteristic of the philosophy of ‘the mid-
dle class, Its irrealism combined with its servile attitude towards
facts which overwhelm it, and whigh it does not understand.

The comrades of the Majority. are true when they say that
a question of method is underlying ail this discussion. You,
comrades of the Minority, are not using the method of dialectic
materialism. Your method is a combination of political hysteria
and profound distrust in the masses. All our movement must
understand that. As Comrade E. R. Frank says: “What is
involved is actually not a dispute over this or that tactical or
secondary question, but a struggle over the very fundamentals
of our program and tradition.”

We maintain the perspective of Trotsky, when he said in
1938 that within 10 years the Fourth International would lead
the millions.. This was not an empty phrase. Leon Trotsky was
a Marxist, a scientific revolutionist; he was not trying to fool
us. We maintain that his perspective is still correct, that noth-
ing could authorize us to revise it. We made errors, no doubt.
But, as the International Confzrencs clearly pointed it, they
were not errors in the fundamental perspective. But your er- .
rors, comrades of the Minority, have been of a completely
different nature. You hzve yielded to the pressure of petty
bourgeois moods. You have tried to indent our instrument of
analysis, our main weapon in the struggle! You have tried
te revise the program of the Fourth International.

Now, I must finish. The tasks in the Argentine movement
are very great, and I hav- not very much time left. But you
will hear from us again. We will wage a merciless war against
all revisionists, here, there and everywhere. This is the in-
dispensable prerequisite for the bulldmg of a healthy; strong
world revolutionary party.

" Long live the Fourth International!

Buenos Aires, July 15, 1946.

(For the PC: This letter represents only the personal views
of the writer. N. A))

By DAN SHELTON and EUGENE SHAYS

The SWP majority ccntinuously parades as the guardian
of democrati¢ centralism as against an undisciplined, disloyal
minority. The following incident, small as it may seem in itself,
is highly symptomatic and grossly revealing of the majority’s
real and sordid attitude toward the very concept of democratic
centralism.

Informed By WP comrades that their May 1946 National
Convention was open to SWP comrades, thé undersigned went
to see Comrade Thomas in his capacity of City Organizer to
discover if there were any cbjections to our attending the con-
vention. We informed Comrade Thomas that although we
wanted to take advantage cf the opportunity to learn more
about the political life of the WP we would see to it that our
attending some of the sessions would not interfere with our

branch or other SWP activities. We slso told Comrade Thomas
that having always disagrced with Comrade Goldman’s concept
of “independent activity” we wanted to go through regular
party channels and not act on our own. We were told by
Comrade Thomas that he himself could not pass on the issue
but that we should call hiln up Monday morning (the day the
convention opened) at which time he would let us know if there
were any objections. Having agreed to this seemingly innocu-
ous procedure, we called Cogairade Thomas Monday morning and
got the startling, if still inrnocent-sounding reply, that “in view
of the importance of the question,” the matter would have to
be taken up at the next PC meeting. The following conversa-
tion then ensued:

I: “Well, if you insist on taking it up at the next PC
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meeting, that's O.K. with us. When will the next meeting be
held ?” ) =

Thomas: “The next PC meeting will take place Tuesday
a week.” T

After this, of necessity, a pause occurred, as one had to
“recover from the shock.” The call took place on Monday, May
27. The Convention was to last from May 27 to Thursday, May
80. The PC meeting was to take place Tuesday a week, i.e., on
June 4th, 5 days after the close of the convention.

I: “You mean to say you will pass on the question whether
or not we can attend the convention, five days after its close ?”

Thomas: “There is nothing else we can do. We cannot
thange the date of the meeting.” ‘

I: “If that is so, would we be viclating any paity decision
if we attended the conventipn anyway ?”

Thomas: “I am sorry, I can’t tell you that. You will have

. to wait for the next PC 1ieeting.”

‘Let those who wish, laugh at the “cleverness” of this man-
enver on the part of the majority. Serious comrades both in

.the majority as well as in the International will realize the

vieious, bureaucratic, dishonest distortion of democratic cen-
tralism implicit in this sordid affair.

Everyone realizes that had there been the will, the way
would have been found to inform us before the close of the
convention of the SWP’s attitude. Comrade Thomas himself

_eould have made a decision; and if not, any three leading ma-

jority comrades could have made a decision on this so secondary
matter. Referring the matter to a PC meeting to be held

"almost a_ week later is simply anothe» “clever maneuver” on

- the part of the majority.

We are now told, subsequently, of the majority’s discovery

- that the WP invitation was meant only for the SWP minority,

. and that, therefore, they could not act on it.

If this was the

WP’s attitude, we did not know about it. But apart from

. Thomas’s complete silence on any such aspect of the question

\

at the time, this “argument” is not only an obvious and subse-
quent attempt to cover up a previously committed crime, but
is also irrelevant to the issuc involved. For even if true, it was
still the majority’s responsibility t¢ act on this matter. Neither
before, nor at the PC meeting in question nor at any PC meet-
ing since, has the party taken a stand on the question. We
still do not know, if we could have attended the WP conven-

‘tion. (!) This alone shows the spuriousness of the majority’s

“new” argument. .
The majority’s failure to make a decision until after the
convention and its reliance on the minority’s observing a non-

-

existent party line, have nothing in cemmon with democratic
centralism, They represent a distortion of the very concept.

Democratic centralism not only implies the observance by
a minority of the party lines, rules, etc. however odious to them,
as laid down by the majority for the party — it also imposes
the obligation on the majority to use the democratic processes,
to sct rules and to determine party line. It must not sabotage
the democratic rrocess. It must not “rule” by failure to rule;
it must net “decide” by failure to make a decision; nor by
postponing a decision until after the event.

The majority is fond of reminding the minority of its duties
in relation to democratic centralism. It is high time that it be
reminded of its own duties in relation to the workings of the
democratic process in the party. In this instance, by having
failed in its responsibilities in relation to democratic central-
ism, the majority — by failing to act — has acted in a'disloyal,
non-Bolshevik manner. )

The conclusion is unavoidable that the majority leadership’s
righteous indignation concerning Goldman’s violations of dis-
cipline must be taken with a grain of salt. Apparently the
majority is not so much a guardian over democratic centralism
and its inviolability as it 1s a guardian over its factional inter-
ests, in the service of which democratic centralism is then used
or misused. For in this cace, the majority dealt with comrades
who had broken with Goldman on this very questicn and now
proceeded to get the party’s “permission,” instead of engaging
in “independent” activity. The majority’s answer to these com-
rades is clear: “We are unwilling to use democratic processes
if it is not in our interests. We prefer not to act at all.”

It is this failure to act which promgts us to say that demo-
cratic centralism has been violated. Had there been adverse
action taken on our regquest, the majority would have  exposed
itself to the ridicule of serious and pelitical comrades every-
where (rivalling the CP’s infamovs concept of “You must not
talk to Trotskyists”) but it would have committed no crime
against the concept on which the party is built — democratic
centralism. In failing to act at all, the majority once again
revealed its true attitude for all those who have eyes to see:’
Democratic centralism is to be manipulated with and tampered
with in the interest of their facticn. It is the faction, and not
democratic tentralism which is supreme, All their “righteous
wrath” over the minority cdnnot hide this unpleasant fact.
Civen a few more of these “clever maneuvers” on the part of
the majority, we may be certain that comrades also in other
countries will understand what we mean when we talk about
bureaucratism and monolithism inside the SWP.

The Militant’s Record on Stalinist Foreign Policy

By EUGENE SHAYS and DAN SHELTON

“Tt is jndisnensable to warn the masses tirelessly of the
generally reactionary character of the Kremlin’s policy, and
of those dangers it bears for the occupied countries.” (Trotsky,
In Defense of Marxism, p. 133.)

The purpose of this article is to demonstrate the complete
deformation and distortion which the concept of the “Defense
of tha Soviet Union” has undergone at the hands of the present
SWP leadership.

We have made a detailed and systematic studv of The Mili-
tant, from the end of the European war (May 1945) until the
present moment (June 19i6). By direct references to each
article dealing in whatever form with the Kremlin’s role and
policies, we shall prove by the Militant’s own record that:

1. Except in formal resolutions, the defemge of the S.U.
in the party press has turied info a capitylation to Stalinism.

2...The Militant has consistently and bureaucratically vio-
lated our 1944 convention resolution which relegates the de-
fense of the 3. U. into the background and pushes to the fore
the defense of the' European revolution against all its enemies
including the Stalinists.

The method used to establish these two key criticisms, will
simply consist of (a) an cnumeration of the main crimes com-
mitted against the socializst revolution by Stalin in the course
of the year since the end of the European war (as reported in
the world pre-s), and (b) the record of The Militant on each
of these crimes.
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THE USSR AND THE DISMANTLING
OF FACTORIES

A large part of the industrizs in ccuntries occupied by the
USSR have been stripped, gismantled and shipped to Russia.

L

'Tn Czechoslovakia, the officia ﬁgure is over 20% of all industry;

in Poland, over 30¢. These are “allied” countries, In Austria
and German (now Polish) Silesia, the figures are correspond-
ingly higher. In Manchuria (containing 709% of China’s heavy
industries), heavy industry in the Mukden area is almost 100%
stripped; the Fushun minirg area is stripped of all its electrical
and modern mining equipment. In Germany more than 50%
of all productlve capacity in the USSR zone has been removed.
The same policy was followed in Rumaria, Hungary and Korea.
The objective resultant has been the de-proletarianization
of large parts of the working class, the lowering of the stand-
ard of living of the masses, the condemnation of the country
to social and political stagnationsand, thus, the creation of
grave obstacles in the path of the coming socialist revolution.
The bourgeois press, for its own reasons has carried liter-
ally thousands of documented items of reporting on this ques-
tion. What has The Militant carried?
« With the exception of three articles by the SWP minority

- (one by Goldman, two by Morrow) in 5C issues of The Militant,

there appeared only the following:

July 14, 1946: Allied Looting of Germany (unsighed) deals
with both US and USSR: very brief, factual only, a re-write
job from bourgeois newspapers, no interpretation.

Aug. 25, 1945: NC Statement on “USSR in China” has not
a single reference to the USSR’s looting of China and Man-
churia!

Ayg. 18, 1945: Internatmnal News; Austrian factories loot-
ed by USSR; brief, factual only, no interpretation.

Dec. 8, 1945: Austrizn Elections (unsigned) correctly re-
lates losses of CP at polls to Stalin’s policy which includes
looting of factories. Reference is thus nothing more than in-
cidental to the main argument of the article on losses of CP
at elections.

There is not a single reference to any looting of factories
in the 1946 Militant; no reference in either 1945 or 1946 to
looting. of factories in Manchuria, Hungary, Rumania, Korea, ete.

2. USSR AND FORCED LABOR .

Millions of physically fit men and women, war prisoners
and nationals of “defeated enemy nations” have been deported
to the USSR and put to forced labor in concentration camps.
Among them are tens of thousands of political opponents of
the Stalin regime.

Inside the USSR, whole peoples have been declared “col-
laborators” and shipped to Siberia (Tartars, Volga-Germans,
ete.) Torture and malnuirition has reeulted in the death of
literally hundreds’ of thousands of these' modern slaves.

In addition to impeding the revolutionary upsurge by re-
moving, demoralizing and killing off millions of workers and
peasants, and alienating the rest of the working class, this
Stalinist crime must be opposed by sociulists as the most cruel
and brutalized type of human slavery yet perfected. The en-
slavement of man, and sofialism, the fr eemg of man, are mutu-
ally exclusive.

In 56 issues of The Militant, excepl for two of the above
mentioned articles by Gcldman and Morrow, there is not a
single reference to forced labor. There is no reference ever
to forced labor of war priconers and political opponents in all
the countries occupied by the USSR.

3. USSR AND THE SEIZURE OF TERRITORY

The following countrics were occupied and were incorpoy-
ated into the USSR: [ILithuania, Latvia, Esthonia, Eastern
Poland, Bessarabia, / Bukovina, Moldavia, Carpatho-Ukraine,
Eastern Prussia, Karelo-Finland, Petsamo, Tanno-Tuva, South-
ern Sakhalin, Kuerlies, -

In addition, thru occugation troops and police rule, the .
following areas have been occupied: Rumania, Hungary, paris
of Austria and Germany, Czechoslovakiz, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia,
Poland, and half of Korea.

As Marxists, we must oppose this violation of the right of
self-determination of the cuuntriés involved.

In 56 issues of The Militant, the following references ap-
peared:

June 2, 1945: Relations between US and USSR (Li Fu-jen)
in passing calls Stalin’s aims “counter-revolutionary” but there
is no condemnation whatsoever of Stalin’s seizures of terri-
tories!

Aug. 25, 1945: NC Statement on USSR and China “ex-
plains” Stalin’s “defensive expansionism” (!), opposes it only
(!) because of — “bad results”!

Sept. 1, 1945: Editorial condemnation of Stalin’s semn‘es
in the Far East. . But the *expansionism” is explamed solely
as a ‘“defensive” one.

May 11, 1946: Carsten states that “the extension of USSR
domination prevents the stabilization of capitalist relations and
powers.” This unqualified statement leads the feader to think
that these seizures are to he welcomed. Further, Stalin wants
spheres of influence only as a defensive measure, but, (accord-
ing to Carsten) ng effectxve defense can thus be built. Pre-
sumably, this is Stalin’s crime — a crime in military logistics!

May 18, 1946: “Korean Labor Pleads for Aid Against
Brutal U. S. Rule” (unsigned) — but presumably not against
brutal USSR rule, for the TYSSR is not even n‘l‘entionedl Whoever
relies exclusively on The Militant for hls news does not even
know up to the present moment that the USSR occupied half
of Korea. ‘

This is the entire record of The Militant on Stalin’s seizures
of te‘rritories.

4. USSR AND REPARATIONS:

The USSR has demarded and was granted by the Allied
imperialists reparations irom Germany in the form of ma-
chinery. Entire industries have been made inoperative by the
loss. The SU has demanded $100,000,000 in reparations from
Italy and has just been granted payments out of current Italian
production. Crushing reparations have been imposed on Ru-
mania, Hungary and Finland.

Marxists are opposed to the very concept of reparations
which holds the people of a country responsible for the erimes
of the capitalist class. Reparations are a blow at internation-
alism. Our slogan must be the Bolshevik slogan of “No an-
nexations, no reparations!”

In 56 issues of The Militant, there has appeared nothing
whatsoever on thls qiestion.

5. USSR AND ECONOMIC AGGRANDIZEMENT

In the spring of 1944, a secret treaty was concluded by the
USSR with Churchill, assigning special spheres of influence in
Southeastern Europe to Russia and to England.

Thruout the Nurémberg trials there have been constant
referenges to secret econcmic treaties between the USSR and
Hitler Germany, assigning spheres of influence in Eastern
Europe and Asia Minor, agreements corcerning machinery to be
delivered by the USSR and other helg to be extended to Gep-

- @l -



.

'
many. These references have been diligently suppressed by the
Russian prosecutor.

Joint stock companies have been 2nd are being created in
Manchuria, Rumania, Austria, Hangary, gtc. under the pressure
of the USSR, giving the latter control over the wealth falling
under these agxeements.

Marxists are opposed to such imperialist acts as the es-
tablishment of spheres of influence, exploiting the peoples, de-
ciding the fate of peoples without their consent. These are char-
acteristic methods of the ‘mperialist ‘livision of the world.

In 56 issues of The ‘\Ilhtant there appeatred nothing on
this topic.

6. THE USSR’S TERROR-RULE IN THE
OCCUPIED COUNTRIES

The USSR enforces its rule everywhere thru the agency of
the NKVD; thru fraudulent elections; by imposing CP-dom-
inated governments upon preople whcse vote was overwhelm-
ingly opposed to CP rule (Hungary, Rumania, Germany); by the
re-opening of concentration camps (Buchenwald, Sachsen-
hausen); by deportation and arrests; by suppressing and de-
moralizing opponents; by postponing elections (Bulgaria, Ru-
mania); by lawless evictions; by torture, murder and the third-
degree; by the ever-present threat of the “Red” Army; by the
threat of loss of ration cards ete.

Such police dictatorstips are but a reflection of the in-
ternal regime in the USSR and must be mercilessly exposed
before the working class.

In 56 '1ssues of The Militant, except ffor the above meén-
tioned article on Poland by Goldman, The Militant carried this
single reference:

July 28, 1945: International News:
-tatorship, no freedom. .

There was nothing further in either 1945 or 1946.

Tito — a police dic-

7. USSR AND FORCED'MIGRATIONS

" The Kremlin has mercilessly carried thru forced migrations
in various European countries. These migrations have caused
millions upon millions, mostly peasants and workers, unspeak-

"able sufferings and degradations. Involved were and ave:
Germans who within 24 hours had to evacuate Poland; Poles
who had to move into German territories, annexed to Poland;
Budeten Germans who had to leave Bohemia; Hungarians who
had to leave Czecho-Slovakia and Transylvania; peoples within
the USSR; and innumerable “minor” migrations, involving other
nationalities, especially those of the Baltic states.

Fhis brutal violation of the right of self-determination of
these peoples must be opposed and denounced by the socialist
movement.

. In 56 issues of The Militant there appeared the followmg

Oct. 6, 1495: 4 miliion Germans expelled from Eastern
Germany by — (says The Militant) — Poles!!! (not by order of
the Kremlin, by any chance!); even this is one paragraph only,
buried in an article on a different topic, facts only, no comment
or condemnation!

No other references, either in 1945 or 1946!

8 THE USSR’S ROLE IN PREPARING
THE NEXT WAR

!By its policy of armed aggressiorn, intimidation and sup-
pression of small nations; by its nationalist-chauvinistic terror-
gule in occupied countries; by its police-state methods and dic-
tatorial acts in its vassal states and the labor movement, the
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Kremlin, as much as the imperialists, is laying the foundations
for the next world war.

In 56 issues of The Militant, the fcllowing appeared:

June 2, 1945: Relations between US and USSR (Li Fu-jen)
denounces US at length: then gmakes passing references to ;
Stalin’s “counter-revolutiouary” aims in Europe. -

Dec. 15, 1945: Sen. Wheeler attacks the USSR (Hansen);
a re-write job on Wheeler’'s speech, written to defend the
USSR. — Not a smgle reference or mention of any of Stalin’s
crimes!

March 9, 1946: Hansen explains that (a) Workers must
oppose US imperialism (b) Workers must oppose the Stalinists
— “in the labor movement.” (¢} The workers must defend the~
USSR in case of war. A big sub-head reads: “Defend the SU.”
Not a word of condemnation! .

March 16, 1946: U.S. prepares war (Hansen) correctly ex-
poses U.S. Then “In the face of this unbridled assault on the
SU, the Kremlin is at an extreme disadvantage.” Why? —
because it always denied ithe danger of a third war, thereby
disorienting the workers.
have corrected this previous omission.

March 23, 1946: “Wall St. Hurls Reactionary Barrage at
USSR” (Carsten). In a long and detailed article, there:is a
single” paragraph en Stalin, buried in the text.

March 29, 1946: Preparations for anti-Soviet war (Car-
sten); 25 paragraphs directed against the U.S., one paragraph
against Stalin’s “brutal policy of aggyession.” Except for this
generality, not a single detailed charge or condemnatlon is
made.

April 6, 1946: Iran used to further war on USSR (Wright),
First page, lead article. Exposes U. 8. Stalin not mentioned,
except for his “crime” — what crime? “Painting up the UNO
as peace instrument.” .Nothing further. A

April 13, 1946: Long article on War danger; (unsigned);
no reference to Stalin’s role or crimes.

A{)ril 20, 1946: U.S. prepares war (Carsten), not a single
word on Stalin.

May 4th, 1946: Carsten refers to U.S.’s building a ring of
steel around the USSR. Exposes U.S. Not a single word against
Stalin. ,

May 11, 1946: Pari¢ Foreign Minister Conference (Car-
sten) sub-head: “Imperialists Blame USSR.” “Imperialists are
attempting to lay the ertire blame for deadlock on USSR.”

.No attempt.made to show Kremlin shares the blame.

May 18, 1946: Carsten finds U. S. “blaming” USSR for
breakdown of peace negotiations. Except for' one abstract
statement ~— Stalin’s engaging in “power politics” — there is
inothmg else on Stalinist policy.

In none of the articles mentioned is there so much as a
hint that Stalin may carry at least part of the responsibility
of bringing on the next war: On the contrgry, the entire onus
for World War III is placed on the imperialists. To clinch
this charge, one need only mention Gray’s cartoon (March
16, 1946) on “Preparing for World War III” showing Truman,
Churchill and Bevin playing with the Atom Bomb. Stalin is
absent, Apparently he is to be the innocent victim of that bomb.

9 USSR AND IRAN

The Big Three forced 2 treaty on Iran in 1942 permitting
their troops to be stationed there until 6 months after the end
of the war. After this date, Russiar troops remained giving
a vague pretext (“clucidation of the situation”). They also
charged that Iran was threatening war on the USSR (!!). Stalin -

Presumably Stalin’s alarms now




manufactured a carefully planned “revolt” against the Teheran
government, put pressure on it with the help of troop move-
ments and reinforcements, and finally compelled it to grant
imonortant economic concessions, spheres of influence, monopoly
on its northern oil resources.

In 56 i-sues of The Militant, there avpeared the following:

Mareh 23, 1046: Wall St. Hurls Reactinnarv Borrase at
QIT ((Caveton). Tha entirae article ic deveted to Tran: headlire
thus suggests that whatever may be said asainst Stalin is
reactionsrv ponnveork., This imvwression is hei~htened hy the
absenoe of any reference to Stalin’s crimes in Iran except for
a small paragraph buried in the text.

March 30, 1946: Iran (Carsten) 25 paragraphs agam:‘L
the U.S,, one against Stalin.

Apnl 6 1946: Wright, on the first page, lead article —
Iran used for war preparatvions against the USSR. Exposes
U.S.; refers ironically to the “pitiful plight of ‘Poor Little
Iran’”(!!) This reference to “Poor Little Iran” is in quotation
marks in Wright’s text to show that he is making fun of the
1mag'1ned complaints of Iran. What, then, is Stalin’s crime in
this connection? ““To paint up the UNQ as a peace instrument.”
(!!!) Not a single word more!

April 13 1946: (unsigred) one lire; “Stalin exerts press-
ure on Iraman government” in a long artic®. No condemna-
tion.’ Nothmg' further. /

May 4th, 1946: (Corsten) once again refers to “Poor
Little Iran” (quotatlon marks his!) Not a single word against
Stalin,

The above
Iranian issue,

10. THE USSR’S RULE IN GERMANY

The USSR, as much as its imperialist accomplices, has
brought misery and starvation to its zone in Germany. It has
looted machinery, dismantled entire factories. It dragged off
-millions to slave labor. It kept the couniry at starvation levels
and rules by brute dictatorial force. These undeniable crimes
of the Kremlin must be exposed in our press.

In 56 issues of The Militant there appeared the following:

May 26, 1945: (Hansen) ‘“Allies Impose Barbarous Rule
on Germany” coritains 1) one passing reference to Allies’ “Krem-
lin accomplices,” 2) all of long article devoted to denunciation
of US and England. Not a single word more on Stalin!

July 7, 1945: CP opposes Soviets in Germany (Abbott) but
not a single reference to Stalin’s polivies in Germany.

Oct. 6, 1945: “Allied Rule in Germany” — generalities only.

Nov. 10, 1945: “Allied Rule in Germany” (Varlin) exposes
US, not a single reference to the USSK!
~ April 6, 1946: Starvation in Cermany (unsigned) eloquent
about US and England, completely silent about the USSR:!

April 27, 1946: an especially odicus example of an almost
explicit capitulation to Stalinism: Two articles/on the same
page. !

1) “Kremlin Policy in Germany” -— under this comprehen-
sive title, the “Kremlin’s policy” is outlined as: a) bringing
soviets (incidentally contradicting Abbott’s July 7th article:
‘CP opposes-Soviets in Germany’’!) b) creating factory democ-
racy ¢) worker’s seizures of factories. Nothing further.

2) “US Imperialism "Brings Starvation to Germany” (Var-
lin). The juxtaposition of such two articles on one page is
fendencious in the extreme. Apparently one of the occupying
powers brings factory democracy, while the other powers bring
starvation!

" This is the complete record of The Militant on this topic.

is the complete recorc of The Militant on the

11. USSR AND THE MERGER OF THE
GERMAN CP AND SDP

As in Eastern Europe and Korea, so in its zone in Ger-
many, the SU has compelled the merger of the Social-Democ-
ratic parties with the CP, resnlting in the dominance of the
CP. The merger in Germuny was «ttended by an overwhelming
vote of the SDP membors against the merger (7:1) and by the
last-minute prevention of the ballcting in the Soviet sector of
Borlin, in which half the Berlin SD? mmber-hin reside. It was
further attended by the reactivisation of the concentration
camps of Buchenwald and Sachsenhavsen where actual and
potential opponents of the merger were imprisoned, as well as
by the terror of the NKVD and police. '

Imposed by brute force, the merger strengthens the hands
of the Stalinists, puts a party based on totalitarian principles
at the head of the masses, and thereby adds to the difficulties
of the German workers in creating the preconditioné¢ for a
struggle.

We must oppose suck a merger,

In 56 issues of The Militant, there appeared nothing on
this issue.

12. USSR AND POLITICAL ASYLUM

The USSR has taken a definite stand against the granting
of political asylum in the post-war period. In the UNO, the
SU demanded that persons not wanting ‘to return to their coun-
tries of origin should receive international assistance only with
that country’s consent; that “no nropaganda” be allowed against
the idea of returning home (a limitation of political freedom)
and that no aid should be given to any refugee hostile to any
of the United Nations. The SU has advocated forced repatria-
tion of its political opponents who come from Eastern Europe.
(The Czech government was forced to return 50,090 refugees
*rom the Carpatho-Ukraine.)

The SU’s shameful betrayal of this elementary human
right of asylum — ever defended by Marxists — must be ex-
posed in our press.

In 56 issues of The Militant, there was not a single refer-
ence to this problem.

13. THE CONDUCT OF THE RED ARMY

Twenty years of life vnder Stalinist barbarism have left
their mark on the “Red” Army soldiers. Fed on the reactionary
ideology of chauvinism ard revenge, they entered into new ter-
ritories as rapacious conquerors. Brutalitie;s against the popu-
lation, plunder, rape and widespread looting are on the order
of the day. Living >ff the countryside like locusts, conﬁscatmg
the peasant’s produce and land, and thereby further depleting
already catastrophically lew food supplies, the Soviet soldier
inecurs to an ever greater degree the wrath of the population.
As a policing agent of the Stalinist bureaueracy — by crush-
ing opposition, suppressing workers uprisings, etc. — the “Red”
Army’s* ideology is chauvinistic and reactionary; its tasks are
counter-revolutionary and anti-internationalist.

In 56 issues of The Militant, tbcm was not a single reference
to this topic. .

)
14. USSR AND THE FOOD PROBLEM

With food being the first and last issue confronting the
peoples of Europe and Asia, tha SU has its occupation troops
live off the land. The SU has offered no plan by which even
a minimum ration of food can be guaranteed to these people.
In Austria, the Kremlin exacted first 2 levy of 60,000 tons of
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wheat. It then confiscated vast areas in the ,richest agricul-
tural section for the cultivation of the Army’s food supply.
While the masses in all Soviet-occupied countries starve, the
SU shipped cereals to France amidst great publicity purely
to strengthen its agents there. It bribes potential political
adherents with food and allows extra rations to CP members.
By dismantling industries vital to the production of agricul-
tural machinery and machine parts, it forces the peasants of
Eastern Europe into virtual idleness, further aggravating both
present and future food shcrtages. .

In 56 issues of The Militant, there is, except for one
article by Morrow, not a2 single reference whatsoever, to .the
problem.

15. USSR AND TURKEY . -

In an even more brazen and undisguised manner than in
Iran, the USSR demanded from Turkey the cession of large
parts of territory (Kars and Ardahan) and the establishment
of spheres of influence in Northern Turkey. The pretext given
was the preparations by Turkey for am “anti-Soviet” war.
in Iran, such policies must be opposed.

As

In 56 issues of The Militant, there was not a smgle reference -

to the topic,

CONCLUSIONS

An objective perusal of the above vecord of The Militant
from May 1945 to June 1946 constitutes the®most damning
indictment of our party policy at'the present* moment. The
Kremlin has entered upon the European scene as a ruthless
conqueror, a bloody oppressor, a grandicse looter and a robber
par excellence. It:rules by terror and assassination. By its
criminal policies, its rapacious conduct and its Ghengis Khan-
like demeanor, it has dealt and is dealing terrible blows to the
European and ultimately, ihe world revolution. It denied the
. right to self-determination to all its conquered peoples. It de-
manded and extracted spheres of influences, “bilateral” trade
agreements, raw material concessions in the best imperialist
-style. It drowned the independent working class movements
" in blood and “convinced” its political opponents by means of
the NKVD and the hangman’s noose. It added untold millions
-of war prisoners, workers and peasants, political opponents of
all nationalities, to its own vast reservoiir of forced labor. It
looted the countryside bringing starvation to the masses as
much as it looted the factories in the cities, undermining the
economic foundations of the very eclass destined to lead man-
kind out of chaos — the proletariat. It trampled democratic
and political freedom underfoot. It denied the most funda-
> mental rights to political refugees and demanded their forcible
return to their home countries. In short—it brought the reality
of Soviet Russian life today to the masses of Europe and the
Far East.

In the face of this almost uncending list of crimes against
the socialist revolution, the record of The Militant is both
pitiful and criminal indeed. The Militant has failed in its
revolutionary task to tell the truth.

The attacks on the Kremlin in whatever few manifestos
or resolutions which appesred in The Militant were purely per-
functory and hence, meaningless, since the line was not carried
out in the party’s propagunda and press. v

The objective resultant of the party press’s failure to in

any way adequately deal with the Kremlin’s crimes thus be-'

.comes, at least. implicitly or by omission, a capitulation to
Stalinism on the part of the Trotskyist movement.

What remains is to urcover the roots of this terrvible record

of the party press. There is probably no comrade in the party,
be he majorityite or minorityite, who s not aware of the fact
that- — without a resolvtion to signal a change of line —
the majority leadership in its dealings with Stalinism is pro-
ceeding from the fundamental premise that an Anglo-American
war against the USSR is imminent. Hence, the defense of the
USSR is placed again in the foreground of our propaganda.
Further proof of this contention is to be found in the fact
that The Militant’s record on the SU is clightly better for 1945,
and gets progressively wovse in 1946 when the SWP majority
began to be convinced of the “imminence” of war.  The Con-
vention resolution on the SU (October 1944) —accepted only
under the pressure of Cowrade Natalia and the SWP minority,
and proclaiming the receding into the background of the
slogan of defense of the SU-—has now been buried quietly in
the backyard. Burcaucratically, without consent or knowledge

of the party, the line was cnanged. Civen the “imminence” of

a new war, the slogan of defense of the SU is suddenly back
in the foreground; the slegan of the defense of the-European
revolution against all its enemies has receded into the back-
ground. Presumably, as far as the majorityites are concerned,
the European revolution is off the agenda for the moment and
is to be preceded by the war against the USSR. For if it was
not, how could theg “imminence” of a war against a trustworthy
accomplice in putting down the revolution be otherwise explam-
ed?

. We shall not enter here into a discussion of the SWP ma-
jority’s ludicrous position on the “imminence” of war, for such

. discussion is irrelevant to the subject: Regardless of the major-

ity’s position on the present world situztion, their concept of a
defense of the SU still has nothing in common with Trotsky’s

concept of the deféense of the SU. Let us recall certain key
formulations. of his interpretation of defense of the SU and
counterpose to them The Militant’s role during the past year.

1. However progressive tha statification of mdustry in-

Soviet-occupied territory, “this does not alter the generally
reactionary character of the Kremlin’s poliey,” which it i
“indispensable ‘ to tirelessly warn the masses against.” (In
Defense of Marxism, p. 133.)
When has The Militant ever “tirelessly” _pointed this out"
“ 2. “The defense of the USSR coincides for us with the
preparation of world revolution. Only those methods are per-
missible which do not conflict with the interests of the revolution.
The defense of the USSR is related to the.world socialist revo-
lution as a tactical task is related to a strategic one. . A
tactic is subordinated to o
in contradiction to the latter.”
17, 18.) )

When did The Militant point out to the masses that the
Kremlin's occupation of Eastern Europe, Germany, and the Far
East is “in contradiction” to the strategic goal of world 1e\olu-
tion?

3. “The primary poliiical criterion for us is not the»trans-
formation of property relations in this or another .area, how-

(In Defense of Marxism, pp.

. ever important these may be in themselves, but rather the

change in the eonsciousness and orgunization of the world.

proletariat, the raising of their capacily for defendmg former
conquests' and accomplishing new ones. From this one — and
the only decisive standpoint — the policies of Moscow, aken
as a whole, completelyv reiain their reactionary charactex ‘and

remain the chief obstacle on the road to the world revolutlon »ool

(In Defense of Marxism, p. 19.)
When did The Militant point this cut?? ! :
4. “The statification of the means of productlon ls a
progressive measure, but its progressiveness is relatne, 1ts
specific wexght depends on the sum total of all the other factors.

K
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strategic goal and in no case can be .
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Thus, we must first and feremost establish that the extension
of the territory dominated by bureaucvatic autocracy and par-
asitism, cloaked by ‘socialist’ measures, can augment the'pres-
tige of the Kremlin, engender illusions concerning the possib-
ility of replacing the proletarian revolution by bureaucratic
maneuvers, and so on. This .evil by far cutweighs the progress-
ive content of Stalinist reforms.” (In Defense of Marxism,
p. 19.)

When did The Militant “first and foremost” point this out? ?

5. “We were and remain against seizures of new terri-
tory by-tpe Kremlin.”. (In Defense of Marxism, p. 20.)

When did The Militant point this ocut?

For more th‘m one entire year, the party press, under the
compulsion of a completely distorted concept of the defense of
the SU, has objectively, both by what it said and what it
omitted, defended Russian foreign policy. It has done so,

furthermore, in violation of the party’s own 1944 resolution on
the SU. It is high time that the party press began to espouse
a Trotskyist interpretation of the USSR’s role in Europe and
the Far East instead of objectively capitulating to a Stalinist
interpretation.

Again on Nuremberg and the Church
: By JOHN FREDERICKS

On April 8, 1946, submltted a document to the Political
Committee of the party for publication in the Internal Bulletin

and for discussion in the party. To date, June 25, that document.

has not been published and no discussion has taken place around
it. Since history does not ‘stand still, and events in this epoch
occur with lightning-like rapidity, it now becomes necessary to
restate my position on two of the topics contained in my “New
Issues for Discussion”. This is necessitated by the non-publica-
tion of my document.

The fact that the Political Committee did not publish my
article sooner makes it now read like a distortion of the facts.

Its publication now, after a lapse of 3 months, constitutes a-

gross misrepresentation of the condition I described at the time.
This period has been used by the leadership to change the line
that I have criticized.

Events and criticisms lose all meaning if published out
of the period for which they were written. I can find no valid
excuse for this delay other than the desire of the leadership
to correct themselves before publishing my document.

1 can only hope that future discussion articles will find more
prompt publication and discussion in the party ranks. If a 3-
month pre-convention discussion period is to be anything but
a farce, then prompt publication of articles becomes a pre-
requisite for any healthy discussion.

I ask therefore, that the party read my article with the
date, April 8, in mind. i

THE NUREMBERG TRIALS

The question of utilizing the Nuremberg Trials for the.pur-
pose of further exposing the slanders of the Stalinists against
our party and Leon Trotsky was first raised by our British Sec-
tion in a letter to the SWP dated December 23, 1945, The first
public notice given the world that the SWP had a position on
the matter came in the May 18 issue of The Militant, 5 months
late! In the meantime a number of other Trotskyist Parties in
Europe, notably the French, Belgian and Dutch Sections of the
Fourth International, took up the campaign and secured the
signatures of prominent literary and political people to peti-
tions addressed to the Nuremberg court. In this country a long
list of over 100 prominent signers sent a petition to the court.
Until May 18, in spite of the invitation to participate in this
petition, in spite of the fact that we should have initiated such
a petition, the leadership did absolutely nothing!

Now we have a position, Now the party is told about the
issue. If my article provoked the leadership into doing some-
thing then it has had an effect. Let us see what the statement
contains.

First let me ask a few pertinent questions. Why do we
label the American Petition the “Thomas-Woll” Statement?
The petition was the work of Jack Weber, former member of the

NC of the SWP, James T. Farrell, Meyer Schapiro, Sidney
Hook and Max Shachtman. Do you think that zither Thomas
or Matthew Woll would either initiate such a petition or collect
the necessary signatures? Why did we refuse to participate?
Why did we not draw up a petition of our own? We find the
clue in Stein’s statement that he does not believe the former
Dewey Committee’s intervention is realistic. In other words
he felt that the party was unable, because of its isolation, to
attract any number of signers to such a petition, Here we have
a confession that the SWP has isolated itself from all the intel-
lectuals of the country. What a confession! :

Who stopped the party from demanding that a representa-
tive of Natalia Trotsky be sent to the trial? Apparently no one.

In a letter from M. Stein to Al Goldman dated Feb. 18,
1946, he stated, “The approach of the English Comrades appears
to be one of an attempt to vindicate Trotsky. This we believe,
is false. It is particularly bad to call on officials of the Nurem-
berg Trials to intervene in order to provesthe truth of the Mos-
cow Trials.” Yet the May 18 Statement in The Militant says,
“The Nuremberg Trials and the campaign around them initiated
by the British Trotskyists, have served to expose the Moscow
Trials as Frame-Ups once again.”

Why does the American leadership attack the British Party
internally in order to cover their own incorrect position, and
then pretend in the press that they think the idea was a good
one? The truth of the matter is simple. The British Section,
and the majority of the Fourth International for that matter,
were more correct than our American leadership in this matter.
They gained from this activity while the SWP was forced to
issue an apologetic statement to explain its 5 months of absten-
tionism. Then they launch into a series of articles extolling the
qualities of the Old Bolsheviks.

Bolshevik history is fine, comrades, but it is no substitute
for correct action when action is on the order of the day. Our
entire historical series did not do 1/10 of the good that our
participation in a petition campaign would have accomplished.
The “Thomas-Woll” statement received country-wide publicity.
Our historical studies reached only Militant readers but I fear
that they missed the real point of the petition campaign. The
fact remains that the future Stalinist attempt to frame up
Trotsky has been scotched. No credit for this goes to the SWP
leadership. Our abstentionism remains part of the record. No
amount of explanations can erase it.

There was a real reason why-we abstained in this mattef,
Its roots are political. How could we give the contradictory line
of the party during that period in the pages of the press?

On the one hand we were telling the world that war between
the United States and the Soviet Union was on the order of
the day. Internally, the party was told that the issues of the
Nuremberg Trials presented a great danger. “These judges
are just as capable of perpetrating another frame-up as were

-~

— 25 —



the judges of the Moscow Trials”. Make up your minds com-
rades, are the Stalinists ready to collaborate with the imperial-
ists, or are they ready io fly at each others throats?

It is this sort of incapacity for coping with new political
events that leaves the leadership helpless in the face of these
events. In this case we had two incorrect lines, one, the Stalin-
ist line on the imminence of war, and two, the line, now proven
false, that the Stalinists were about to collaborate in another
frame-up. This situation is created by keeping questions of this
nature locked up in the National Committee, in a closed circle,
in the name of “démocratic centralism”. If the party membership
were alive to these questions, their interest stimulated through
discusgion of new political problems, then perhaps there would
be fewer errors in our results. The party would be a healthier
institution for such discussions.

THE GATHOL!C CHURCH

My next point concerns that section of my previous docu-
ment dealing with the Catholic Church. In it, I accused the
Teadership of abstaining from attacking the Catholic Church in
_ihis period. Now, Comrade Hansen has written an article at-
tacking the Pope. Fine, if my article prompted the appearance
of the Hansen article, then it is further proof that such a eriti-
cism was needed. The last such piece on the church was con-
tained in the Sept. 9, 1944, issue of The Militant. The only
other piece to appear for the year 1944, was part of an article
by A. Roland on Mexico in June 1944,

When I accused the leadership of abstentionism on this
questlon I was not working on intuition. I made it a point to

\

inquire among members of the Militant staff concerning this
omission. I was informed that, “It is not the policy of The
Militant to attack the Church, because of our new readers.”
Unfortunately the statement is not in writing and probably
will be denied, but the pages of The Militant are available for-
study. Look at the record.

I'did not raise this question because of any personal feel-
ing in the matter. It is an’ 1mportant political question today.
Look at the reactionary record of the Church in Italy, Spain,
France and Belgium. Next to the Stalinists, the Church stands
as a bulwark in defense of capitalist property relations and con-
stitutes a tremendous obstacle in the path of any KEuropean
Revolution.

The Pope needs America, and Amerlcan imperialists are de-
pending upon the Church to do yeoman service for capitalism

* in the next period in America. Cardinal Speliman stands at the

head wf these reactionary forces hele We must attack them
again and again.

The Hansen piece has served its purpose for the time being.
Silence of 2 years has been broken. Exposure has helped to
correct a bhad 51tuat10n But please, Comrade Hansen, do not walk
through the subject as if you had bare feet and the path were
strewn with broken glass. Go on from there, expose every re-
actionary political move of the Vatican and its American coun-
terparts. Do not stop at their politics alone but strike a blow
at religion itself. Do as Lenin did, tell the workers honestly
that, “religion is the opium of the people.” In that way you
will help the workers to’understand that the Church and relxgmn
" everywhere acts as an arm of capitalism.

June 24, 1946

Revolutionary Politics Versus Political Inertia

The ‘Soldie'rs' Demonstrations and the Conduct of the SWP
By DAVE JEFFRIES

The making of a revolution is above all a political task.
Trade union struggles can only bear fruit if they become trans-
formed into political struggles. The supvort from wide non-
proletarian sections of the population re~uisite for a victorious
revolutionary struggle can cnly be obtuined by political agita-
tion aimed in many directions. A party that ignores the task
of sustained, concentrated political agitation will rever reach
the outer gates of revolutionary leadership.

These embarassingly ¢lementary observations are promvted
by what has become a pattern of reaction to impertant political
events on the part of the SWP leadership. We have seen this
pattern. repeated now several times — during the Greek events,
in connettion with the Indonesian rebellion and the Jewish
question, and finally, in the most significant event of all for
the American political scene, the soldiers’ demonstrations.

" The pattern is a simple one — it can best be characterized
as political inertia. . An important :evolutionary event takes
place; the Greek or Indonesian masses rise in a prolonged rev-
olutionary struggle and are shot down by British and American
arms; a fermept centered around the demand for free immigra-
tion into Palestine spreads among Jews the world over at the
same time that an armed struggle against the British is launched
in Palestine. The situaticn calls for support from and activity
among the American working class. What is the reaction of
the SWP leadership? The progress eof revolutionary events
is noted with a grateful nod in the “Militant,” a few slogans

are thrown off for literary exercise — and on to 5,000 more .

_ subscriptions for the press! If after a long enough period of
time the struggling massas still have their heads above water

(with no thanks to the stupport they have recewed from their
“allies”) they may be rewarded with a msss meeting in their
honor where -the calm air will be shattered by cries of “All
Support to the Indonesian Masses.” This, if shoutéd loud
enough, being enough to make imperialism tremble, life con-
tinues as. before. Is anything done in the trade unions or any-"
where else to gather this “support”? Is a concentrated cam-

_ paign conducted among scctions of the population most closely

affected — the minority organizations, the Negroes, the Indo-
nesian seamen? No, we are leaving the Indonesians to them-
selves — they have our good wishes and what more can they
desire!

Are these “foreign,” “1 =mote” events, of no interest to the
American workers, and therefore providing pdor agltatlonal
material? Courageous philistinism is necessary for such an
assertion, but we will not even argue with it. Let us instead
examine a first-rate political development, important primarily
to the domestic scene and with a significance surpassed by no
other American event in the past few years — the soldiers’
demonstrations for immediate demobilization and democratiza-
tion of the Army.

What did the SWP leadership do? How did it react to
this most important and pregnaut development in the American
social sttuggle? This we shall now see.

The Significance of the Soldiers’ Demonstrdtiohs’

The American Army, reflecting the backwardness of t.he
American working class ard popular mass in geherdl, Has
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ditionally been the most politically backward in the world. On
the other hand, the American equalitarian tradition has tended
to make the American scldier least ideologically susceptible
to the caste discipline of the Army. Whereas in England, due

. to the advanced consciousness of the labor movement, together
with the aristoeratic Army tradition, the leftward movement
of the soldiers manifested itself in a decided swing towards
the Labor Party, in the United States radicalization took as its
point of departure, in the best American empirical tradition, a
mass discontent with the slow rate of demopilization and, to
compensate for the lower consciousness, gathered within itself
an explosive force.

The demonstrations have provided the finest example of
how even the lowest political consciousness can advance with
seven-league strides once it becomes agitated (in the mass)
over the most elementary political questions. Resentment against
not being sent home leads directly to the question: “What ave
we doing here?” The answer is apparent, and it was amply
provided in the leaflets and speeches of the demonstrators:
“We are being kept here to safeguard the investments of Big
Business and implement the imperialist plans of the govern-
ment.” In other words, the simple desire to go home leads to
anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist consciousness more effective-
ly than would a thousand socialist lectures. And that is not all.

Springing from the “Go Home” demonstrations came the
demand for democratization of the Army. Af the demonstrations
have done nothing else they have provided revolutionists with
the best possible peg for future agitation in the Army. The
Brass Hats were not able ‘o put down the demonstrations which
were in flagrant violation of ordinary discipline, and a tradition
has been created that will show its worth at a later date. Any
revolutionist in the Army can henceforth stand on the shoulders
of those who demanded democratization of the Army and can
indicate the method by which these and other demands can be
won. The future value of this cannot be over-estimated.

It is no accident that advanced labor.and political elements
were precipitated into the leadership of these demonstrations in
case after case. Well-known Stalinists such as Dave Livingston
came to the forefront in many places. Emil Mazey, an ad-
vanced trade union militant, became ‘one of the scldiers’ elected
representatives, and, in a. least one case, a revolutionary so-
cialist played an extremely important role.

This was no accident because the situation was pregnant
with the most significant consequences for the class struggle
in many parts of the world. As an American correspondent
testified, the morale of the soldiers was so low that an entire
division would not have been able to defeat a tribe of Philippine
Maoris.! These soldiers did not want to be used against colonial
peoples and they*said so in no uncertain terms. What a problem
for American Imperialism! How can imperialist power be
maintained without good, 1eliable imperialist troops?  The
American government saw its whole foreign policy threatened
from an unexpected direction.

The developments were no less sigrificant from the stand-
?ﬁoint of the American class struggle itself. Aside from the
consciousness within the Army, which, as we have pointed out,
stands upon an entirely new level, thr demonstrations have not
failed to have a wider effect. First of all, the soldiers were not
slow to draw correct conclusions in ccnnection with the ma-
chinations of the government for a peacetime draft. They have
realized that they are being used as blackmail for re-enactment
of the draft, and as a result they have become embittered not
only against the Big Brass, but also against the entire idea

1. This refers, needless to say, teo their morale in the imperialist
sense, Their revolutionary morale was unsurpassed,

of military training. More than this, they have absorbed some
ideas about the role of the “government” that they will not
fail to carry with them into civilian life.

We have witnessed ferment stirring an entire army of
millions, breaking out sirrultaneously from one corner of the
world to the other, in almost every place that an American
soldier was stationed. To this develorment, absolutely unpre-
cedented in American life, it was the duty of a revolutionary
party worth its salt to react swiftly. .

What Action Did the Situation Call For?

It is difficult to conceive of a revolutionary action capable
of arousing more sympaihy and support among the widest
layers of the population than did these demonstrations in favor
of returning home. Almost every man, woman and child in
the country has near relatives or close friends in the army, and
what could be better calculated to arouse their sympathy than
the demand that these soldiers be brought home from their
exile? Support for the demonstrating soldiers was so strong
that hardly anyone in the government hierarchy dared to de-
nounce the demonstrators despite théir manifest challenge to
imperialism.

‘Under these circumstances, and in view of all that has
been said about the. significance of the soldiers’ action, it was
mandatory for a revolutionary party to seize hold of the op-
portunity for extensive agitation in support ,and develop-
ment of the soldiers’ demands. The labor movement in par-
ticular was susceptible to such agitation, for its own fate
is affected no little by the attitude held towards it by the sol-
diers and returning veterans. If the labor movement had come
out loudly and heartily in support of the soldiers it would have
accumulated a tremendous credit in the ranks of the army.
Returning veterans would not forget who it was that came
actively to their support, and in the aimy itself, even far into
the future, soldiers primed for use against labor would be
reminded on what side the workers ranged themselves when
the interests of the soldiers were at stake.

Nothing but for-the-record support could have been ex-
pected from the labor bureaucrats, for the last thing they
desire is to come into conflict with the state. Nothing more
could have been expected from them, we. say, but more could
have been expected from a revolutionary party. It is a sad
fact, however, that nothirg more was forthcoming from this
source either.

“The Militant” editorialized that “Labor Must Support the
GIs,” but this never got off the printed page. It is easy to
be radical in the literary fashion of Hansen, who compared the
soldiers’ committees to the Russian Soviets; it is another thing
to transform this “radicalism” into =zction. This the SWP
failed to do. Correction: it did not fail; it never tried!

The situation was crying for intervention by the revolu-
tionary party. It was ansolutely incumbent upon us to ae-
cumulate credit for oursclveg amony soldiers, workers and
petty-hourgeois masses ai’ke by a widespread campaign in
support and explanation of the soldiers’ struggle. Into it
we could have entered with sonte of our most important slogans
in the most effective marner. What purpose are our slogans
for democratizing the army, bringing home the troops and
independence of oppresse! nations supposed to serve? Are
they mere literary calisthenics or are they designed to affect
the actual course of the class struggle? Here the battle is
actually begging us for leadership, but, sunk in a routine
lethargy, the SWP leadership is looking the other way. “Sol-
diers’ demonstrations? Very fine. But let us get on with more
important affairs.”
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‘The minimum that was required. of 4 revdltionary organ-
ization was a campaign of mass meetings, publicized by ex-
tensive leaflet distributior, in support of the demonstrators.
Such a campaign was considered entirely feasible and within
the reach of the party in connection with the Freeport and
Fontana cases. Why not in support of the soldiers’ demonstra-
tions, an event incomparably more important and providing
access to wider sections of the population?

Especially feasible and necessary were resolutions of sup-
port in the trade unions, introduced by our fractions and sym-
pathizers. Who could have opposed them? After important
sections of the labor movement had gone on record in support,
sympathy action (strikes, demonstrations, etc.) could have been
proposed.

Finally, it was necessary to get access to the soldiers
themselves and indicate our support. This is more difficult
and must be carefully done, but it was possible as well as
necessary. The ferment among the soldiers created an arena
for us at the time that we did not have before, opened their
ears to us and gave us a protective cover for our agitation.

A document proposing precisely these steps (appended to
thxa article) was laid befoir the Political Committee on January
17, after almost two weeks had elapsed since the first wide-

spread demonstrations without any directives from the National
Office. When it was presented the National Organizer admitted
thaj'. in that time the question of what to do had not even been
discussed in either the Political Committee or the Secretariat
and that no action had been taken or was contemplated.

And that was precisely where the affair rested. Subsequent
to the introduction of the proposals into the PC not a single
step was taken, Not a single mass meeting was called, nor,
so far as I am aware, was a single leaflet issued or a single
resolution introduced into the trade unions. That is the record:
a record of complete political lethargy.

‘Was nothing done? Didn’t anybody pay any attention at all
€o the events? Oh no! — we were informed that notice had
indeed been taken. To be sure, no meetings had been called,
no leaflets issued and nc resolutions introduced — for that
“we didn’t have the forces”, but the subject had actually been
taken up in a directive on veterans affairs. Let no one think
that we are not sensitive to events! From a five-page directive
dealing with the question of veterans, sent out weeks after the
demonstrations, here is the one paragraph that so much as
touches on the problem:

“Wherever possible c¢ur comrades should play an im-
portant part in locals and other union bodies, The main
struggle of the veterans is still centered around the
struggle to get out of the armed forces. Men recently
demobilized are deeply interested in the soldiers’ fight to
get out of uniform. Men still in uniform are carefully watch-

ing the actiong of all gioups to see what they are déing‘ -
get them out of the Army and Navy. Resolutions supporting

GI demands for demobiiization play an important role in
v:inning their confidence and allegiance. Strong, unambig-

uous support of GI demands now will pay unions big dividendsix{

in the future.”

There is the exhaustive statement we were referred to!

Buried in a long document on veterans’ problems, and sent
exclusively to the veterans fractions. That is how to get the
party into action!

As ridiculous as this paragraph is when measured against
the necessity of arousing the party on the demobilization ques-
tion, it nevertheless poses some interesting questions to its
authors:

“Men still in uniform are watching the actions of all
groups to see what they are doing to get them out of the
Army and Navy.”

In that case, shouldn’l we be doing something to show them
what we are doing, since we, not the trade unions are going to
make the revolution?

“Resolutions supporting GI demands for demobilization
play an important role ir winning their confidence and al-
legiance.” *

Then why aren’t we ’ntroducing them?

“Strong unambiguous support of GI demands now will pay
unions big dividends in the future.”

Cofrect! But it will pay us big dividends too.
no one but ourselves had any intention of getting the unions
to move on this question, the result is that neither the unions
nor the SWP is reaping any “big dividend,” either now or “in
the future.”

LoEw o

As we indicated at the beginning of this article, the SWP
leadership has established a well-grooved paftern in failing to
intervene actively in political developments such as this. It is
a pattern to which an end must be brcught if the SWP is to
achieve revolutionary leadership. Only by putting itself actively
at the head of every struggle of the oppressed, and not just
that' struggle which begins in the factories, can a party aspire
to lead a revolution. We are in the factories to lead the masses

into politics; we are not in politics in order to turn their at-
tention exclusively to the factories. Our task is to politicalizt

the entire working class. Cne way of dcing this is by our trans-
itional demands, but no less important is the introduction of
questions that originate as primarily pelitical. Murray, Green
& Co. inveigh loudly against bringing “politics” into the unions
— they understand its significance. QOur job is to meet them
head-on in this as in other questions. Let us practice reveolu-
tionary politics in the full sense of the term.

April 28, 1946. _ -

Proposals to the PC on Soldiers’ Demonstrations

The agitation that has been rweeping the American Army
in resentment against being kept from going home, and which
has culminated in the unprecederted mass demonstrations of
the past few weeks is pregnant with the greatest significance
not only for the Army itseif but for the entire American poli-
tical scene. 1t signifies the politicalization of the American
soldier and his entrance iuto the class struggle at a most im-
portant point. Every report shows that the awakening political
consciousness of the soldier which has taken as its point of
departure the natural desive to return home necessarily develops
into an anti-imperialist consciousness. In many cases the “Go

Home” demonstrations have also been the stepping-stone for
demands to democratize the army by eliminating officers’
privileges.

These soldiers’ actions have the greatest importance from
two standpoints — the development of the European and Colon-
ial revolutions and the struggle of the workingelass here in
America. The “Go-Home” sentiments of the American soldier

can become one of the most important levers in lifting the -

weight of American Imperialism off the backs of the European
and Asiatic masses and permitting them to develop their strug-
gles successfully. And if this demand cf the soldiers is taken
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up boldly and clearly by the workers here at home, there can
be no more effective way of uniting the soldiers and veterans
with the labor movement in the anti-capitalist struggle.

For these reasons we feel that it is incumbent on the SWP
to enter immediately upon a campaign to rouse the labor move-
ment in support of the soldiers’ demands. The sentiment to
bring home the troops is one of the mest popular in the country

" at the present time. The SWP should appear as the champion
of this sentiment both to the soldiers and to their families and
friends in the labor movement. There is no more important
task in the development of the struggle against American
Imperialism and in raising the political level of the whole
American proletariat.

We propose that the PC implement such a campaign with
all the forces at the party’s disposal. The party should dis-

A Letter on the

Introductory note: This letter was written to Comrade
Shelton immediately after I had read his article in the July
27 “Militant” dealing wita the Jewish question. As the text
of the letter will show, I suspected aven at that time when
I had had no word from Comrade Shelton, that it was the
editors who were largely, if not entirely responsible for some
of the obviously false stalements appearing under Comrade
Shelton’swmame. I have had my own experience with this prac-
tice; the propriety of which we shall leave for discussion on
another occasion. My suspicions were correct. I have since
been informed by Comrade Shelton that much of what I ob-
jéi:ted to, including the absence of any positive program to
solve the Jewish problem, was the work of the editors, who
threw out an entire paragraph giving support to the slogan
of free immigration to Palestine. With this explanation we set
the record straight.

- D.J.

Dear Dan: .

I hope you will not be offended If I am sharply critical of
your article in the July 27 “Militant” c¢n the Jewish question.
Perhaps some of the fermulations were the result of the

_editor’s pen and not yours in which case a protest should be

lod~rd, but I will go on the ascumption that the article was
written in its entirety by yourself,

. In geéneral, it is a ccncession to the Cannonites’- whole
political approach to continue to write articles on the Jewish
question demonstrating the terrible fate of the Jews under

- capitalism, instead of writing articles telling the Jews what
 to do about it.

Our articles should cease to moralize generally
upon the ills of capitalism and the benefits of socialism, and
must instead present a practical program for people to act on.
Otherwise the Jewish worker reading our press can justifiably
say, “Well, the Zionist program may be difficult to realize, but
it is better than nothing, and that is what you have to offer.”
(Your article, after all, only presents the difficulties of achiev-
ing a Jewish state, a rather false argument, and fails to show
that, realizable or not, it would be reactionary.)

More important than this, are certain formulations in the

tribute thousands of leaflets on the question, feature it in the
“Militant,” introduce resolutions in the trade unions, organize
mass meetings (demonstrations if possible), etc. Among the
most important tasks is te begin getting our propaganda on
this and related questions to the soldiers themselves. The
present discontent in the Army creates an excellent arena
for us.

If such a campaign is condncted with the necessary initia-
tive and audacity, it can bccome one of the most effective wea-
pons in developing the pa:ty and the entire class struggle here
in America.

Dave Jeffries

Leo Lyons

Shirley Allen
January 17, 1946

Jewish Question

article which seem to me to be direct concessions to the Can-
nonite position on the subject. To say that “The ‘Jewish Home-
land’ today is a place of horror to the Jews, reminiscent of
their life under Hitler is false. The crucial difference is that
in Palestine they are an oppressed nationality, whereas in Ger-
many they were a persecuted and atcmized minority. That
is, in Palestine they are a concenirated national grouping, dhle
to have their own organizations of all sorts, and for this very
reason able to conduct a dctermined and organized fight against
their oppressors (as they ¢o today), whereas in Germany they
were helpless. If one is to take your assertion literallv, it be-
comes difficult to understand why European Jews should want
to go to Palestine, or, more important, why we should raise the
slogan to let them go there. And that is precisely the conclu-
sion the Cannonites will draw. -

Again, when you state that “Hagana’s struvgle up to now )
has not -been anti-imperialist, but rather a struggle for con-
tinued Jewish immigration,” you fall into the Cannonite trap.
That assertion is of the same order as Cliff’s question, “Can
Zionism be anti-imperialist?” Both look at the formal aspect
of the question, that is, the ideolcgy.involved, and thus ignore
the real content. The answer to CLiff’s question is that the
Zionist ideology can never be anti-imperialist, but that dut of
the Zionist movement, and even tempnrarily under Zionist lead:
ership, there can emerge an anti-i'p rialist force. The ansver
to your assertion is that despite the collaborationist ideology
of the leadership, the struggle of ths Hagana for continued
Jewish immigration is anti-imperialist. The British realize this
very well, and you yourself even demonstrate that this is so in
your article, when you point out how British plans for Palestine
are incompatible with further Jewish immigration. To be sure,
the leadership would like to confine the struggle to the level of
harassment, but then our task is to broaden and develop it into
a rounded and all-embracirg revolutionary battle, not to tell the
Jews that theirs is not an anti-imperialist struggle. In politics
as in everything else, things do not zppear all at once full-
formed.

Yours,
Dave Jeffries




In the revolutionary movement there is no lack of paralyz-

;‘.’?- ing dogma that passes for theoretical thought on the Jewish
3: question. T. Cliff’s article, in the January 1946 Fourth In-

ternational, elucidating his position on Zionism provides a
striking display of the sterility often displayed when dealing

*  with the present stage of the Jewish national problem.
Cliff poses the whole problem as follows: “Can Zionism
be anti-imperialist?” This artificial posing of the question
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f-‘ enables him to knock down the proverbial straw man with
8 consummate ease: “. . . whatever happens during an uprising
£ " of the peoples of the East against imperialism, Zionism will
%’ ‘ not go over to the revolutionary side.” The essence of Cliff’s
Fg; position revolves around this proposition: that since Zionism
t, i is an agent of British Imiperialism the Jewish national move-
ﬁi - ment is essentially a force designed to oppose the Arab move-
oo ment for national liberation. Therefore the Zionist movement

is reactionary in its entirety.

Instead of disposing of the question by the method of
stringing together reactionary speeches made by the Zionist
leaders, it is of primary importance to understand the im-
portance of Jewish history, both past and present, in order to

-

S;‘é gain a correct perspective on the Jewish question as it presents
?Q itself today. In the course of this article I will try to demon-
% strate, on the historical plane that the prqlongation of capital-
% jsm in its declining stage forces the reconstitution of Jewry
;,,r upon a territory of its own as a compelling historical tendency.
i‘; In 1937 Trotsky wrote: “During my youth I rather leaned
: toward the prognosis that the Jews of different countries
‘f ’ would be assimilated and that the Jewish question would thus
§‘ disappear in a quasi-dautomatic fashion. The historical develop-

ment of the last quarter of a century has not confirmed this
perspective.” (My emphasis — L.L.) Let us proceed to examine
why Trotsky’s perspective was false and how we should
re-orient ourselves in relation to the contemporary Jewish
problem.

Historical Analysis of the Jews Under Capitalism

Ine their embryonic periods the developing capitalist coun-
. tries of England, France, Holland and Spain absorbed the
Jews into the pores of their economic organisms and later
purged them from their systems as the cycle of their economic
evolution passed to a higher stage. The next countries to
attract the Jewish goldbags (the Jewish merchant was a
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g‘ . catalytic agent that stimulated economic progress) were
:‘; . Germany, Poland and Russia.

y European Jewry was alienated from the feudal community
W because a) the Jews acted as agents of the nobility (as tax
b collectors for the large estates, etc.), and b) the Jew, in the
A# role of usurer, flayed all strata of the Gentile community. This
b unpopular role of the Jews caused the ethnological differences
‘: s to become greatly magnified in the eyes of the massces. Only

modern industry was able to batter down the Ghetto walls and
bring the Jews out of isolation. When it became possible for
the Jews to enter the doors of the secular world of Christianity,
assimilation became the norm. Therefore, capitalism, in its
rising years, with its seemingly limitless opportunities, super-
ficially seemed to offer a final solution to the Jewish problem.
However, the milieu of the 1840’s did not prevent the young
Karl Marx from seeing that ‘‘the question of the capacity of
the Jews for emancipation is from our standpoint transformed
Lo into the question, what particular social element has to be
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By LEO LYONS

A Revolutionary Progfam for the Jews

overcome in order to abolish Judaism? For the capacity of
c¢mancipation of the modern Jew is the relation of Judalsm to
the emancipation of the entire world.”

In Russia, due to the lateness of capitalist development, )

only the proletarian revolution was able to destroy the Ghettos,
and Pales. However, the failure of the world revolution, which’

resulted in the isolation of the Soviet Union in “an angry sea

cf capitalism” brought about its degeneration. This degenera- -
tion, fostered by economic backwardness, only intensified the -
Jewish national problem. The bureaucracy unsuccessfully tried
to.eliminate the problem by transﬂormmg the Jews from their ~

v hite-collar status to a more normalized existence (integrated -
into agriculture and industry) within the territory of Biro-,
Bidjan.

The regression which began in Russia, the country which
liberated the Jews to the greatest degree in the shortest time,
spread to the European continent with exceeding rapidity. The':

disorientation of the German revolutionary movement from "
1923 through 1932 by the Stalinist bureaucracy was instru--

mwental in dragging down the Weimar Republic beneath the
boots of Faseism. The Nazis began to rejuvenate the medieval

tradition by re-erection of the Ghettos, confiscation of Jewish
wealth and a terroristic anti-semitism unparalleled in history. .
The virus of Fascism spread throughout the Old World like a ~
contagious disease, and one of its effects was the cementing .

of previously dissolving Jewish national consciousness. Even
the Jewish labor movement in the United States, traditionally -

opposed to Zionism, now endorses. and supports the Wlorld*-

Zionist Organization.

The first major wave of Jewnsh immigration from Europe
to America and Palestine was stimulated by the Czar’s
pogroms, The spasmodic pressure of the world crises (smce
1929) caused Jewish capital to flow into Palestine, in turn in-
creasing Jewish immigration into the Holy Land. Hitlerism,
however, qualitatively changed the shape of the Jewish na-
tional movement. The carnage suffered by millions of European-
Jews made the half-millionl Jews in Palestine a bulwark'of hope-
for Jewry's very physical existence. From the body of decaying .
capitalism a cataclysm of pus (rotting European Fascism) has
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washed the Jews from Europe and reconstituted a segment of - -

world Jewry upon the soil of Palestine.
”

The Jews and Arabs in Palestine

Under the “benevolence” of the Balfour Declaration Jewish
noney and labor was permitted to transform the Palestinian
sand dunes into more fertile soil. The impetus of Zionism,

which concentrated much ecapital in Palestine caused a radical - =

change in the historical development of the Palestinian Arabs.

It is over-simplification to state that Jewish immigration is'
a force “oppressing the Arab movement for national libera-
tion.” As a matter of fact, Zionism.was the very factor that
developed Arab nationalism in Palestine.

This iy easy to demonstrate. Before World Whar I there
was a steady exodus of Arabs from Palestine. Under the
impetus’of Jewish immigration this tendency was brought to
a halt and an opposite tendency set in.! The non-Jewish
ropulation of Palestine increased from 673,000 in 1922 (census
figure) to -940,000 in 1935 (official estimate). This amounts

1L These statistics appeared in n pamphlet entitled ““‘Jews-and Arabs,
in Palestine.’”
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to an increase of 40% in fifteen years. By way of comparison,
; during the period from 1920 to 1932, the population of Egypt
: increased only 139, while that of TransJordan has remained

practically stationary since the First World War. In even
- sharper contrast, emigration from Syria has averaged 9500 per
year during the period from 1920 to 1930,

Arab population near Jewish settlements has shown a
marked increase compared to that in other sections of Palestine.
In Jaffa, near the ail-Jewish city of Tcl-Aviv, the Arab popula-
tion increased 69% in the period from 1922 to 1935, and in
dJerusalem, with a large Jewish commiunity, the Arab populatiof
increased 47%. By contrast, in the Arab cities of Jenin and
Nablus, the increasc was only twelve and ecight percent
respectively. This tendency’is shown even more clearly in
the case of Arab villages near Jewish scttlements:

g T e

Population Increasc

Salama (near Tel-Aviv) .............. 2127
Zarnuqua (near Rishon-le-Zion) ...... 102
Yibna (near Ness-Ziona) ............ 101%

Compared to this, the population in the non-Jewish districts of

g Tulkarem and Nablus increased only thirty-five and twenty-
_- eight percent respectively.

"* The development of the productive forces in Palestine

' by Jewish and Arab capitalists produced the phencmenon of
Arab trade unions. Despite the smallness of the productive

‘forces the concentration of the Palestinian proletariat made
it necessary for the Arab unions to affiliate with the General
Federation of Jewish Labor (Histadrut) in order to fight their

7, class enemy, the bourgeoisie. These Arub unions have a mem-

b bership of 2,000.2 Other Arab trade unions, hostile to the
- Histadrut, were organized by the government in order to split

. the labor movement nationally, — they have a membership of

k" 15,000. Despite this split, in 1943 eleven Arab strikes took place

" ,with- 4,143 workers participating. Four additional strikes of

4;,000 Jews and Arabs together also occurred. Special note

shoyld be taken of the one-day strike of 30,000 government

‘«émplo'yees, half-Jewish and half-Arab.

.~ - Therefore we see that the Jewish immigration.into Palestine
brought in its wake.a large Arab influx into the country and
-erpated the basis for a genuine Arab national movement despite
the chauvinism of the official Zionist leadership and a good
part of its membership. There has thus been created in
"Palestine a peculiar bi-national problem, resulting from the

" economie interdependence of Arabs and Jews.

It is not for a Marxist to balance upon a moral scale <he
acts of anti-Arab chauvinism against the positive results of
4" \Jewish immigration. The situation is there, and it is our task
.. to utilize every avenue of constructive work that this bi-

national problem opens. The struggle for an independent Arab-

" Jewish republic is a serious blow to British Imperialism and
‘herice progressive. .

.7 British Imperialism has, needless to say, been quick to

grasp every possible weapon in its attempt to divide Arab

from Jew. The reactionary Zionist dream of a “Judenstaat”

"~ (Jewish Commonwealth) was channelized to the good advantage

‘" of a Britain anxious to maintain its grip upon the Near East
" Empire. John Bull’s tentacles are sunk deep into the Holy

.. Land: pipe lines from the Iranian oil fields pump England's

;- blood into the Palestinian city of Haifa, and the newly-con-

- structed naval base at Tel-Aviv threatens cven the pre-
" eminence of Alexandria. The tremendous influx of Buitish

,fommies into Palestine signifies the conversion of the land into

. = gl =

an armed camp, aimed at guarding against both a rival im-
perialist penetration of Britain’s lifeline and rational uprisings
of Jews and Arabs.

In order to maintain its domination, Britain has played the
age-old game of setting one nationality off against the other.
It has alternately used Jews against the Arab struggle and
Arabs against Jewish national aspirations. Now, at the close of
World War II, it is the turn of the Jews to be clubbed over the
head. Britain finds it important to retain the support of the
Arabs as a lever against ‘the French in Syria and, more im-
pertant, as a means with which to hold off the threatening
American imperialist penetration cf British possessions in the
Near East. For these reasons, Churchill and Attlee alike cut
Jewish immigration to a trickle and inaugurate a campaign of
intimidation against the Jewish population. ’

But the Palestinian Jews, with the remnants of European’
Jewry on their conscience, have shown that they are not
willing to submit to such a scheme without vesistance. The
assassination of Lord Moyne in Cairo by Jewish terrorists last
year was like a flash of lightning before the storm. It served
as a warning that the Jewish masses in Palestine were on the
verge of launching a determined national struggle.

The Jews in Palestine consist, for the most part, of refugees’
from (Czarist Russia and Poland and, lately, from Hitler’s
Europe. Most have suffered the severest oppression in their
homelands. Is it therefore any wonder that, after fighting =
war on the side of Allied “democracy” against a foe who
murdered four million of their brothers in Europe, they rebel
upon finding that Allied “liberation” leaves Jews incarcerated
in concentration camps, leaves them to fight pogroms, unaided,
from France to Poland, does nothing to relieve their plight
in Europe and yet will not let them come to Palestine.

The Jews of Palestine are fully conscious of the role they:
must play. They believe that the weight of the remaining
one-and-a-half million European Jews is on their shoulders. In
the struggle for “Unlimited Jewish Immigration into Palestine™.
the Jewish masses have expressed their antagonism to British
Imperialism by a campaign of mass terror. Their attacks upon.
police stations, jails, and airfields have clearly revealed the:
character of their struggle. The British C.ID. (Criminal In-
vestigation Division) has taken brutal counter-action to halt,
these attacks. It has met them with a campaign of terror,
deportations, and police victimization, coupled with a threat of
the death penalty for all members of terrorist organizations.

The Irgun Nvai Leumi (National Military Organization)

and the fanatical Stern Group represent only an extremely*

small section of the Underground movement. Unlike the
Russian terrorists of the 1860’s they display Fascist manifesta-*
lions.3 However the Haganah (Self-Defense) which today is

3 This tendency amaong Zienist circles is calied “Revisionism’ hecause
it broke from the official World Zionist Orgimization in 1935, They find
(as did the Fascists) no  contradiction in raising  different slogans for
different national and class gioups. A maljor plank in their piatform is
opposition te the ‘“class straggle while a state is heing built” — everything
nmust be suberdinatec until the Jewish National State js crected. 'l‘herefom.w
strikes and all manifestations of class conflict. must be regulated by theirm
**National Arbiteation Bourd.”™  This is the same tune Mussolini and Hitler.
whistled.

Abba Achimeir. one of the leading theoreticians of the

Revisienist
movement. told the Zionist youth: o

“We must create groaps for action; te exterminate  the llistndrutv,,’

physically; they age worse than Arads. it s by the amount of bloodshed
that you can evaluate 2 revolution, and not by the Leautiful ideas for which:
the blood is shed.  You've no students; yeu're Just so moch melasses.  There
isn’t ore among yeu eapable of commutting muorder after the fashiom of
those German students who murgered Rathenaa. You are not possessed of
the nationalist spirit that dominated the Germans . . . ¥
capable of ‘murder after the manner in which Korl Licbknecht and Rosas
Luxembourg were murdered.” "

They carry their Fascist ideology out as far as they are capable,*
Strike-breaking and Arab-baiting have been two of their chief vre-occupa~
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‘the real underground in Palestine, is controlled by the Jewish
Labor Movement and the Kibbutzim (Jewish collective farms).
This movement cannot be dismissed, as it is by Cliff, by saying
that it represents only a movement of the Jewish bourgeoisie
ﬁgoing over to American Imperialism. Although the Jewish.
bourgeoisie tries to run to the head of the movement and
chanmelize it for its own purposes, it isn’t successful in thé
present situation. It can no longer impose the concept of Havlaga’
(Self-restraint) any more than Ghandi can stop the rioting
and mutiny in Bombay with his tactic of “non-violence.”” The'
Jewish Resistance represents a progressive force against
British Imperialism. As such it merits revolutionary support.

To be sure, our comrades in Palestine must explain that
Blanquist, putschist tactics will not solve the problem, but
their duty is not exhausted when they finish explaining that
only a radical change in society will put an end to oppression

_of the Jews. They must utilize on their fulcrum of revolutionary

activity every lever presented to them in the present ex-
plosive situation.

They must be the first to fight for the progressive slogans
of the day. The democratic right of unrestricted Jewish im-
migration into Palestine must be championed by the entire
International, and the false British propaganda that this is in
opposition to the interests of the Arabs must be exposed.

‘While supporting and developing the struggle for Jewish
rights in the Resistance fight against British Imperialism, our
comrades must bend every effort towards cementing a unity
between the Arab and Jewish masses. Especially necessary is
a struggle against the reactionary Zionist Kibbush HaAvodah
(Conquest of Labor) policy which is aimed at excluding Arab
labor from Jewish-owned enterprises. Both Arab and Jewish
workers must be made to realize that only a combined labor
movement can be effective in achieving their national and
social aims. Such an amalgamation would also go a long way
towards eliminating the split in the countryside.

The Palestinian comrades can conduct an especially fruitful
propaganda in this direction among the Left-wing Zionists in
the Histadrut. One-third of the Federation (The Left Poale
Zjon, Kibutz Artzi, and the left wing of the Mapi) supporté.
the slogan of a bi-national state, an Arab-Jewish Republic, as
opposed to the chauvinist slogan of a “Jewish Commonwealth.”
Our comrades should utilize every opportunity to agitate the
rvank-and-file of these organizations to press their leadership
into translating into practice their pious declarations. Every
slogan that can bring about Arab-Jewish collaboration must be
seized hold of. .

Foremost of these is the slogan for the immediate (and
the emphasis is important) convocation of a representative
Constituent Assembly. This slogan would be a powerful lever
with which to win over the Arab masses, since it sets itself
against both the reactionary Zionists who fear an Arab
majority and the Arab Effendis who are frightened of the
masses. The slogan, if adopted by the Jewish labor movement,
would not only have a tremendous effect in winning over the
Arab masses to support of Jewish immigration, but it would
be tremendously effective in driving a wedge between the Arab
landowners and fellahin (peasants). It would dispel the illusion,
held by wide layers of the Arab masses, that the Arab land-
owners are anti-imperialist and for national freedom; an illu-
sion created by the antagonism existing between landowner
and imperialist over division of the surplus value wrung from
the masses.t

tions. Undoubtedly a certain section of the Jewish hourgeoisie would like
to utilize them as a means of transferrng alegiunce from British to American

. Imperiglism; for this reason their activities have recently heen acquiring a

more pronounced anti-British character.

‘Such a course of propaganda and agitation, cha'm'pion'i‘né .

and welding together the needs of both Jews and Arabs cap.
enable the Palestinian party to transform itself into a masg .
organization and become the catalyst which sharpens the.
struggle against British Imperialism.

Tasks of the International and the SWP . o

The Fourth International as a world organization must
elucidate the inter-relationship of the whole colonial eruption..
The Second World War has ushered in revolutionary movements

¢f a much more significant nature in the colonies than in

Europe. The colonial struggle presents one of the most im- .
portant fields for our revolutionary activity today.

Australian dock workers strike and refuse to load ships for
imperialist use in Indcnesia. American soldiers demonstrate in
the Phillipines and elsewhere against being sent to intervene
against the colonial peoples. These and innumerable other
possibilities for fruitful revolutionary work present themselves -
to us. Through agitation around different aspects of the
cclonial question we gain access to sections of the masses

(dock workers, soldiers, minority groups, etc.) whom we can .~

reach no more effectively.

The SWP must take cognisance of its duty in connection
with the problem of Palestine, especially with regard to the
question of Jewish immigraticn. In our press we must demand
that the gates of Palestine be opened to unlimited Jewish.

immigration, in addition to agitating for unrestricted immigra- -

tion into the United States itself,
The rally at Madison Square Park last October in which
150,000 took part, as well as other protests that have taken

place, have demonstrated not the organizational strength of -

Zionism but a heightened political awareness and sensitivity on
the part of the Jewish masses. The slogans for free Jewish

- immigration into Palestine such as “The Stench:of Oil is in

the Holy Land,” “Is Attlee Another Churchill?” (a remarkably
frequent question nowadays), etc., testified to the heightened
consciousness and progressive aspirations of the demonstrators.
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The SWP should take the initiative in conducting wider .

spread agitation for such progressive slogans among the
Jewish population, and not permit the Stalinists to beat us to
the punch as they did in connection with activity among the -
Indonesian seamen, Such agitation would open up many
avenues for us in the needle trades unions; we would reach
them with political work and thus make it possible to raise
cur trade union work onto a broader political level. While we
conduct a program of education in the “Militant” and “Fourth
International” around the Jewish question as it presents itself
tuday, various resolutions should be introduced into the trade
vnions presenting our position. Propaganda can be carried on’
in Yiddish as well as English in the principal Jewish centers
such as New York and Philadelphia. There is an unlimited
field of work for us in this direction.

If we in the United States do our revolutionary duty, and
the Palestinian comrades fulfill theirs, then the revélutionary
struggle in an important sector of the world will have its
Lest guarantee of victory. In the stage of declining capitalism
the liberal bourgeoisie is reduced to impotency. Today the task
of maintaining and fighting for basic democratic rights rests
upon the shoulders of the proletariat, and first of all upon its
conscious vanguard. To conduct this fight in an uncompromising
fashion is the first task in its struggle for the revolutionary
transformation of society.

March 18, 1946

4 More effective than all the propaganda in the world in bre&kin;'

down Arab prejudices aguinst the Jews would be strikes by the Egyptian

and Syrian masses,  Our cowrades should do everything possible to convince
the Jewish workers of the value of such a demonstration.
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