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THE PAC_AND OUR LABOR PARTY TURN : | i

S | By Joseph Andrews

o  Why Ve Made A Turn On The labor Party Question

. In 1938 we adopted as an important part of the Transitional
. Program the advocacy of a labor party in America. Previous to this

{%;5_ time our movement was against pushing for a labor party, although g
Ft - wherever there were manifestations of genuine independent labor Lo
g." -+ political action we gave them critical support. It was the opinion’ '

of the Party that it was not at all a foregone conclusion that the
American workers would necessarily have to experience a broad
labor party development prior to their acceptance of the revolu-
tionary party as their spokesman., We therefore looked upon the

- growth of a labor party as merely another reformist movement that
would be more of an obstacle than an aid to the development of the
political consciousness of the American working class.

Our adoption of the labor party plank was primarily die-
tated by the appearance of the CI0 and the tremendous social and
political implications which followed the organization of the mass
production workers, Ve also predicated our change of line upon
the belief that the economic and social crisis of capitalism was
so acute that the possibility of a labor party movement falling
intc the traditional patterns of reformist politics were very
slight. 1In view. of the sharp class alignments drawn by the CIO's
‘rise and by the objective conditions of capitalism. in its death
agony we foresaw the possibility of a labor party movement assum-
ing a radical character even in its ‘early stages. We, therefcre,
became the outstanding advocates for the building of a labor party.

We_Adopt_ The Labor Party Tactic As A Campaign

: In November 1942 Comrade Cannon introduced a resolution to
‘the party predicting a rapid development of the labor party in
America and calling upon the party to make a turn from propaganda
to agitation on this question (see resolution, F.I., August 1943).

"Our labor party campaign," wrcte Comrade Cannon, "must be
understcod as having great implications for the building of our
party. We must concelve of it as our third big political maneuver.

"The entire history of the American labor movement shows
that the workers tend to resort to independent political action when
they find themselves defeated or frustrated on the economic field,"
the resolution stated,

. There was general agreement that the resolution was well
founded and that -our tactics should be adjusted accordingly. There
was not complete agreement that the class struggle had reached the
point at which the workers found themselves completely defeated or -
frustrated on the economic field. Despite the rapid descent of the
ppowers of government upon the labor movement and the submission of
the labor leadership to the shackling of labor, Comrade E.R. Frank
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predicted that the American workers would still find a way to break
through and conduct powerful economic struggles. This prediction was
borne out, first in the rebellious, albeit isolated, war-time strikes
and in the great post-war strike wave which culminated in the 18%
cent wage increase.

While it may be said that Comrade Cannon's resolution under-
estimated the possibility of economic battles its basic motivations
were correct. For since the appearance of this resolution the striv-
ings of the American workers towards independent political action
have grown very strong. It cannot be debated that the war-time
experience of the wecrkers gave strong impulse to the labor party
movement. As was predicted by Trotsky the CI0O had to take to the -
political field. : v '

Ihe Evoluticn Of Political Acticn Since The Formation Of The CIC

. From its earliest days the CIO leadership was compelled to
give organizational expression to the political aspirations of the
members. Following each stage in the sharp class battles of the -
CIO on the economic front the leadership was forced to take another
step onto the political arena. The very birth of the CIO saw the
quick emergence of Labor's Non Partisan League., This movement
initiated by John L. Lewis, was extremely limited. Not only did it
follow the traditional policy of submissively bargaining with the
two old parties for favors, but what is more important to our study
it was limited in organizational scope. It existed in only a few
areas and was only a pale reflection-of the great power that was
generating on the trade union level. ‘It left its permanent mark in
New York State with the ALP which, because of the advanced politi-:
cal character of the labor movement there, went much further than
anywhere else with genuine independent politics. : )

This limited expression of the political drive inherent in
the CIO sufficed for the period of the consolidation of the CIO.
The CIO's organizational hegemony in the mass production field was
not firmly established until the conquest of Ford, Little Steel,
Aircraft which took place in the great strike wave of the spring of
1941, The firm establishment of the CIO in all the basic industries
of America was followed by two significant developments. (1) The
appearance of all kinds of governmental boards and agencies de-
signed to housebreak and bind the labor movement in governmental .
chains, (2) The appearance of the Political Action Committee form-
ed by the leadership in order to head off the growing sentiments
for independent political action. - -

The PAC in the beginning differed as much from INPL as the

" CIO of 1943 differed from that of 1936 and 1937. The PAC was

national in scope. Wherever a local union of the CIO existed PAC
was formed. It was organized on a local, state and national basis.
Its policies were still within the traditional framework of - Gomper's
slogan, "Reward your friends and punish your enemies." j

Close examination of the PAC w{iL shbw that it is today a
far different organization than in the days of Roosevelt's last
campaign. Faced with the fact that the whole labor movement feels

~that it is frustrated on the economic field and that the simple




- struggle for wage increases is futile so lcng as the government has
it in its power to empty the workers pockets through price increases o
and taxation, the leadership of the CIO is broadening and expanding =
" PAC. Whereas two years ago there was no encouragement to rank and S
file participation in PAC today there is a hue and cry from one end
of the country to the other to involve every steward and committee-
0 man in PAC work and to sclicit the membership of every worker in the
¥ CI0. This makes possible a profound change in the whole character
$4e in the PAC., The evolution of the CIO participation in politics from
the LNPL to the present PAC is without question an important mani-
festation of the political awakening of American labor, notwithstand-
ing the purposes and the policies of the labor bureaucracy. Given
these facts alone we must critically review our tactic toward the
PAC and correct what has been, in my opinion, a falsely neggtive
approach,

What Has Been Our Policy Toward The PAC?

AN

We have always considered the appearance of PAC as an im-
portant positive expression of the political progress of the Amer-
ican workers. In the resolution of the 11th Convention of the Party
it was stated, "Despite a superficial resemblance to the traditional
'non-partisan' policy of the labor bureaucracy, the CIO-PAC like its
predecessor Labor's Non Partisan League, represents a departure from
e the Gompers scheol of politics. The essence of the Gompers policy
= . consisted .in keeping the working class politically atomized and
E oo wholly subordinate to the political bosses of the Democratic and
e Republican machines., The CIO-PAC attempts on the other hand to
- © . organize the workers as a political unit. Inherent in‘-this attempt- -
ed political mobilization of the workers by the CIO-PAC is a tacit®
threat to the political monopoly of America's Sixty Families."

What the resolution failed to say, and what the leadership
of the party has failed to say since in a positive manner, is that
our party in order to carry out our labor party program must work

-within and become builders of the PAC. '

The lcgic of the adoption of Cannon's resolution should
have led us towards active work within PAC as the political arm of
the CIO. Given that the CIO is the most dynamie section of the
American labor movement, and that PAC is the pclitical expression
of the most vital and militant portion of the organized workers,
where better to conduct our labor party campaign? But the member-
ship has been misled into a policy of either abstentionism or half-
.hearted work in PAC by the purely negative analysis of PAC carried
in our press. Had the political exposure of PAC carried in the
Militant been supplemented by directives from the center urging
comrades in CIO unions to work within the PAC we would have had a
more balanced approach. There has been only one positive glimmer
from the National Office on this question, namely, the letter many
months ago advising: the branches to work in PAC. But this was
?iger followed up ana as a result has found its place deep in the

eSe : )

The new labor party pamphlet by George Clarke shows the
lack of clarity which is prevalent toward PAC. Clarke wrote,
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"In form both of these organizations (Labor's Non Partisan League
and PAC) are labor parties; they were delegated bodies representing
the various CIO unions and membership organizations consisting of
workers and their families., But in aim and program they were not
labor parties at all." (From BUILD A LABOR PARTY NOW)

In the first place to use the past tense in relation to PAC a
as well as the LNPL is somewhat premature, We will be kind and say A
that this is a typographical error. It could be a Freudian slip, o
because there are many comrades who trying to avoid the PAC as they -
- would the plague itself, would like to assume its timely demise. N
More important is the confused description contained in  the above
quotation. The PAC is a labor party "in form," but it is not a
labor party in "program or aim". Such a criterion would tend to
strengthen the mistaken idea, prevalent among the Shachtmanites,
that we base our support or opposition to a labor party upon the
program and not upon its glass character. We would support a labor
party r:gardless of its program, But PAC is not yet a labor party
because it does not enter the electoral or general political field
as a genuine independent force. It can easily be transformed into
a labor party. .

Clarke's nuddled description of PAC crept into his pamphlet
because the party up and down the line has not yet given a serious
analysis of how we should approach this organization.

Given no lead, the comrades are floundering in their rela-
tions with PAC. 1In most cases up to very recently our trade union
fractions have had a hands-off attitude. They have many reasons:
Ve would be discredited and tainted with the false policy of PAC,
1f we messed around with 1%;the workers are apathetic towards PAC;
it is nothing but the tail to the Democratic Party kite; only trade
union fakers fool around with it; etc, etc. The reasons givén for
staying away from PAC are many and varied but they all add up to
one thing -~ abstentionism. Some branches have already made a turn

. and are correcting the situation., But it is necessary that a nation-
-, al turn be carried out. : .

Toward Campaign In PAC

Let us be clear and precise on what the PAC is in fact.

It 1s a working class political organization based upon and con-
trolled by the unions which expresses in a most distorted manner the
political awakening of the most militant section of the American pro-
letariat., Since PAC is the political arm of the CIO it 1is subject to
the same pressures and changes as the dynamic mass production unions
wherein we have always said lie the forces for the labor party. 1Its
bad leadership cannot determine our policy toward it any more than the
bad leadership of the union itself prevents our fullest participation
in it. We are not SLP'ers. Nor can its false program be considered

a barrier., We enter the PAC as well as the union to change that false
- program, ~ It i1s only necessary to present the question for our party
to realize immediately that we must consider the PAC_as the most im-
portant political arena provided for us in America today.

2
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We must mobilize all the CIO fractions of the party on a
-campaign basis to enter the PAC with both feet. When we are there
we are then in a position to do some serious fighting on the poli-
tical field. When we enter we must take with us every available
militant in the unicn who is searching for political expression,
Our perspective should be to build a left wing in the PAC and to
work toward a new leadership. This should be considered part and
parcel of our general perspective in the lzbor movement toward the
creation of a left wing.

" Our broad aim, of course, is to transform PAC into a founda-
tion of a labor party.

Our immediate campaign within PAC will fall into two cate-
gories. (1) Political and (2) Organizational. Our political aims:
(a) Exposure of the two capitalist parties. This is best done by
seizing upon each and every anti-labor vote and acticn of the poli-
ticians who have been supnrorted by the PAC., - This means local as
well as state and national figures whose every move we must watch.
(b) We must push for year around activity of PAC on the legislative
field, proposing well drawn laws to the local, state and national -

‘legislative bodies embodying our transitional program, pushing for
demonstrations and mass meetings, wide publicity and so on in sup-
port of the legislative program. (c) We advocate independent candi- :
dates wherever the tiniest opening appears. (d) We differentiate T

- ourselves boldly from those who support the capitalist parties. i
There must be division of labor on this point. We must make it clear
where the party stands through The Militant and through certain
selected party spokesmen within the fracticns. The greatest care
must be taken that we guard our principles, but that we do not harp
upon the negative aspects and wear out our welcome. Ve must lend
all our weight to support of every positive step taken by PAC along
the lines of the above described program while we from time to time
find the proper moment to draw the principled line. g

Our organizational aims:

(a) We must become the best builders of the PAC and transform it
from a small organizaticn of union officers into a mass organization
of the best militants.

(b)-We,must fight for transforming the organizational set-up of the
PAC into a genuinely representative body based upon proportional
representation similar to and parallel to the local and state CIO
Councils. ’

(¢) We must advocate regular membershiy meetings and electlons of
- officers and democratic vote on policies.

CONCLUSION

A mere listing of the above points answers the questicn in -
so many comrades' minds as to how we can function in PAC. As things -
now stand we are known in the unions as saboteurs of PAC. When we ¥
go in we can erase that stigma and take proper advantage of an im- .
portant field of work. : , -

‘=
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The labor party sentiments in the working class are deepen-
ing by the hour. he illusicn of governmental benevolence is being
fast dispelled. Truman's open strike breaking against the railroad - - °
workers, the Congressional attack on labor and the reckless under=- .
mining of the workers' standard of living through price increases
have brought about a tremendous change in the thinkirg of the Amer-
ican worker. The radicalization of the American worker is progress-
ing at a break-neck speed. The workers have learned that it is in
the power of government to frustrate their victories achieved on the
economic front. They have learned that it is the government actirg
in the interests of big business that has smashed away the gains of ,
the strike wave. They have no confidence in a simple struggle for -
more wages. They have no confidence that the government as now
constituted will help them. We are now on the brink of a realiza-
.4 tion of the prediction of a stormy development toward independent
political acticn contained in Cannon's 1982 resolution,

Wi G i e SO AR

el

‘Comrade William Simmons wrcte in February, 1945, in the
F.I., "It (a labor party) does not come into being purely as an _
automatic process. Men must exert their conscious influence and
action. The conscious revolutionist must be the leaven in a field
of such fruitful work." '

This is the precept we must follow and following it we must
energetically and with the greatest confidence plunge intc the PAC o
at once. If it is tc be transformed, we will transform it. If it i
is to build a new leadership, we will be the builders and the : D
leaders. If there is to te a labor party, we will be '"the leaven" 4
that cements it. : S

September 11, 19467

LETTER FROM JOHN FREDERICKS

New York City
National Comrittee, SWP October 1%, 1946

Dear Comrades:

I wish to withdraw my signature from the "Resolution on
the National Question in Germany and Eastern Europe", published in
Internal Bulletin, Vol. VIII, No. 8, written by Dave Jeffries and
bearing my signature as well.

I had signed tre document because it seemed to me that the-
Fourth International should have participated to a much greater
extent than it did in the resistance movement. My criticism of the
party policy was based on this lack of participation by the Fourth
- International, at a time when the resistance movement, with its
slogan for national liberation, was the centralizing force of the
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entire mass movement, which was using the national form to express

- a truly proletarian struggle to drive the Nazi invaders out and to '
establish a Fourth Republic. It was up to the Fourth Internationa. -
to further infuse this slogan for the Fourth Republié¢ with prole- .
tarian content. But, not to be in the resistance movement, meant
such isolation from the mass movement as to make meaningless any
Socialist propaganda. This in time, was admitted by the Fourth
International, (F.I. March 1946) who criticized both those who kept
out of the resistance movement and those who had transformed the
national fight into a fight disassociated from the struggle for pro-
letarian power. Hence, my criticism on this question has. been met,

On the other hand, it has become increasingly evident that .
Comrades Jeffries and Morrow seek to draw from their criticism of ‘ %
the F.I. on the National Question, the conclusions of the IKD, who
have submergecd themselves in the National Question to the detri- °
ment of the struggle for the Socialist Revolution. After having
studied their retrogressionist thesis I reject it entirely and
hence wish to disassociate myself from a statement which is per- B
meated with that thesis., _ -

Comradely yours, -

John Fredericks

Ay »:1 °
-

.‘ . : 1,.
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LETTER FROM ANNA STORM o

‘ Los Angeles
Dear Comrades, October 5, 1946

In the course of the discussion between another comrade and
myself over certain of the positions of the present Minorityites
and the WP, I recalled a passage from Engel's Anti-Duhring which I
think might be of interest to the comrades at large.

' The Internal Rulletin for August 1946, in the discussion
centering around the collectivist state, pointed out very clearly
that the property relations are determined by the property forms,
that the determinant is the economic base, not the politlcal sup-

gerstructure,

Burnham, in his desertion from the Socialist program, had
already developed the conclusion that "a new 'managerial' ruling
class was destined to replace dying capitalism." Engels, who
wasn't a direct participant in the discussion between the majority
and the past and present petty bourgeois opposition, certainly
left his mark for reaffirmation of the majority position by pro-
ducing these statements which are to follow. They can be found
in Anti-Duhring by Engels, published by the International Publish-
ers,y under part III - Socialism, Subdivision II - Theoretical, on
pages 304-305. The passages are as.follows: -
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If the crises revealed the incapacity of the bourgeoisie
any longer to control the modern productive forces, the conversion
.of the great organisations for production and communication into
joint-stock companies and state property shows that for this pur-
.pose the bourgeoisie can be dispensed with. All the social func-
tions of the capitalists are now carried out by salaried employees.
The capitalist has no longer any social activity save the pocketing
of revenues, the clipping of coupons and gambling on the Stock.
Exchange, where the different capitalists fleece each other of
their capital, Just as at first the capitalist mode of production
displaced the workers, so now it displaces the capitalists, rele-
gating them, just as it did the workers, to the superfluous popu-
lation, even if in the first instance not to the industrial reserve
army. ‘

B

4(
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But_neither the conversion into joint-stock companies nor

into state property deprives the productive forces of thelr char-
acter as capital. In the case of joint-stock companies this is
obvious., And the modern state, too, is only the organisation with
which bourgeols society provides itself in order to maintain the
general external conditions of the capitalist mode of production .
against encroachments either by the workers or by individual cap-
ftalists. The modern state, whatever its form, is an essentially
capitalist machine; it is the state of the capitalists, the ldeal

llectiv f all capitalists. The more productive forces
it takes over as its property, the more it becomes the real collec-
tive body of all the capitalists, the more citizens it exploits.

- The_workers_repain wage-earners, proletarians. The capitalist rela--

tionship is not abolished: it is rather pushed to an extreme.
But at this extreme it is transformed into its opposite. State
ownership of the productive forces is not the solution of the con- ¥
flict, but it contains within itself the formal means, the key to .
the solution. T d

Sincerely yours,

Anna Storm

STALINIST RUSSIA, A CAPITALIST STATE
By John Fredericks and John Hudson

At the beginning of the war, the SWP, in common with the
_ entire International, set before the workers of the world as their
primary task the defense of the Soviet Union. This political slo-
gan was based upon an analysis of the economy and political forms
existing within the Soviet Union to which we attached the descrip-

»

tion of a "degenerated workers' state". .

Even before the defeat of Nazi Germany, the SWP officiélly
took the position that defense of the Soviet Union had receded in-
to the background in importance "due to the victorles of the Red .
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Army", and that the primary task of the workers now was defense of
the European Revolution. This position lasted about a year and was
then sumrarily dismissed in a speech made by Comrade Cannon in .
November, 1945, in which the slogan of defense of the Soviet Union
was revived, and the world was informed that the war was not over,
but on the contrary we were faced with the prospect of an even ~
greater war, the product of a conspiracy of world capitalism against
the Soviet Union., In this war, the workers must again rally to the
defense of the Soviet Union, must again struggle against the war
plans -of Anglo-American diplomacy. In the meantime, first Germany
and then Japan had surrendered, the occupation armies of the vic-

- torious powers had marched into the conquered countries (and a
number of "allied" countries as well) and initiated their various
regimes administering the affairs of "friend" and "foe" alike, To
the great majority of-observers it appeared that the war between
Anglo-American imperialism and Axis imperialism was ended. Yet our

press carried on a vigorous campaign against the war-makers, not

in the sense of a threat of a new war, but with a peculiar insis-
tence that this was the same war, more of the same process, We
spoke of the workers of the occupied countries tolerating the pre-
sence of the Red Army "only to the extent that it is a friendly
proletarian armed force" aiding agrarian reform and naticnalization
against reaction both native and foreign, without hindering develop-
ment of a free workers' movement, This even as late as last June,
with the full record of the Soviet occupation forces plain to see:

Out of the International Conference came a characteriza-
tion of the Soviet Union as a profoundly degenerated workers'
state. This clearly said only one thing: whatever meaning one
might attach to the adverb "profoundly", still it was not suffi-
cient to change the basic assertion of the superiority of the
Soviet state and economy over capitalism in the eyes of the workers.
The duty of defending that state and economy againgt any peril from
the capitalist world is not changed one lota by this adverb. If a
peril did exist, defense would logically become the first order of
the day.

Leaving aside for the time any criticism which might be
made of the line taken so far, it is only necessary to add the
latest embellishments of the line to demonstrate that these changes
have gotten us as a party into an untenable position. The F.I. has
now raised the slogan of withdrawal of the Soviet occupation troops
as well as those of the capitalist countries. Thus we find our-
selves in the position of demanding withdrawal of the troops of a
workers' state (however degenerated!) from countries which are
still capitalistic, and which represent an economy inferior to.
that of a workers' state., Thus the troops based on collective
property forms are called counter-revolutionary in economies of
-private property! It should not be necessary to enlarge upon the
impossible contradiction implied in this position. o

Added to the fact that Comrade Wright now reveals in the:
October 1946 F.I. that the war is at last over, (why, how, or by
what means not explained) it becomes evident that cur party 13
obligated to reexamine our recent policy on this most fundamental
“question of our era, and to arrive at conclusions which fit the
facts, instead of forcing us to break our heads against them.




i o

PRLPOR S S T X A
W IR TR

K

1o

- 10 =

| Ehg'Ngture of the Soviet State _‘

o The last trorough-going analysis of the nature of the
Soviet Union, a position which the Fourth Intérnational has held
ever since, was made by Trotsky in "The U.S.S.R. in War", written
in 1939. We must now test our 1939 line to determine if it has wi
withstood the test of time. We must determine whether, (a), the
1939 line still is valid, (b) the alternatives, as pointed cut by
Trotsky are to replace the 1939 diagnosis, or (e¢) new conclusions
must be based on new unforeseen conditions.

"As Trotsky foresaw the possible outcome 6f the war, he pos-

ed for us two alternatives. The first alternative he expressed in -

the following words,

"If this war provokes, as we firmly believe, a proletarian
revolution, it must inevitably lead to the overthrow of the bureau-
cracy in the U.S.S.R. and the regeneration of Soviet democracy on

. a far higher economic and cultural basis than in 1918," (Defense
of Marxism, p. 9).

" Thus he posed two rclated conditions, proletarian revolu=- -
tion, growing out of the war, and the resultant regeneration of the
Soviet Unicn. Nobody will claim that this has taken place. Yet
Trotsky, arguing from an analogy with conditions after the last
World War, posed this alternative as the expected result of World

Wwar 1I.

‘Failure of the cdnfidently expected proletarian revolution
and consequent regeneration of the Soviet Union to materialize in
itself -places before us an inescapable obligation to reexamine the

whole question,
Trotsky's second alternative was:

"If, however, it is conceded that the present war will pro-
voke not revolution, but a decline of the proletariat, then there
remains another alternative: the further decline of monopoly capi-
talism its further fusion with the state, and the replacement of
democracy wherever it still remained by a totalitarian regime. The
inabilfity of the proletariat to take into its hands the leadership
of society could actually lead under these conditions to the growth
of a new exploiting class from the Bonapartist fascist bureaucracy.
This would be, according to all indications, a regime of decline,
signalizing the collapse of civilization." (In Defense of Marxism,

9.

Although this second alternative comes closer to the real-
ity today than the first, it in effect, only paves the way for the
concept of the new world social order of bureaucratic collectivism,.
This statement makes the failure of the workers to make their rev-

. olution after World War II equivalent to inability to make it at

any time. Trotsky's belief (shared by all of us) that the revolu-
tion would occur at that time led him to ex#8lude the possibility
that it might not. Events have proved this to have been an errory

y
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The last is the desperate recourse of bureaucratic collectivists

" tive of world revolution within the confines of the degeneration of
‘established itself as a stuble regime destined for any greater

.. a possibility. On this queztion he said, "Theoreticallys to be

‘means of its state, administers the whole national economy. The

- 1] -

. Persistence in this error explaiﬁs Cannon's reluctance to admit

that the war was over, his pathetic groping for a verbal out in’

place of correcting a faulty analysis as a Marxist should. This
error made Trotsky go too far in saying that the failure to consum-
mate a successful rcvolt necessarily condemned the workers to a '
counsel of despair -- a prospect of a long-enduring regime of decline
and the eclipse of civilizaticn, A contributing cause of this error
may have been underestimation of both the extent and effectiveness

of Stalinist betrayal, due to insistence on the "workers' state"
theory after it had lost its validity. The logical consequence of
this whole error is retrogressionism. An attempt to evade the whole

————

problem is bureaucratic collectivism, ] _ B

g

X,

These revisionist theories are false and unnecessary, and
are only encouraged by the fallure of the Marxists to correct the
error and put the events of the last six years into their true per-
spective by honest Marxist analysis. We have said for years that
the Soviet Union has been going toward restoration of capitalism
under the pressure of the capitalist encirclement, War conditions
clearly completed the process, if it was not already complete be-
fore the war broke out, Recognition of this fact requires neither
that we compromise with the innovations of the revisionists nor -
indulge 4n the frantic improvisations and blunderings of those who
(1ike our own party) have as yet refused to face the facts.

- Clearly the central point in determining the extent and
hature of this error is the estimate of the Soviet Unicn. Trotsky
saw three possible answers to this question: 1) a workers' state,
2) a capitalist state, 3) a new and unforeseen type of world state.

and others who must evade the results cf Marxist methods. In the
main, then, it is a result of trying to revise the whole perspec-

the bureaucracy and that with a methodology not of economic laws

of development and production relations, but merely of subjective .-
motivations of the bureaucracy in- its Russian form and Stglinism as
a world factor. It is like roiling the film of history back. and
having Stalinism as a full-fledged world order before even it has

life than decadent world capitalism in general.

Is the possibility that the Soviet Union has become a
capitalist state excluded in the work of our great teachers? It is
apparent at a glance that Trotsky dié consider such a conditicn as

sure, it is possible to conceive a situation in which the bour-
geoisie as a whole constitutes itself a stock company which, by

economic laws of such a regime would present no mysteries. A
single capitalist, as is well known receives in the form of profit,
not that part of the surplus value which is directly created by the
workers of his own enterprise, but a share of the combined surplus
value created throughout the country proporticnate to the amount
of his own capital." (Revolution Betrayed, p 245), :
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Marx, tocj clearly envisaged Suchién c‘n my in "D
Chpitalﬁ, "Centralization'in’a certain 11né‘o? gngugry wbugg'have
reached its extreme 1imit, if all the individual capitals invested
in it would have been amalgamated into one single capital,

This 1limit would not be reached in any particular society

until the entire social capital wovld be united, either in the hands -

of one single capitalist, or those of cne single corporation.”

(Capital, Vol. I, P 688).

The laws of such a single capitalist corporation are pre-
cisely the laws that we see functioning in Stalinist Russia today,
with the working class reduced to the position of a degraded pro-
letariat, or a fragment of a man., Furthermore, in "Anti-Duhring"
Engels specifically refers to state ownership as the ultimate stage

of capitalism.
We must now determine the basis upon.which Trotsky last

characterized the Soviet Union as a "degenerated workers state" in

order to ascertain if these conditions still held good in 1945, He
said, "Classes are characterized by their position in the social
system of economy, and primar their at to the mean

production. In civilized socleties, property relations are validatedz

by laws. The nationalization of the land, the means of industrial
production, transport and exchange, together with the monopoly of
foreign trade, constitute the basis of the Soviet social structure.
Through these relations, established by the proletarian revolution,
the nature of the Soviet Union as a proletarian state is for us o

basically defined." (L.T. Revolution Betrayed, p 248) (my emphasis)

To repeat, our analysis is based primarily on the relation-
ship of the bureaucracy to the means of production. For Marxists -

this 1s basic, The two features of the former relationships which .
Trotsky considered the most important were, the nationalization of

the means of production and state planning.

To insist that only a decree parcelling out the means of
production among the bureaucrats as their private property can mark
restoration of capitalism is to retreat to an absurd legalism -
worthy of a corporatiaon lawyer. Not possession -of a title deed, but
the right in practice to expropriate labor, is the mark of a capi-
talist. If the Soviet bureaucrat possesses all the privelges and
increments of a capitalist and performs the same functions in rela-
tion to the means of production, it is childish word-juggling to
deny him the title of capitalist.

"If a ship 1s declared collective property, but the passen-
gers continue to be divided into first, second and third class, it
is clear that, for the third-class passengers, di¥ferences in the
conditions of 1life will have infinitely more importance than that
juridical change in proprietorship. The first-class passengers, on
the other hand, will propound, together with their coffee and cigard,
the thought that collective ownership is everything and a comfort-
able cabin nothing at all. Antagonisms growing out of this may
well explode the unstable collective." (Revolution Betrayed p 239)
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Stalinist constitution has laid the basis for its legalization.
" tion of the working class in the economy of any type of state which

"~ The 1ittle that is produced comes primarily from handicrafts.

C13l

. Trotsky's further analysis firmly established that t
directi¢n'of'thé“growth‘bf Stalinism'Waéyiﬁ tﬁe’direétibﬁ'ofhg"main
restoration of capitalisni. "No one c¢an deny this. The direction and
the path'bf'Stalinist‘degeneration”have*been clearly pointed out to
us, It remains but for us to follow the line of Trotsky's reason-
ing to its logical conclusions, '

Trotsky assumed that the stranglehold of the bureaucracy
upon the means of production was & transitional or a temporary -
feature in the strugglé of the Russian workers for the dictatorship -
of the proletariat. "But®he warned of the possibility of this condi- =
tion becoming permanent; "He furthermore drew the necessary conclu-
sions from such a process.

%
R T

4 ""The means of production belong to the state. But the
state, so to speaks; "belongs"'" to the bureaucracy. If these as yet
wholly new relations should solidify, become the norm and be legal-
ized, whether with or without resistance from the workers, they .
would, in the long run, lead to a complete liquidation of the social .
cog&g?sts of the proletarian revolution." (Revolution Betrayed,
P o '

~ There is no denying that these relations have.been extended
have become the norm, and been solidified by the purges. The

There remains only to present the true conditions and draw from
them the conclusions Qf Trotsky. ;

A working class party is guided, first of all, by the posi-

i1t examines. Those conditions are depicted for us in the F.I.:
"For the mass of workers the food rations are at bare subsistance
levels., Housing conditions, very bad before the war, have not im=
proved. Production of civilian goods is almost at a standstill.

Conditions are worse in places like Leniﬁgrad and other

i the po ula%ion can be sup ed from local
gé&%ggs?heﬁﬁtn ﬁgssgglinisg gureaucracy is now goasting that in

July, the entire city of Leningrad was served by "346 seﬁing shops, .
shoe shops, locksmith and other enterprises? which play "a big role
in supplying the inhabitants of Leningrad with mass gopsumptlon
goods" (Izvestya, July 2, F.I. Ottober 1943, J.G. Wright).

No one in the Fourth International denies that in the so-
called workers' state, the workers' standard of 1living is degraded
far below that of most capitalist countries. But the significant
thing about this standard of living is not the comparison with
capitalist countries, but the fact that it has declined within the
Soviet economy in relation” to other years, and with a close inverse
relationship to the "victories" in socialist aecumulation. This
was true before the outbreak of war, and has been only intensified
by war., This decline is the result of inecreased exploitation =--
the movement to a capitalist economy.
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A further example of degradation of the workers is the :
Stakhanovite movement. Piecework was declared by Marx to be best oy
suited to the capitalist mode of production. Stakhanovism is best y
suited to the mode of production prevalent in Russia today.
Stakhanovism helped develop a labor aristocracy, which in turn
became a prop to the ruling class. We therefore see the needs of
production guiding the Stalinist rulers to use of capitalist forms.
And these needs of production produce such results precisely be- A
cause of the capitalist nature of the Stalinist rule. -y

v The Stalinists acknowledged in the" New Stalin Constitution Ty
the distinctive status of the intelligentsia as a "special group"
(which we can read as a class). Trotsky long ago spoke of the bur-
eaucracy as the "Bourgeols organ of a workers' sgate", At first in
the basic law -~ the Stalin Constitution -- and increasingly in
scores of le:ral enactments defining and extending the privileges
and powers of the bureaucracy, this bourgeois organ has eaten up-
both the economic and political heritage of the workers, and with

- them the supports for the theory of a workers' state. It is time
to recognize that in this process the Stalinist bureaucracy acts
with the independence of a class, managing the property relations
in its own interests against those of the exploited and expropriat-
ed workers.* :

' Kravchenko, in his book "I Chose Freedom", has shown us the
extent to which forced labor exists in Stalinist Russia, He shows
that the proletariat is divided into roughly three groups: (1) the
nominally frece who operate under the same compulsions as in a cap-
italist econemy, the necessity to work under the given conditions
of labor and employment in order to sustain life or suffer starva-
tion or imprisonment; (2) the free prisoners of the NKVD, a share
of whose miserable wages amounting to 25 to 50% depending upon
their "“erime", must be paid to the police; (3) the 10 to 15
million army of forced labor of the NKVD, They are owned in the
same sense as the Negroes of the South before the civil war. They
live in concentration camps, are herded about without even the con-
cern that is normally shown to cattle. Their labor is contracted
out to various Stalinist combines. Their pay goes into the pocket
of the NKVD. 'Their jobs are often designed in such a way that
their 1life evpectancy is not more than a year at best.

This then, is the actual condition of the proletariat in
this degenerated workers state. )

Under such conditions of abject misery, exploitation and
degradation, can anyone soberly claim that the proletariat plays
any role in the process of production except that of a wage slave?
We can only conclude that the proletariat plays no role whatever
eéither in management or in the organization of production or in
any form of distribution connected with the productive process.

In what sense then, can Russia be called a workers' state?
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A social organ (and such is every class, including an .exploitin
class) can take shape only as a result of the deeplg rooteg'innerg
needs o? production itself, If we do not answer this question, then
the entire controversy will degenerate into sterile toying with
words", (Trotsky, In Defense of Marxism, p 6). ’

+ o~rom—

L4

: This being the situation of the proletariat, it is obvious
that the bureaucracy performs every function in the process of pro-
ducticn that woulé be performed by any ruling class. The bureau- ,
cracy is not only the theoretical and political leader of the 5
Russian state. it performs first and foremost (which for any Marx- >
ist is decisive) the role of exploiter in the process of production.
Trotsky recognizes this in principle by the following corment in
"Stalin", (page 410), "The control of the surplus product opened
the bureaucracy's road to power." -

. The position of the Fourth International as stated repeated-
ly by Trotsky in "The Revoluticn Betrayed" is: that the bureaucracy ..
owes its power to its control of consumption and through this devel-

- oped the oppressive police state. But this does not completely '
state the case. The truth is, that the bureaucracy has control over
consumpticn because it controls the productive process, and the dis-
tinctions in consumption are merely the result of the fundamental S
distinctions in the very process of production itself which must be a2
and always have been the basis for any Marxist.apalysis of the state. §5

To call the bureaucracy a caste today, or to limit 1its
bourgeois function merely to the process of consumption, is to im-
ply that the relaticns which exist in the Soviet Unicn are some form
of socialist relations of production upon which the bureaucracy 1is
merely an excrescence or a parasitic growth, Such a characteriza-
tion today is absolutely false. The bureaucracy is no growth upon
new relations of producticn such as existed in Russia in the early
Soviet state. The bureaucracy is itself, part and parcel, manager
and ruler of the process of exploitation.

- To deny this, it would be necessary to show some means;
whether it be soviet, trade union, political party, or whatever,
through which’ the workers can exert a positive control over pro-_
duction. This can be done only by swallowing the Stalinist legal
fictions after the manner of the Webbs and the venerable (but
gullible) Dean of Canterbury. Actually, the workers can have re-
- course only to the methods of resistance and protest which have

- been the desperate heritage of the oppressed in all times and
places. Slow-down, sabotage, absenteeism, riots, are not the poli--
tical weapons of a ruling proletariat, yet no other form of re-
sistance is possible to the Soviet worker.

- This development in Stalinist Russia is not in any sense of
" the word accidental but is merely the economic consequence of the
isolation of the Soviet state and its inevitable subordination to
. the economic laws of the surrounding capitalist world market. The
.. <bureaucracy in its capacity as ruler of production has been com-
- pelled to transform the worker into pure and simple wage slaves

«;_ /
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. signs of de-naticnalization of the fundamental means of production

sively" annexed to the Soviet Union, and at the same time,
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pald at his value, Under these conditions the surplus labor ' O
the main object of production which is the essencepof t%ebgapgigi?:i Y
system, operating, not for prestige, power and revenues, but because L
of the necessity of constantly reorganizing production so as to
extract as much surplus labor as possible, in order to expand the
means of production., Owing to the degraded condition of pauperized .
labor, the bureaucracy is therefore compelled to constantly develop .
as large a productive mechanism as possible in relation to as small _
a quantity of living labor as possible. o

.Thus there is exemplified in Stalinist Russia the essentlal
capitalistic law that the greater the production of the worker, the

" more the means of production are'used to dominate and exploit him,

It is this process which accounts for the accumulation of capital
being parallelled by an increasing accumulation of misery. It is
this very disproportion and increasing contradiction which not only
creates unemployment but constantly lessens the power of the bureau-
cracy to continue the expansion of the economy. The waste and in-
efficiency of the bureaucracy in production results in a decrease

in the rate of production from year to year.

Thus, in this process of exploitation, the basis is laid
for the coming proletarian revolution in Stalinist Russia.

Private Property?

The party continues to base itself upon the belief that in ~—=o=
a particular capitalist country, . the capitalistic form is inseper- . :
able from private property. Not only does this fly in the face of
the theoretical considerations of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky,
but it leads the party to a perpetual search for signs of capital=-
jstic restoration, or some dramatic upheaval, in Stalinist Russia.
It sticks slavishly to the point of view that the counter revolu-_
tion in Russian economy will come in the form of a restoration

of private prcoperty. This is not necessarily so. There are no

in Stalinist Russia. The Stalinist bureaucracy must of necessity
appear toc the masses as the defender of the nationalized property.
It furthermore establishes it in other countries, either directly
or indirectly, and is prepared tc defend it by means of the Red

Army.

As a matter of fact, the dominant economic tendency today,
even under capitalism, -is toward statification of production,
State ownership, by itself, without the element of workers' con-
trol, means nothing, proves nothing. As Trotsky pointed out in
"Defense of Marxism", "the urgent task of the statification of the
productive forces will obviously be accomplished by somebody."

The question is: "By Whom?" Proletariat or Capitalists? The
class control decides the question of its progressive or reaction-
ary character. ' CL

This leads the Fourth International to the ridiculous,
demoralizing and confusing position that the Baltic countries,
‘Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania, have at one swoop become "progrese




- role, and not because of any stocks it "owns",
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degenerated workers' states (profoundly)! What is the nature of
Yugoslavia, Poland and Czechoslovakia? Their economy is in no ,
essential respect different from that of the Baltic countries. It
was imposed by the same "victorioug Red Army" under similar circum-
stances.. Are they capitalist states or are they too, profoundly
degenerated workers' states? It is Just possitle that the workers
of these countries might want to know whether to defend their
economy or to be defeatists. So far the F.I. has maintained silence.

«If we call the satellite countries capitalist, which they R
are in fact, then we must admit that within the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, a number of the republics are degenerated
workers' states but three of them are capitalist! What a contra-
diction this maintenance of a patently outworn formula has led
. the Fourth International to defend!

By maintaining this position the Fourth International .
merely gives aid and comfort to the bureaucratic collectivists,
.managerial socialists and pessimistic revisionists of all sorts.

: On the other hand, there is another aspect of the question o
of private prcperty with which we must of necessity deal. Trotsky S
said in this relation, "(the bureaucracy) must inevitably in
future stages seek supnort for itself in property relations, =-- !
But the right of testament is inseparable from the right of property. 5
- It is not enough to be vhe director of a trust; it is necessary ;g
to be a stockholder. The victory of the bureaucracy in this ,1§
{

A

decisive sphere would mean its conversion into a new possessing
class." " (L.T. Revolution Betrayed, p 254). o

.This is false, Production relations do not flecw from
property relations. Property relations flcw from productiocn re- 7
lations. It is not the function of stcckholders in a corporation e
- that gives the right to exploit labor. It is the funection in a : T
-process of production over which the workers have no control that &
' transforms a mere Mr, Moneybags into a real capitalist. i

The Stalinist bureaucracy, precisely because of its role -
.in the process of production, has the "right of stestament", that
.1s the right to the unpaid labor of the workers because of that

On the other hand, this production relation, in turn, has
led to having the right also to any amount of money or personal -
property which you can leave to your direct descendants without
interference by the state. No one denies this, Thg F.Is.has
published details of this law and has acknowledged its existence.
However -- and this is what can become fatal -- it draws no con-
clusion from this new fact, any more than it draws firm conclu-
sions from the changes in the family relationships, or that of
‘the younger generation becoming a privilege of the new class. Yet
“the children of the bureaucrats, having the money to att?nq the
- schools of higher learning, and enjoying many special privileges,

. including travelling abroad, are in fact being trained by their =,
.parents and by the state as the future rulers of that state. Thus
‘we see that the special privileges flow from the role of tpis
exploitative class in the process-of production and hence in the
state. The new Stalinist Rulers are the state capitalists of Russia, .
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TAT ANNING
One of the main arguments of the defensists is that the

nationalized property allows a new stage of social development,
the stage of planning. The bureaucracy cannot plan and overcome
the economic results of the basic class distinctions in the ‘produc-
tive relations, which are governed not by the blueprints of the
bureaucracy but by its relations with the world market. Under con-
ditions of the Stalinist economy operating within the framework of
. world capitalism, the monopoly of foreign trade beccmes not a
guarantee of the maintenance of the socialist relations of produc-
~ tion, but a chamnnel through which the Soviet economy is re-absorbed

into the capitalist world economy. '

It is absolutely impossible for the bureaucracy to plan in
such a way as to overcome the constantly growing disproportion
between the accumulation of capital and the degradation of the pro-
letariat, The planning of the bureaucr:zcy consists, in essence,
of regulating the economy within the laws of its capitalisti
motion. .

Like every other economy in the world today, capitalism has
developed to such a stage that the capitalists plan the economy to
the degree that they apportion capital and-labor to such spheres as
are needed by the class position and class airs of the bureaucracy
or any other capitalist class. The classical free market is a
thing of the past. ' :

The bureaucracy is able to overcome the more obvious mani-
festations of the o0ld commercial crises only by the most brutal
regulations and the subordination of the workers to the constant
crises in the economy. But planning in the sense of a rational
apportionment of the means of production and gonsumption is abso-
lutely impossible for the bureaucracy owing to the class antagon-
isms inside the country, the removal of the proletarict from all
productive functions except the production of surplus value and
subordination of the economy to the world market either through
actual economic relations, such as Russia is striving to establish
today, or through the modern form of competition, which is imper-

L ]

ialist war,

This confusion on the question of planning, the conception
that planning, is possible by any other class than the proletariat
which has emancipated itself from the tyranny of capi?al also
. causes in the minds of the world proletariat a confusion between
collective society and totalitarianism. This ?u?ther does great
damage t® the socialist idea at the present critical stage of the
history of the Fourth International.

It is to be particularly noted that in Russia, the Stalin-
ist professors themselves were unable, according to their own con=-
fession, to explain the presence in the Soviet economy of value,
hitherto associated with capitalist production.

According:to an article published in the American Economic

Review a translation of an article appearing in "Pod Znamenem
Marxiama" (Under the Banner of Marxism, September 1944) entitled,
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"Some Questions of Teaching Political Economy", the Stalinist pro-
fessors were forced to admit that the teaching of political economy
had stopped several years ago (1940 at the latest) and when it was
resumed, a complete reversal of position was necessary. The admls-
sion was now made that the theory of value operates within the
Soviet Unicn, and at the same time launched a vigorous attack on the
methodology of "Capital"™. This in turn forced them to defend the
Soviet Union apainst the charge that it is a capitalist state on the
two grounds that it has no private property and that its economy 1is
planned. It is significant that this gquestion came to the surface
and was discussed in totalitarian Russia, but was not considered
worth discussion in our party.

The inner essence of the Marxian theory of value, and hence
of surplus value, is that labor power is a commodity bought at value,
The theory of value is only the theoretical expression of the actual
class struggle. The constant grewth of constant capital (the mach-
ines of production) over variable capital (living labor power) is
only the expression of the constant domination of the capitalist over

the worker.

_ In a transitional society, like the dictatorship of the pro-
lepariat, when the society has the elements of both the society from
which it emerged (capitalism) and the society toward which it is
developing (socialism), the theory of value continues to operate,
since the theory of value is a theory of the world market. However,
to the extent that the worker directly intcrvenes in the process of
production (production conferences, trade unions, soviets, etc), he
delivers blows to the functioning of the law of value. The proof
of this lies in the fact that thc law of motion of capitalist
society (the increase of accumulation at the same time as, the in-
crease.of the misery of the working class) is in part defeated in
a workers dictatorship. Thus, when in 1928 the production in Russia
reached 100%, that is, 1933 levels, wages rose 125%.

But on the contrary, after the first 5 year plan was intro-
duced when production was consciously set to match capitalist
standards, you had a simultanecus decrease in the standard of living
of the workers, due to the law of value functioning on the one hand
and the failure of the worker to intervene in the process of pro-
duction on the other hand. The law of motion of the workers' state
was thus reversed, and the capitalist law of motion became dominant.
Thus in 1940, when production reached 300% above 1928, wages had

decreased to 50% of that level!

When the leaders of October spoke for the permanent or world
revolution, they did so not as "idealists", but because they knew
that, with the existence of the vorld market, the workers could not
continue to deliver decisive blows to the law of value. Without
‘the revolution in some of the advanced countries, the law of value
was bound to reassert its dominance. That is precisely why their
espousal of world revolution and their rcalization that Sociallsm

could not be built in one country.

3 ) [ f/
It is one thing to say that in the‘workers state the law.o :
value functioned, and another to say that it was dominant. For when i
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4t becomes dominant, capitalism exists! That is why Lenin insisted
that they had "state capitalism" with a workers regime. That is
the reason that he warned that Russia would return to capitalism
unless the revolution was extended.

The fact that this came about in an unprecedented way, not
through military intervention, not through the restoration of pri-
vate property, only proves how correct Marx was, when he stated

that the ultimate development of the law of value was the statifica-
tion ‘of production.

The Soviet theorists had, up until 1943, denied that the law
of value, the dominant law of capitalist production, functioned in
Russia., The Stalinist apologists affirmed that the denial of the
operation of the law of value in Russia has created insurmountable
difficulties in explaining the existence of such categories as
money, wages, and so forth under Socialism. However, the admission
that the law of value operates should bring with it the admission
that the law of surplus value operates, This they refuse to do.

The contradiction is their's.

. These Stalinists, in denying that Russia is a capitalist
society, insist that the best proof of this fact is that Russia is

not subject to Mthe law of capitalism: the average rate of profit",

Actually, the law of capitaiism is not the average rate of
profit but the decline in the rate of profit. The average rate of
profit is the manner in which the surplus value extracted from the

~workers is divided among the capitalists. It is impossible to con-

clude that therefore Russia is not a capitalist country as these
Stalinists do. This would be a revision of Marxism. In reality
the state-imposed turnover tax, which reveals to us the extent of
profit ih the production of consumers' goods, is the medium through
which the state, not the industry, siphons off surplus value from
the wages of the workers. It could not do the same thing through
heavy industry since the workers do not consume its products.

To call Stalinist Russia a workers' state, as our party
does, on the grounds that property is nationalized and production

-1s planned, is merely to reinforce the same arguments advanced by

the spokesmen of the bureaucracy, in their effort to bolster up
Stalin's claim that socialism has been achieved.

The Extrattion Of Surplus Value And
Socialist Accumulation

In all capitalist lands, money - is the means through which
prices and wages are equated in the supply and demand for consump-
tion goods, The value of the worker is qual to the socially
necessary labor time required for his subsistence., Just so ion% .
as the production of the means of consumption is only suff%ciegi g
sustain the masses prices will break through ald legal restr g gg
until the sum of all prices of consumers' goods and the sum of a

- wage payments are equal, price fixing notpithstanding. In the

iti ht about so
Uni ~the abolition of rationing in 1939 broug |
ng;it&nn;gggease in prices that the worker could not exist . at the
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‘new price level. The state was therefore compelled to grant a
general wage increase. In this the state was only bowing to the
inexorable law that controls wages and prices in any capitalist
society, i.e. the law of value. And as part and parcel of this
process, in obedience to the laws of value, the state accumulates
value by the device of the turnover tax. This accumulaticn of
surplus value becomes capital in the hands of the Stalinist bureau-
cracy. This increased accumulation of surplus value, as is demon-
strated by the increase in production of the means cf consumpticn,
is marked in Stalinist Russia as in every capitalist country, by
the accumulation of misery of the workers at the opposite end of
the pole.

Capital, said Marx, is not a thing, but a social relation
of production established through the instrumentality of things,
i.e. the means of production alienated from the workers and oppres-
sing them. Resultant preponderance of production of means of pro-
~duction over means of consumption is inevitable under capitalism,
for the use-values produced therewith arc consumed by capital not
workers or capitalists., This has been true of the Soviet Union,
where means of production cutweigh means of consumption in the
total of production, and where the bureaucrats showed their aware-
ness of the importance of this fact in the Plan for 1941, stipula-
ting openly that the workers wer: to get only 6.5% raise in wages
for every 12% increcase in productivity. Vosnessensky announced:
"This proportion between labor productivity and the average wage
furnishes a basis for lowering production cost and increasing
socialist accumulation. . ." '

"Socialist accumulation" could hardly be more clearly
identified as equivalent to capitalist accumulation that it is in -
this case.

" Political Changes Within The Soviet Union

The degeneration of Stalinist Russia is to be -marked not
only by the eccnomic exploitation of the workers but by the rever-
sion to the worst features of all the derivative social relations
of capitalism. To but list these changes would occupy a document
in itself. Since most people in the party will acknowledge that
political changes by themselves are not the vital factors that we
are concerned with here, we will therefore cite oply those changes
which illustrate the class changes within the Soviet Union. These
political changes are but a reflection of the economic change that

has taken place.

In the Soviet afmy -- even the name "Red Army" has been

. - g e officer caste ‘has been as re stablish=-
d§9§§e§t wageigiggetgggngf %sarism. %he chests of the Army .

TS nd other
rshals are resplendant with revived Tsarist medals an t
g:corations. Thg of ficer caste system demands strict %ﬁedzigggér
of the worker-soldier, on pain of the death penalty. il et
in return is rewarded not only with special pay and ?ilvkigg o
also with the right to use soldiers as §ervants and u&t 05 ek 8
" trace of politlcal control from telow either through pa% {he oy
"‘has long since vanisheéd. Further, the specilal troops o on agaiﬁst
separate from the regular army, exist as a means of guarding |

-
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any trouble wr@h the regular army -- a police body of the bureau-
- cracy functioning like the SS troops of Naziism!

These "special bodies of armed men" described by Lenin in
"State and Revolution" now function as agents of repression against
the workers, not as defenders of the conquests of October. And the
highly privileged position held by the NKVD is its reward for the
efficiency with which it polices the masses,

. Bourgeois family relaticnships have been formally reestab-
lished, and the family has become again the agency for exploitation -
of women and children. This has been accomplished through more
stringent regulations concerning marriage, divorce has become
extremely difficult, and abortions completely prohibited: Large
families are rewarded, and in many respects the "kitchen, church
and children" ideal for women is being preached. Large families,
we might mention, have an economiec value to the exploiter in swell-.
ing the supply of cheap labor, especially since the laws have been

changed to make child labor the rule instead of the exception, in
the families of the workers.

The Orthodox church has been restored to many of its old
privileges, and even given an official status. The Eastern Rite of
the Roman church has been separated from Rome and brought under the
benevolent wing of the Holy Father in the Kremlin. And while a
state church develops, anti-religious propaganda is discouraged!

Education for the worker's child is class education, de-
.signed to keep him in the class to which he was born, through the
- device of compulsory "vocaticnal" education from the age of 12.
The higher education is closed to the worker's child by high tui-
tion fees, and instead reserved to the children of the bureaucracy,
a device familiar in capitalist countries as a means of ensuring

the continuity from one generation to another of the exploiting
class.

As has already been pointed out, the new inheritance laws
permit accumulation of family fortunes in the form of tax-exempt
Soviet bonds, a permanent privileged elaim on production.

Further light is shed on the attitgde of the bureaucracy
toward the Russian working class by observing their attitugdeli d"
toward the workers of the occupied countries and even.th% ai e'
“countries which somehow find themselves occupied. This woziers
state" demands from the workers of Italy and Germanykrgp%rathons
for the crimes of Fascism even greater than those asked 'y ehatic
capitalist powers., What a devastating cont¥ast to Lenin's emp
rejection of all such imperialistic demands..

' i lass is the
brazen an attack on the working c ne
‘ Cedggigdmg§gicial looting of Eastern Europe andlMancggigaﬁa;n
Eﬁgzi factories and machinery were1m%v$ga%ugfw2ﬁg§:acgﬁntries ha
$ deprives the proleta 2
%hgu%ioigfggtlaégr;egtalso lowers the productivity of these
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to this calculated brutality toward the workers is the policy of
the Axis bandits in occupied countries under their control.

Even the vaunted success in dealing with minority national
groupings within the Soviet Union has broken down as a result of S
the war., Five autonomous areas have been condemned as nations on -
the grounds of disloyalty to the Soviet Union, their rights abrogat- -
ed, and their populations scattered to the prison camps of the NKVD. R
These are not individual cases, but charges against whole peoples, .
reflecting again both weaknesses in handling the national problems :
and a contemptuous disregard for the masses on the part of the
bureaucracy. This is not the action of defenders of the revolution;
it 1s the iron hand of an exploiting imperialism. The report of o
Kravchenko and others that Jews as a people were shipped from the s
occupied territories to concentration camps, and the testimony of
thousands of Jews who fled from the Soviet zone to the tender mer-
ciles of Anglo-American imperialism, and of many similar bits of
evidence all demonstrate that racism is growing to menacing propor-
tions in Russia., The state that fosters this disease is in no
sense or degree an crgan of the emancipated proletariat. -

A further example of the practice of racism by the Stalin-
ists can be seen from their policy of seizing "German lands" and
handing them over to members of the "Slavic races" exclusively.
Their land seizure policies are clearly not based on seizing lands
" of the German capitalists and turning them over to German workers.

These are but a few political eymptoms of the profound + . .-
change which has gone far beyond mere degeneration, to an unmistak-
able return to capitalism,

. A1l these and numerous other phenomena can only be inter-
preted by Marxists as the result of a change in the social rela-
tions of producticn. To state, or even to imply, after the past
six years, that this barbarous oppression of the workers is merely
the resul* of differences in the control of consumption is to admit
- to the world that social relaticns in the state based on collective
property can be equally barbarous with those based on the most
reacticnary forms of capitalism in the period of its death agony.

The Danger Of False Analysis

"Just as n tidy housewife never permits an accumulation of
cobwebs and garbage, just so a revolutionary party cannot tolerate
lack of clarity, confusion and equivocation. Our house must be
" kept clean!" (Trotsky, In Defense of Marxism.)

A false analysis of the nature of the Soyiet Union has led
the International into a series of gross errors 1in est}matinﬁaghih
political tasks of our time. We are comnitted to the idea t 'wholg
major antagonism today lies between the capltalist world astie
and the state of collectivized property.. On the conprarzé the 11ies -
struggle is between two mammoth imperialist powers with thel

them and com-
h s of influence, dividing the world between

angigp ?gi unique master} of the globe. In this struggle neither.ld
o ¥ f the workers of the wor_ .

predatory gang can claim the allegiance o
/ .
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The Fourth International must throw off the outworn analysis based
on conditions which have long since ceased to be, and once again
liagtthe workers in the struggle for Socialism against all the ex-
ploiters. S : .

Failing to do this, the International finds itself prepar-
ing the proletariat to defend Stalinist Russia in the war to come,
which the logic of our position forces us to blame entirely upon .
the plots of Anglo-American imperialism, playing down or ignoring
altogether the guilt of Stalinism. The cynical treacherous maneuvers
of Stalinist foreign policy, in no way related to the interests of
thetgorkers, repeatedly force us into one outrageous absurdity after
another, :

What the International calls "expansionism" is indistinguish=-
able from imperialism in our era. Even thirty years ago, Lenin ‘
pointed out that whereas the classic basis of modern imperialism was
the export of finance capital, yet the imperialists had reached a |
stage where they seized upon all sorts of tergitory for all sorts
of economic, political and strategic redsons, even to the extent of-
seizing territory solely to keep other imperialists from getting it,
He also established that the imperialism of Tsarist Russia and of
Japan was not based on export of finance capital as was that of
Britain, France and the U.S. Bul today Stalinist Russia fulfills
even the most exacting demands of those who require the letter of
the law. The series of joint business agreements it has concluded .
with occupied and satellite nations requires export of capital, and
reaps rewards for the Stalinist bureaucracy in the form of surplus
value extorted from the labor of the workers of the small nations
involved. Today Stalinist Russia-follows in every detail the.
method of a great continental imperialist power in seeking to in-

- tegrate the economies of the dominated-countries into its own as

one economic unit, That this "integration" is exploitative and

. imperialist in character is beyond dispute. One of the strongest

evidences of this fact is the degree to which Stalinism forces re-

organization of the exploited nation's economy into nationalized
forms, the better to fit the needs of the exploiting economy. This
nationalization has nothing in common with the socialization impos=

" ed by a victorious proletariat.

Imperialism takes different outward forms., Britain built
an elaborate politically—controlled empire, The United States re-

. 1ied upon the superilority of its economy to defeat competitors, and

became the champion of the "Open Door" and the "Good Neighbor Poli-
cy"., Stalinist Russia employs -the methods dictated by its own ,
peculiar political and economic structure, The result is the sames:
exploitation and misery for the workers. The Stalinists even

challenge the old colonial powers by seeking to control the Dardan-

~ elles and, from a base in North Africa, to become a Mediterranean

power, following slavishly the pattern of Tsarism,

Not to call this imperialism is to do violence to Marxist
truth, and which is more important, to tie the workers to a false
political line which ignores the difference between the old imper-

- ialism of the export of capital, -and the totalitarian imperialigm

of the death agony of capitalism.

.
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1. Stalinist Russia is in no sense or degree a workers' state,
degenerated, profoundly degenerated, or otherwise. '
2. This is the result of a dialectical process through which

the: quantitative faetor of degeneration has made a qualitative
change in the economy and therefore in the character of the state,
transforming the erstwhile workers' state into a capitalist state.

3. Stalinist Russia 1s not to be defended by the working class
under any circumstances.

4, The proletariat of Russia must be mobilized under the slo-
gans of the proletarian revolution for the overthrow of the Stalin-
ist bureaucracy, not as a caste, but as a class which rules the
processes of production, controls the surplus labor, and tyranniz-
es over the whole economy by means of an army, secret policey and
state bureaucracy whose removal from power requires a profound
social revolution. .

5., The Fourth International must unremittingly and uncompromis-
ingly explain to the workers and oppressed everywhere:

a. The degradation which is inherent in calling Stalinist
Russia socialistic or in any sense a workers' state. -

b. That the great lesson of the last thirty years is that
it 1s impossible by any legal arrangement of peroperty to achieve
Socialism unless the economy is based upon an emancipated prole-
tariat. Unless the nationalized economy is parallelled by free,
democratic, proletarian, political and social institutions, it is
doomed to degeneration. ' .

c. That the Stalinist bureaucracy must be included among
- the bearers of barbarism along with the capitalists of other lands,
and that the Russian proletariat must play a vital part in the '
overthrow of world capitalism by struggling against its own ex-
ploiters. The social revolution in Russia i8 an essential part of
the world revolution.

d. That the Soviet Army and all other organs of the
Stalinist state must be dealt with in the same way as the organs
of any capitalist state.

@. That there is a profound difference between the poli-
tical agents of the Stalinist bureaucracy and the revolutionary
workers who are still deceived by Stalinist propaganda. It 1s our
task to work with and win over the revolutionary workers inside
the various Communist parties, but never to be trapped into aiding
- the predatory schemes of the bureaucrats,

: f. That the workers must carry -out the same fight against
. the present peace conference as Lenin and Trotsky did against the
Versailles Treaty. :

6. We recommend that the Russian question be placed on the
agenda of the forthcoming world conference of the International.
7. The International must carry on a Vigorous propaganda
against all types of "bureaucratic collectivists", "retrogression-
ists" and other revisionists of Marxism who base their grograms,
either directly or indirectly, upon doubts of the ability of the
proletariat to carry out the socialist revolution. ,

(The éigners of this article have not affiliated themselves
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with either faction in the SWP in the present discussion. We be=-
lieve that the question taken up herein is the central problem of
the time, and should be the focus of the present discussion.  All
other questions are of subordinate importance. We welcome the
collzboration of any comrades who accept the basic political line
of this resolution.)

September 29, 1946,

S g —— T

\ GLANCE AT A FEN FACTS
BQ/H. Ellinger, Bayonne Branch

" The necessity of a Marxian analysis of events is well
known throughout our party. Indeed, such has been the aim of the
resolutions and articles of the past period. However, equally
important for a party which seeks to guilde the working class to
power is the checking and correcting of these analyses against
the actual unfolding of events. Such a verification is vital not
only for the assurance of a correct program but also as the most
important aspect of party education. '

The European revolution and the question of Stalinism were
undoubtedly (and still are) the paramount issues before the world
working class in the period embracing the war and its aftermath,-
Yet precisely these issues revealed political differences within
our party and served to demarcate the majority faction from what
is now known as the minority. Is it not time now 1n a pre-con-
vention period -- and one year after the conclusion of World War
II -~ to assess these differences, decide who was correct and
attempt to benefit from the dispute in order that we may better
approach present day problems?

' What in brief was the majority view of the European rev-

olution? The following, while by no means a complete presenta-

Eion, constituted two of the central planks of the majority posi-
on:

1. The European masses well understood and were thorough-
ly disillusioned with bourgeois democracy. . Hence, democratic
demands -would prlay no or at the most a very small role in the
struggle. The agitational slogan of the hour which would win the
masses to our program was therefore "The Socialist United States
of EBurope."

‘ 2. The pattern for Europe would be Franco-type governments.
propped up by the bayonets of Anglo-American imperialism, The
latter dare not sanction bourgeois democratic regimes bpecause the
workers would make short order of these.

Such ideas in one form or another pervaded the Miljitant




+ & Tasks of the Coming European Revolution," Resolution of the 15th

- for revolutionary acticn."

. lutionary action."

~ serve as the grecat rallying cry of unity against the counter-revo-

ardd dismember the European continent," :

exactly "unchanging." The griginal draft of the 1943 Plenum resolu-

struggle."

correct views with abuse and hostility. For comrades who are in-

“istic concepts. This was manifested in their continued opposition
to the slogans of the Republic and Constituent Assembly, slogans
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the F.I. and the resolutions of the 1943-Wl4 period. Surély, this
will not be contested. However, should there exist any doubts on
this scorey I pick at random a few quotations from "Perspectives oo

Plenum, November 1943, published in the December 1943 F.I.

"Given free scope, given their democratic rights, the
European working class will not require overly much (!) time to
organize their revolutionary parties and to overthrow all their
capitalist oppressors. The choice from the Roosevelt-Churchill
point of view is a Franco-type government or the specter of social-
ist revoluticn." ‘ :

R
L. L .. .
R R P T

"The same program (i.e;, the Founding Conference) makes clear
the value and necessity as well as the limitations and subordinate
charater of democratic slogans as a means of mobilizing the masses

"The slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe will |
serve as the great rallying cry of unity against the counter-revo-

"The slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe will

lutionary schemes of the Anglo-American bloc to colonize, exploit

It should be stated here that the majority position was not

tion contained not a single word on democratic and transitional
demands. The final 1943 Plenum resolutioh spoke of thefr "limita-
tions and subordinate character." The 1944 draft Convention reso--
lution which claimed to be a reaffirmation and extension of the
1943 Plenum resolution, talked of a "bold program of transitional
and democratic demands to rally the masses for the revolutionary

: In other words, under the pressure of the minority and the
actual course of development, the majority arrived at in December
1944 what the minority had understood and proposed way back in
1943, To date the minority has been rewarded for its foresight and

terested in a detailed analysis of this question, I recommend Com=- -
rade Morrow's "A Balance Sheet of the Discussion on Europe," a bul-
letin which rgmgins_unanswered to this very day.

Unfortunately, this slow, cautious and unanncunced altera-
tion of the majority position proved to be purely verbal, To all
appearances, the majority had finally adopted the minority view-
pointy in actuality, they still remained rooted in their old formal-

which¢proved to be crucial in Italy and Belgium. Thus, not only

did the rank and file of .the party remain in the dark, but the very
makers of the resolution, themselves, failed to comprehend the )
significance of the amendments that they had reluctantly introduced. '
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. That this lack of ccmprehension extends to the pre '

: is illustrated by a current rroblem. The national quesgiogeggcgay -
again looms before us. The division of Germany, the national
oprression of the Eastern European countries, the British strangle-
hold on Greece and Palestine will undoubtedly bring to the fore
democratic aspirations and their translation into democratic de-
mands, Yed a resolvtion on this subject drawn upr by some minority-
¢omrades continues to gather dust in an intcrnal bulletin, Is the
majority for it, against it or fearfuvl of committing itself? Or 1is
such a query another example of minority "disloyalty?"

ey g
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There is no reason £or the slightest hesitation on this
score. If there is one lesson to be learned from the Nazi occupa=-
tion, it is that the national question can be of decisive import for
the socialist revolution. Vhoever has not understood this might
just as well have been marooned on a desert island for the past
five or six years. ‘

I doubt that there are comrades rash enough to maintain
that Rcosevelt-Churchill or their successors have established Franco-
type governments in Europe. Bonapartist governments with working ;
elass support and participation would certainly constitute a new A
phenomenon in history. -Clearly, the prediction of Franco-type v
governments has proven to be "out of this world." Yet when the . LA
minority at the very outset suggested that bourgeois-demccratic R
regimes would be the pattern for Europe, they were charged with all e
kinds of heresy. And even vwhen the majority conceded (although e
without admitting that it was a concession) that short-term demo- oo

cratic regimes mi%ht be established, they still attempted to har- R
~ monize this with their original theory. ~“The result was that not a s

few majority comrades believed that by "short-term" was meant at
the most six<months. The alteration proved as unrealistic as the

theory itself. -

‘Here we have a blatant example of the miseducation and con-
fusion that develcpss from the failure to admit an error. Here is
a living proof of the contention that one sloughed-over mistake
paves the way for the next. "Does the majority really think that it
is acting in the best interests of the party with its obstinate
refusal to admit mistakes? One has only to recall how Lenin and
Trotsky viewed this matter of errors. Consider the following quo=-

tation of Lenin:

v "The attitude of a political party toward its own mistakes
is one of the rost important and surest criteria of the seriousness .
. ?ggtgﬁapggty and how it fulfills in_practice, its obligations towards
- 1ts ¢lacg, and toward the tolling masses. To admit a ristake open-
ly, to disclose its reascns, to analyse the ceonditions which gave
rise to it, to study attentively the means of corredting it --
_these are the signs of a serious party, this means the performance
of its duties, this means educating and training the gclags, and '
subsequently the masses. (Lenin's empahsis) (Left-wing Comm®@nismg
An Infantile Disorder, p L0). ‘

- How would the SWP stand up under such a measuring rod? -

~
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Once Again: The Three Theses

That many majority comrades are a little uncomforta
' the record of their faction on the European revolution'is.igéicggggt
by the fact that they resort to three dissimilar and even contradic- :
Eory explapations. A few maintain, in some mysterious fashion, that - }
we were right all along." .This type of factlonal blindness is both ’
repellent and disarming. One can only lament the lack of a serious

attitude toward political ideas.

A larger group concedes that "we were wrong on this or that (
question but we corrected our mistakes and that's what counts." As .
the previous gquotaticn from Lenin asserts in most unambiguous lan-
guage, this is not enough. The mistake must be openly admitted and
analyzed in order that a real correction can be made, one which
will educate and instruct the party. It is not necessary to beat
one's chest or do penance. 4 simple admission ahd a sober analysis
will suffice. And certainly, one should not disparage and surround
with hostility those comrddes who foresaw the error and advocated
a correct course all along. ‘

. The third type of defense comes in the form of a counter-
. charge. Essentially it reduces to this. "Morrow may have been
. right on the quéstion of “democratic demands but since “then he has
built a bridge to the position of the *Threce Theses®j .4t first he
denied this, now he openly admits it." ,
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Before delving intc this argument it would be well to con-
sider a few pertinent facts. 1In the initial period of the discus- = -
sion, it was rather difficult for Americans, an ocean's distance C
from the active arena, to understand such issues as the national ) ;
question, the resistance movement and the revolutionary implications
%f democratic demands. Today, however, the situation is different.

e are still an ocean's distance away but the events themselves are
no longer day-to-day occurrences but a matter of the historical
record. It is inexcusable if one fails to understand them now.
Clearly, the wave of revolution as the old man predicted it and the
ma jority conceived it did not occur., Yet is it correct to con-
clude that the European revolutlon was absent from the European
scene? By no means! It was merely g¢lothed in different garb yet
a good part of the Fourth Internatidnal failed to recognize it.

The European revolution came in the form of the resistance move-
‘ment. This elementary fact must be acknowledged. The helmsmen of
the 2nd and 3rd Internationals succeeded in steering the latter
onto the road of bourgeois democracy but their task was greatly
facilitated by the abstentionist position of part of the Fourth
International. Had a genuine marxist leadership stood at its
head, it is not rash to declare that the resistance movement could
have been guided into revolutionary channels. Naturally, this
would have entailed a break between the proletarian and bourgeois

wings, But what could have been more feeble than to stand on the
sidelines waving one's banner for the Socialist United States of

Europe when the masses of that continent were ready to go to any
extreme to achieve derocratic and transitional demands.

Lo

Now, let us copsidef the charge of Morrow's turnabout as
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& regards the Three Theses. What will be crucial for seri
A is not whether Morrow's espousal of the ifdeas of‘thesgh;ggsngggzdes | ;
was conscious or unconscious or even whether it has changed from the .

one to the other, but rather the nature of these very theses, them-
selves, The name Three Theses has long become synonymous with-re-
| visionism in our movement. The application of this label adds
-~ 1little to ocur knowledge. It was the undeniable merit of the Three

- .Theses to urge that socialists champion democratic demands within
the.resistance movement. They went on to predict that unless revo- o
lutionary marxists stood at its head, the resistance movement would -
be taken into tow by bourgeois democracy. It hardly need be said 4
that this is precisely what happened.

The Three Theses contain some formulations and ideas that
are objedticnable, even incorrect. But these are far overshadowed
by their correct appraisal of democratic demands and the resistance.
It is both possible and profitable to extract the "wheat'" while re-
jecting the "chaff." The fact that VMorrow acknowledges the correct-
ness of bhe main idea of the Three Theses, while the majority clings
t6 its epithet of revisionism (as a counterweight to their own
abstentionist position) hardly redourlds to Morrow's discredit.

On August 7, 1943, the Militant published an answer of Leon
Trotsky to some Italian comrades with the editorial comment --
"Despite the lapse of years, Trotsky's answer retains full validity
in all its essentials." Had the majority given closer scrutiny to
this article they would have seen that it contained in a general-
ized form what the Three Theses stated in specific fashion. I
quote from the section on democratic slogans. .

"Does this mean that we, Communists, rejcct in advance any
and all democratic slogans, and generally.all transitional and pre-
. paratory slogans and 1imit ourselve:s solely to the slogan of the .
dictatorship of the proletariat? This would be hopeless sectarian-
ism. We 'do not at all think that the proletarian dicpatorship~is.,
" separated from the fascist regime by .a single revolutlonarsirt%eapi
We do not at all deny a transitional perigd with 1its trans oga i
demands, including democratic demands. With the aid of tgei:rigips
tiopal 8logans, which always open up the road for the pr%iie rian
dictatorship, the communist vanguard must conquer theheg re ¥
ing class to its side, while the working class as %iw ole
rally around it all the oppressed masses of the nation.
' i ' ject these
"Does it mean that a communist party must rejec e
(i.e. "democratic) demands? On the contrary. It must ingg;ga;hem
wi%h %he‘most audacious and‘rgsolutetﬁeanin%iarngszﬁgo u,_-[t canybe
ip cannot be imposed upon the pob .55€e8 . )
gigigzggsgnplife only by conducting the struggle a—dthe gnt2§ethe
struggle for all the transitional demands, tasks an )nee s .
the head of these massesS. (my emphasis ,

masses -- at |
| Proceeding from .the general to the specific, how else could

gt the head of these masses' be +translated but "at the head of the
resistance movement?"

SETRAS IS
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- Ihe Question of Stalinism

It will readily be admitted that the question of Stalinism
‘is a crucial one and a stumbling block over which more than one
-party has broken its head. Yet precisely now when our party should
be engaged in the deepest, most thorough-going discussion of the y
changes that have taken place within the Soviet Union, it confines e
itself %0 a barren repetition of the phrases "nationalized property" '
and “"workers' state." All purported examinations of the Soviet
Union begin and end with these stock terms. That these were not de-
cisive for Leon Trotsky is attested to by the following oft-quoted
yet more frequently ignored paragraph. :

. "The primary political criterion for us is not the transfor-
mation of ppoperty relations in this or another area, however im-
portant these may be in themselves but rather the change in con- : N
sciousness and organization of the world proletariat, the raising -
of their capacity for defending former conquests and accomplishing . T
new ones.. From this one, the only decisive standpoint, the poli-
tics of Moscow taken as a whole, completely retains its reactionary .
character and remains the chief obstacle on the road to world revo- ~
~ lution." (In Defense of Marxism, p 19). ' - 7 ‘

w

Leon Trotsky was constantly scrutinizing, analyzing and 4
evaluating the altered conditions within the Soviet Union. This o
resulted in more than one change and refinement of our program.

Yet our party today seizes upon his 1940 expressions and attempts
to exalt them into formulas for all-time. The majority evidently
believes that it is following in his footsteps when it adopts his
words of a given period and completely disregards his method.

It is not within the scope of this article to essay an
analysis of the Soviet Union. But it is the intention of this
artiole to point out the connection between the present scarcity
‘of critical articles on this subject and our line -of the preyious

period.

‘ " logic o
the red 2F£§néigggr¥ggr"%ggée§28 }%e8£¥ 8£r¥§? ﬁﬁiggt%ﬁg aeéis of
‘this formula, Comrades Wright and Warde had party members believing
that the revolution had been victorious in Yugoslavia. Under the
same banner, Comrades Cannon and Dobbs were criticizing the Militant

. for not counseling the Warsaw detachments to "subordinate themselves
to the high command of the main army, the Red Army, in timing of 3\
such an important battle as the siege of Warsaw." If the timing of
the Warsaw patriots was not quite.up to snuff, the timing of the
Red ‘Army was excellent, that is, from its own reactionary point of
view. Its consequences were the complete destruction of the Warsaw
insurrectionists as well as the taking of a much greater toll of
Red Army soldiers in the subsequent Warsaw encounter.

Conc.mitant with this notion of the "objective logic of
the Red Army vittories'"'"were any number of false conceptions, such
as the idea that the Red Army had, in some amazing manner, escaped
degeneration and was still the 'Red Army of Lenin and Trotsky.: :
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It is doubtful that the Bulgarian, Roumznian or Hungari
who_daily encounters the ruthless Red Army soldier %n azgizgsgegé
paylng.the cost and consequences of his occupation, would be very
receptive to such an idea. The ecxtent to which the party went
astray on Fhene and allied questicns is described in detail by

A. Roland in "We Arrive at a Iine," another polemic which belongs
in the category of unanswered documents. o

) Under the criticism of Comrade Roland and after the inter-
veqtlgn of Comrade Natalia (who had written a critical letter) the
ma jority agreeq that the slosan of the "Defense of the Soviet Union®
should recede into the background. But this concession was made
reluctantly and in typical style. It was presented to the party as
a continuation of our previous course instead of a reversal of it,
Comrade Cannon endeavored to link the two together with his remark
that "I do not for a minute forget that the gbjcctive logic of the
Red Army achievements in war against the Nazi, regardless of the
officially declared aims, is profoundly revolutionary." The’objec-
tive logic of Comrade Connon's remark was firstly, to reveal that
he did not understand the nature of the chance that had been effect-
ed and secondly, to pave the way for a new series of errors on the
Soy}et Union, ’

These were not long in arriving. The minority, alone, arose
to protest them. Of course, one could hardly expect the bulk of

" the membership to challenge any new perversions of Soviet Defensism.

Not only had they failed to receive the necessary political educa-
tion around the old ones but they had become increasingly disorient-
ed by the majority's refusal to discard its previous line. The net
result was that our press gave every conceivable emphasis to the
‘threat of war against the Soviet Unicn while completely ignoring
Stalin's crimes against the world reveolution in Eastern Europe and
Germany. On such major issues as the dismantling of factories,
forced labor, seizure of territories, reparations, etc., the
Militant had practically nothking to say: Two comrades compiled a
report of the Militant's record on Stalinist foreign policy from
May 1945 to June 1946, Their conclusions were that during this

‘period the Militant had failed in its elementary dity to tell the

truth about the foreign policy of the USSR. It is true that this
has been rectified to some extent in the past three months but that
hardly excuses the omission of the previous year.

Lenin and Trotsky had reﬁeated time and time again that no

mistake, particularly the cne that is veiled and suppressed, passes
“unpunished. That our party and International were not immune from

this dictum was disastrously demcnstrated when the 1946 International
Pre-Conference resolution called for the withdrawal of Amcrican,
British and French troops from cccupied Europe but conspicucusly
omitted the Russian. This could only be construed as tacitly condon-
ing the Soviet occupation. A grosser caricature of Soviet Defensism
could hardly be imagined. The simple notion of the military defense
of the USSR combined with the "objective logic" theory had led us
into the impasse of gbjectivelv aiding and shilelding Stalin.
Trotskyists, who had always insisted upon the distinction between

the regime and the masses, were now hcpelessly confusing the two.
Fortunately, the American minority was not alcne in its condemna-
tion of this. A few months later this impermissible capitulation
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to Stalinism was removed from the books of thg %ourth Internaticnal.

e Mistakes of this scope, especially if persisted in, can be
. fatal for a revolutionary party., One way tp prevent théair occurrence
' is to engender gericug political discussion. If the majority had

A concentrated less on trying to prove the minority disloyal and more
S on theory, ¥he party would have been much the better for it.

:fgf Confidence and Prestige *

i It is startling, it is alarming, it is incredible but there

exist comrades in our party (old as well as new ones) who reduce .
-Qolitical disputes to a question of confidence. The expression -

"I have confidence in the majority leaders" becomes for them the .

supreme arbiter of all controversial issues. That they are depart-

ing from methods and very essence of Marxism does not seem to phase

them. Such comrades evidently fail to understand that while it is &

fine to have confidence in party leaders it is a horse of a differ- o

ent color to substitute this confidencé for political evaluation, '

The implications of this "confidence" argument are as
follows. The leaders of the SWP are conscious revolvtionists, men
who have placed a goal above personal comfort, men with 1on§ years
in the revolutionary movement, Ergo: one should trust their poli-
tical judgement. If only it was asssimple as all that! The fact
remains as the events of the past few years have shown that long ;
standing in the revolutionary movement is no guarantee against go- .~
ing gstray on a political question. To rely on confidence in an i
individual rather than an analysis of that person's ideas is to
come closer to religion than Marxism!

Why confidehce shquld be reposed in one leader rather than
another is rarely made explicit by such comrades. Are we to assume
that number is the decisive criterion?

. A more sophisticated version of a very similar thesis centers
around the question of prestige, Essentially, it runs as follows: ,
If the minority is correct in its charges, then the majority leaders
have placed their own prestige above the education of the party. I
refuse to believe this of men who have made such sacrifices; I have
confidence in the party leaders, etc. This type of reasoning ex-
cludes some very solid facts. Desplte our avowed ogposition to-
. . Capitalism, we are all products of a capitalist system; we are all
2 subject to its influence and accept most of its norms and standards.-
: Prestige is still prestige even though it be in a revolutionary party
within a capitalist society. In fact, there are good grounds for
‘assuming that prestige is even more tmportant in a political party
than in society in general. Money, good looks, etc., are all coun-
B teractives to prestige in society but none of these carry any weight
& within our party. Prestige (i.e. knowledge of Marxism, services to
3 the party, etc.¥ is practically the scle yardstick we utilize to
evaluate a member., For a party leader to lose prestige is to lose a
good deal. It is quite within the realm of possibility for party
leaders (with the aid of rationalizations, etc.) to place their own
prestige above the education of the .party. For this to become an
impossibility we will have to reach the ultimate state of Communism,
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_ I have no qualms in stating that this is a new and lower
plane of argumentation. But it is not cne of my ovn choosing., 1t
is rare that anyone is convinced by the mere assertion that he is
operating on a lower level. It is usually necessary to indicate
the fallacies of his argument in addition to characterizing them,

September, 1946,
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