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To the IS,
Dear Comrades,

Your letter of February 8th to the Political Bureau and the
Central Committee of the RCP and your Open .Letiter to all members have
becn received and arc in circulation throughout the Party.

The document for entry signed by the four comrades was presented
to the CC to initiate the discussion, There had not been a great deal
of discussion on thc leading committce or in the party and for this
reason it was considercd unwise to take a vote, Naturally, a vote
will be taken, but only after the comrades on both sides have presented
a rounded out pcsition, and agfter the discussion has been held in the
Party, The PB svpports the position of the four comrades and is pre-
paring a document,

When we sent you the resolution we sincerely hoped that you would
particlpate and assist in the discussion which has been re-opened in
our Party, %o had anticipated that you would welcome an expression
cf a new turn in our Party, embodying as it does an acceptance of a
position you have fought for some time, and cmbodying a recognition
that we were wrong on the tactical question of entry, ’

The nature and the tone of your intervention were cntirely unex-
peccted by uses You have answered the document by declaring that:

The document 1s an cxpression of liquidationist tendencies,

It shows a pernicious method in ignoring thQe fact that the
- Internatiornal has a position,

The authors arc pessimistic in respect to the working class
and have a lack of faith in our class and in the Trotskyist
movenent, -

And finally, it revecals, once again, that the leadership of
the RCP 1s on the path which lcads out of the Fourth Intor-
national,

We must statc bluntly that the improssion your letter created was
that you arc doing your best te drive us out of the International and
prevent o fusion at all costs,

We gainod this impression by your characterization of the comrades
as "liquidationist", "pessimist", ctc., and your placing them in the
same category as lorrow, Demazicre, Shachtman and others who have lcft
the ranks of the Fourth International, It is our opinion that your
solc purposc was to pin a label on us,y to crcate an amalgam between
us and pcople vho have lcft our movemwent, It appears that you h%gig
with the precconceived determination that "nothing good cometh out of .
Nasercth's; that cvery idea cxpresscd by vs must of necessity be a
rcileetion of potential remegacy to the Fourth International, We
wherefore feel it nceessary to state that the RCP is not analagous to
. Demazierc, to lorrow, or Shachtman, or to any other tendency which

has left the Internationcl, ¥e ape part gf the International anpd we
intend to remain part of it,
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Since recciving your letter we have had the opportunity to dise
cuss with one of your represcentatives, He expresscd surprise when we
stated that the document of the four comrades proposed fusion. He
apparently had the misconception that we were for liquidation in the
organizational spherec, Let us assure you that this is not the case.
On the contrary, the only principled conclusion which flows from our
change of linc is fysgion rgoniza bogis cady est
lished, Any ambiguity in this respeet as cxpressed in the last scc-
tion of the document is the result of matters raised by you through
your rcprescentatives in discussion a few months ago; which we have
borne in mind, .

It appcars that you werc also under the impression that we werc
advocating "entry cvcrywherc." We hopey in the course of the discus-
siony to show that you have cither misrcad the document or have drawn
wrong conclusions from what may have beon ambiguous formulations.

Let us try and put tho discussion on its proper focting by elcbora-
ting what 1s the rcal position of the four comrades and taking up the
rcal differcnces which separate us,

You divide our mistakes into "old" and "ncw"., You say:

"c would not have intervened if the authors of the document had
only remaincd faithful to the old mistakes and not added something
new which constitutes nothing less than a departure from the program
of the Fourth International,"

So far as our allcged "old" mistakes arc concerned, these can be
divided into two: differcences on the relative economic and political
stability in Britaing the role of Stalinism in relation to Bastern
Europe and China, We arc anxious to continuc discussion on the qucs=-
tion of Stalinism, as indced the whole problem is still in the process
of being discussed in the International, We will touch on this
bricfly later in this letter, However, in the light of your stateoment
above thot you would not have intervencd had we mercly remained faithe
ful to thesc "old" mistakes, it is cvideut thot you reeard them as
sccondary to the main discussion arourd cur new orientation and perspec-
tive. Thercforcy let us first take up these "new" mistakes,

We can sum them up under three headings:

o) The slogan of "entry cverywhere."

b) The methed of posing the question of cntry which you
sce as a capitulation,

c) "Ignoring" the Intcrnational and past positions,

2) ENTRY EVERYVHERE? - A MISCONCEPTION

Your arguments on this lcad us to believe that you did not read
carcfully what was said., To take an axample: you make play on the
gucstion of America, Ycu infor that we are for the entry of the SWP
into the Norman Thomas Socinlist Party, We ask you to ro-read what
wos written in the document,

"In Amcrica, wherc we have our strongest and most influcntial
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section, the comrades would welcome the formation of a Labor Party
in which they would find a milieu of work."

Something very different, you will agree, - It would be absurd to
advocate entry into the Thomas Party in tihe United States; or to advo-
cate entry at all in America, You are quite wrong in saying that we
are presenting a new policy "for all sections of the International,™"
¥e were pointing to a general world trend which exists. Your miscon-
ception may have flowed from our statement: '"But it does mean that
for the creation of mass perties of Trotskylsm, patient and systematic
work 1s necessary for many years, especially in Britain, inside the
Social Democratic organization," Perhaps the fermulation could have
been phrased more clearly. However, the fact that they used the
singular and referred to the Social Democratic organization, not organ-
izations, should snow that they were referring to entry in Britain,
The part of the sentence which is operative to other seetions, is that
which refers to the necessity of patient and systematlc work for many
years, What it was intended to convey was that where there were mass
Social Dcmocratic organizations with only small isolated Trotskyist
geoupsy the tendeney of the Fourth Internationalists was towards
entry, %We have common agreement with you that entry in America, as
in some other countries, is not a prectical possibility, This is
neither pessimdsm nor liquidationism, It is facing up to the reali-
ties% Indeed you yourselves have no difference of opinion on this
point,

In gcneral we agree with your comment that it is impermissible
to play about with the policies of our sections., We do not support
the idea of a world slogan on this question, Each situation must be
discussed concretely by the given section,

We hope that this clarifies the problem and that in our future
discussions it will be off the agenda, for there exlsts no basic dis-
agrccment,

b) _METHOD OF PCSING THE GURSTION OF ENTRY -

IS IT A CAPITULATION?

We pass on to the sccond "new" mistake, You seek to show that
our docunent reprcscents a capitulation in the method of posing the
question of entry, which you claim stems from pessimism and bad method.
Let us cxamine this,

Your previous criticism of us wzs that we saw ontry as a short=-
termy "raiding" tactic, We now accept the position you counterposed
to ours, Our pesition then was corrcetly paraphrased by you as
follows: that "the Party had much bctter opportunities of rceruiting
in thc ceonomie struggles and from the Cormunist (Stalinist) Party,
and should thereforc turn its attention in that direction." Let us
say herc and now (and this has a relation to point ¢, namely "ignoring"
the Internotional) that expericnce has shown us that we have not been
able to rceruit from the Stalinist Farty owing to its left turn and
victorics in other countries; we have likewisc not becn able to rceruit
from the very limited number of cconomic struggles which have taken
ploce,
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Our perspective was based on what we thought was the best method
of recruiting members to the Trotskyist party in the shortest possible
time, %e believe now that it is not possible %o make great gains in
recruitment either inside or outside the lLabor Party, (We think it
would be correct to say that the numerical position of both tendencies,
in and outside, have not changed a great deal,) We now agree that a
period of "patient and systematic work is necessary for many yearsS....
inside the Social Democratic organization." If this is pessimism, we
plead guilty. DBut allow us here to enter such a plea for you also,

We tcke the floor with your statement of January 1947

"Under these conditions, it is obviously bound to be more diffi-
cult to recruvit members from the Labor Party directly to the revolu-
tionary party, then to organize then inside for Trotskyism. The
worker, even the advanced one, is attracted by the idea of trying to
sec 1f the Labor Party, which after such a long time he has finally
seen come to power, can be made to work in his interests. That is why
your 'expcricnce' does not impress us as a refutation of our proposed
oricntation,

"But recrulting workers from the Labor Party at present is one
thing, and influencing them in the direction of revolutionary action
1s another, You appear to us to pose the whole question incorrectly,
Our task, the task of a Labor Party orientation, even of an cventual
entry, is not essentially immediate recruitment, It is to bring the
transitional program of Trotskyism to the workers in the course of
thair édevelopment towards struggle, to go through their cxperiences
wich them in applying the demands incorporated in this program accord-
ing to the necds of a2 given moment, to convince them in the course of
participation in their daily 1lives that this is the program which can

achieve their goal, In thils process it is necessary to immunize them
against Stalinism, TDut to bring the Trotskyist program to the workers,
to combat Stalinism, to go through thelr experiences with them, to

participate in thelr political life in England today means above all
uO be 1n and around the Labor Party, whore they indisputably are,
That mcans that the whole work of the party has to revolve on tireless
agitation and propaganda around the Labor Government and the attitude
of the workers toward it.

"This is not a simple task, nor one of short dvration..."

¢) "IGNORING" THE INTERNATIONAL

We link our commcnts on the above with your stotement that we
"jegnore" the International.

In the light of the cxperience of the past 14 months, we do not
think it is possible to forge o revolutionary party outside of the
Labor Party. You were correct vhen you scid it was a question of
#Q;;kg cing the processes at work thg;_, of building a base for our
rsmoors, and varticipating in the main fields wherc the political

issucs of the day are raised, If you wish for a special statement
that we have learned from you on this scorey we give it with pleasure,
But surcly you arc not asking for a “confession" that you were correct
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on othor aspects on which we are not convinced? So far as your imme-
diate economic and political perspective was concerned, we do no

belicve you were correct, It is our opinion that the facts contradict
ite It is not here a question of "ignoring" your opininn, but of not

accepting it,

The document of the four comrades s2id that while accepting the
cricntation of entry, it did not accept "the cconomic and political
premise on which the Minority evolved their tactic...!" WVhat is
referrcd to here?

Insofar as you and the Minority argued that the "disastrous
decline in coal production, far from being halted continues unabated,"
we still say you were wrong, And our opposition, we believe, was
correcet to your refcrence that "exports have never surpassed 120% and
arc slackening from month to month"; or the perspective on unemployment
expressced by the Minority in 1946 as follows: "The comredes (we) talk
about the illusion of ‘full cmployment' being maintained and suggested
that this will be so until near the cnd of Lebor's term of office,i.e.
for about thrce ycars, How do the comrades explain that the former

'distresscd arecas'! are once more showing a steady inercase in unemploy=

ment,.." %e cannot here refrain from pointing out that the employment
figurcs of that datec have been maintained until this day, i.c., "until
necr the end of Labor's term of office." We do not accept this even
todzy. On the contrary, we believe that our short term economic per-
speetive has stood the tcst of history, It is this short term cconomic
perspective of decline and uncmployment that we do not accept,

We cannot lecave this point without declaring that you have not
presented our point of view falrly on the perspectives of British
eronomy, You crcate the impression that we "forget" the decadence of
the British Empire, and that we have illusions in the stability of the
capitalist system in Britain, We categorically deny, as we have per-
sistently donc in the pest, that this is our position, We ask you to
show us onc single article in the "Sociaolist Appeal" or the "Workers
International News" which leads to this roformist illusion.

Lilcwise, on the shert term political perspective of dovelopments
within the Lebor Farty, which flowed from the economic perspective of
‘'rapld crisis as against a "rclative stobility," we still maintain
that we werc corrcet, You will recall that you visualized a rapid
leftward development agoinst the right wing inside the LP which you
argued was alrecdy taking place in 1946, :

On these two questions, you arc cntitled to your opinion, we to
ours, They are not questions of principle, but merely of prognosis
for thc short poeriod chead, They have largely been answered by cvents,
We have no desirc to go into this wholc discussion again and to reopen
the factional feud on these issucs. We belicve therc is no basiec
disagreccment on the whole with the method of presentation in publiec
statements and consider it neither desirable nor necessary to revert
to thesc old discussicns,

. CLASSICAL CONDITIONS FOR ENTRY

You take up the question of what we termed "elassical" conditions

A AR
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for entry. Ve do not belive that the conditions laid down by Trotsky
exist today. While it is true that you said in the pasty as you do

in your latest letter, that no hard and fast rules for entry could be
applied, you did argue that these classical conditions for entry as

we saw them, were valid for Britain in the present period, For instance
your letter of January 1947:

"But if Trotsky did not set up any hard and fast rules for entry,
the conditions described by him in your citation nevertheless deserve
comparison with the present sitvation in Britain, because in our view
they are not so totally different as to back your conclusions, even
from that point of view, On the contrary..."

In the past we considered entry to be essentially a tactic of
short term duration, It 1s an undeniable fact that the type of work
being conducted is an innovation in our movement and has no precedent,

But in any case, since we have agreement today on the question of
a long term perspective of work, it seems to us that further discus=
sion on the term "classical' would prove purely sophistical,-

ST LASTERN EUROPE

Among what you term our "old" mistakes, you include the question
of Stalinism, You assert that the "Socialist Appeal®™ ",..takes the
Stalinist point of viow in the analysis of events in Czechoslovakia
and China, which are today the main arguments of the Stalinists,.."
You inform us that "the Stalinists are not achieving anything near to
socialism but cre strangling the revolutionary movement of the masses
cverywhere -- even whon they meke a left turn or use left words, or
procecd to nationalizations or to partition of the land.," It is not
truc that we take the Stalinist positiony and you do not have to teach
us that Stalinism cannot introduce Socialism, Any objective analysis
of our press will demonstrate this, On the one hand we do not blind
ourselves to the fgctg, the indisputable facts, that the Stalinists
have becn forced to carry through the ~grarian overturn and eliminate
capitalism in the basic sectors of the economy, - We are not alone in
the Internaticnnl in this, Your asscriion that we place the emphasis
only on the "progressive" side of Stalinism is also gquite unjustified,

Wae have attocked every ;gactiggggz panifestat t tion-
ally and internationally, (By.the way you sneer at the material on the

"biological issue" is quite misplaced as it has created a wide inter=
est in the British political movement,) We have attacked the Stalie
nist slave carmps, the lack of workers' democracy, we have exposed the
mcthods of the GPU, the strike-breaking activities of the Italian, the
French and other secticns of the Stalinist movement; above all, we
have consistently shown the necd for a political revolution as the
necessary prcrequisite for the transition to socialism in any Staline
ized country.

Yie cre convinced that cvents will Jjustify our position on Eastern
Europc which we prescnted in amendment form to the World Congress, You-
say that the RCP does not put the position of the World Congress., In
point of faet, the IS itself has not found it possible to maintain the
linc of the “orld Congrcss. This was shown in the letter to the Yugo-
slav CP and in Comradc Pablo's subscquent article in the "Fourth Inter-
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national" which mekes nonscnse of the position that Yugoslavia is a
capitalist state,

We have placed our diffcrcnces on this question before you in
the form of a letter to the IEC, We would welcome a reply to the
points raised there and a continuance of the discussion on the nature
of the Yugoslav state and the other Eastern Buropean states, Around
such discussion, the various aspects of the role of S$talinism in the
post-war pcriod and its future development can be thrashed out, We
do not claim to have the final answers to these complex problems, We
think our position is more in linec with the facts than that of the IS.
But the discussion is still in progress in the International and the
final word has not been said on cither side. We are confident that
we will eventuzlly cvolve to a similar if not identical position,

But before leaving this, we fecl it necessary to raise a point,
You accuse thc RCP leadership of having defended "with assurance"
against the IS in the past, the theory that the Eastern European
countrics were "state capitalist," One comrade, Comrade Haston,
expresscd this view that Czechoslovakia wes state capitalist, As
you know he has since gone on record against that position, But the
RCP leadership has pgyer takene position on this question, let alone
defended it with or without assurance., Therc was no question of assur=-
ance on our part, Let us quote from our resolution on the Soviet
Union, passed at our 1946 Confercnce,

"The CC notes that our organization, and especially the leading
comradesy have failed as have all other sectioms of the Fourth Inter-
‘national, to examine and explain the social transformations taking
place in thesce Eastern countries, to establish the class character

of the process, and cspecially to establish the clags nature of the
stateg that hove come into being, . This is an indication of theorcti-

cal hesitation and indecision on the part of our International move=
ment as a whole 1n the light of the new ard amazingly complicated
social phenomena,"

This was passed at the samc confercrce at which Comrade Haston
raised the question of state capitalism in Czechoslovakia, It hardly
indicates an attitude of assurance,

CONCLUSICNS

‘ We have never sought to conceal our political differences with
you. We have always posed all the problems confronting us with the
sincerc objecct of obtaining clarity, We do not believe that covering
up our misgivings or differcnces can serve the best interests of our
movement, We hopc that our discussions will continue and lead to a
greater clarity and understanding between us,

But you will rcalize that to postpone a decision on the question
of entry is not always possible, and in thce given conditions must be
ruled out, The statc of flux and indceision about the future of our
party is such that a postponcment of a decision on entry will benefit
no onc., The discussion was opencd by the CC on January 9th, At this
meeting werc present delegates from most party branches and they cone
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sidered a 1t wecks period of diseussion ample., Your request for a
postponement has been circulated to the membership and we will issue
any further arguments you may put forward in this connection as soon
as they are recelved, For our part we are opposed to any postponement
of the decision to some distant date, when and if all the disputed
questions you have raised have been discussed nationally and interna-
tionally with all the sections participating, Of couvrse, if the econ-
omic discussion continues long enough, the slump itself nay wipe that
question off the agenda!

- Before closing, we think it necessary to make our attitude clear
on the future work in Britain, So far as organizational approach and
method which have been adopted, we find ourselves in general agreement,
Ve have general agreement on the program of the Internatioral, and our
-agreement on method of work provides a working basis on which to
proceed, There is not and never has been any difference on the appli-
cation of our program in the form of concrete demands to be raised in
the British labor movement or even in relation to the problem of Stal-
inism here, %We have common agreement on the need for some years of
syscematic and patient work arouvnd this program,

We approach the whole problem with the greatest measure of good-
will, Perhaps you do not realize the great obstacles which stood in
the path of the comrades who have changed their course, in view of the
prolonged and bitter factioral struggle in the past, We earnestly
hope that the impression your letter created will be dispelled by
your answer to us,  For our part, we sincerely trust that any misun-
derstandings which have arisen caused by perhaps a too hasty interven-
tion on your part, or by the inadequate statement of the position on
the part of the four comrades, will be cleared up and the path will
be clearcd for a specdy and really successful fusion of the forces
of our movement in this country. .

Political Durcau RCP

- (¥ith B, Hunter co-opted)
Adonted February 21, 1949
E. Grant abstaining,

.

e
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LETTER TO THE MEMBER

et———— ——

from

Ted Grant, J. Deane, G. Hanson

Dear Comrades,

Discussion in the Party on the question of entry has naturally
provoked a crisis in the organization., The comrades will know that
on the PB, the CC and in the Party generally we have maintained that
under the given conditions, the best tactic for the Party is the main-
tenance of our independence,

The djis~ussion has not convinced us that in the present situation
entry would constitute a svperior tactic., However, faced with the
fact that the overwhelming majority of the leadership and the trained
cadresy, and a substantial section of the rank and file are in favor
of entering the lLabor Party, and given that the objective situation
will be a difficult one for the Party, we believe that a struggle
would be sterile. We say this for the following reasons.

With the development of the labor movement and the tendency
within it at the present time, it 1s possible that entry would have
to be undertaken in any event a few years hence, THe historical ten-
dency in the labor movement has been for the Labor Party to reflect
the developments taking place within the working class, At periods
of quiescence the right wing has always maintained its hold over the
labor movement as a whole, Just as in the trade unions and the shop=~
stewards committees in periods of 1ull, the reactionary and backward
elements, play an important role. With the upsurge of the workers
they are swept away and younger and more militant elements are pushed
forward by the workers. Similarly in relation to the L.P, As the
political expression of the trade union movement, in the event of a
crisis affecting the regime, the L,P. will be shaken to its depths
and an cntire reshuffle of the leading strata would take place. Under
these circumstances the question of cntry would be posed,

Taking all the above factors into consideration, and the un-
doubted fact that oven under the best conditions with a unified lead-
ership imbued with confidence in the tactic, only small gains could
be made in the immediatec period ahead: with the prospect of building
an entirely new leadership, all the advantages of conducting a strug-
gle and attempting to continue with the open organization, would be
cancellcd out, This is particularly applicable, as the possibility
exists of entrv in the future,

Therefore, given the above mentioned conditions, the objective
and subjective conditions would be unfavorable for the maintenance
of the independent Party,

Particularly is this so as certain necessary safeguards are
agreed on by all-entrists and non-entrists alike, 1) A theoretical
_Journal, and 2) A tight organization, :
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Entry 1s a tactical issuc and does not involve questions of prin-
ciple, Above all, it is nccessary to maintain a due sense of propore
tion and to sce the problem as purely a practical one as to the best
method. of the deployment of the forces we possess,

Under different conditions, if really favorable prospects for
growth prcsented themsclves, for the independent party, then it might
be nceessary to maintain a small grouping even against the overwhelm-
ing majority of thec party. But the prescnt situation is entirely dif-
fercnt, Nationally and internationally, the main task consists in
maintaining the organization and preparing for the great historical
tasks which history will pose before us in the future.

We do not belicve that there are great opportunities for the
growth of our movement at present wherever we operate., In this period
the most important task consists in the maintenance of the unity of
the organization, the intensification of the education of our cadrcs
and raising the theoretical level of, the entire organization. These
tasks will pose themselves as vital for the future, whether we are
inside or outside.,

Under these conditions, we do not believe it is in the best
intercests of the movement to wage a struggle on this issue,
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A_PROGRAM FOR THE JEWS

. e

By Louis T. Gordon

The decision of the party to intensify its work among the Jewish
masses shovld be most welcome, Up to now, for various reasons, this
work has hcen very ncglected. However, in order to carry out any
serious activity the first prerequisite obviously is a correct program,
and 2t the moment we have no program at all. No resolution on the
Jewish question in general and as it applies to the American Jows has
becen adopted either by the party or by the International, The most
comprchensive document issued up to date has been the Draft Theses on
the Jcwish Question Today, of the Internatiocnal Secretariat, and,
whatever its merits at the time of adoption, it has been rendercd
utterly obsolete by the latest events in the Middle East, How is it
possiblc, then, to approach the Jewish masses? What are we going to
say on the most vital problems facing them today? Will we express
personal opinions, which incidentally vary in more than one respect?
Wo can't be satisfied morcly with partial analyses or general slogans,
New cvents require new formulations,

Our work among the Jewish masses, of course, must be carried
out according to the party's policies and in pursuance of its objcc-
tives, The following pages are only intended as a first contribution
to 2 discussion which we hope will follow., Our tactical approach to
the task, as wecll as detailed analyses of the various ideologies we
will have to combat, will be tackled subsequcntly,

1. The Jewish Poople

In this country the Jews are an oppressed national minority. We
will not attcempt to definc thesc minoritics -- Italian, Mexican, Yugo-
slavy cte, ctec, -- nor if the word is the most appropriate., Sufficc
it to say that the Jews constitute in Amcrica a nationally conscious
group with speccial needs and some special interests., Consequently,
if we intend to influence them, we heve to supply concrete answers
to their problems not only as irdividuals, but collcctively. It is
not cnough to say that socialism alonc can solve the Jewish problem,
It is not cnough to urge them te fight against the growth of fascism,
If we want to offer the Joewish masscs a choice other than Zionism and
Stalinism we have to say not only §gg13§§ what they have to fight but
for what they have to fight -- as Jews.

Natvrally, there arc Jews -- well rcpresented in our party -- who
consider themselves purely American and wish to assimilate themselves
completely, Certainly no Jew who wants to follow this coursc should
be forced to remain Jewish, Likewise, due regard should be given to
the great masses who want to preserve the Jewish people and heritage,

The fact that the Jews belong to an oppressed minority does not
signify that no class differcnces scparate them, Some Jews belong
to the circles of monopoly capitalism, The upper middle class is
idecolozically ticd to American impcrialism, All of them, howevor,
arc to a grecater or smailcr oxtent diseriminated against economically,
“socially and culturally.
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Just as the othor minority groups who live in our country, under
guise of Americanization, the Jews arc being pressed to surrender to
the "superior" Anglo-Saxon American culturc., We have to opposc these
pressures, The true American culture will develop out of 2 completely
voluntary intcgration in the American pattern, But this pattern is
not merely Anglo-Saxon, as the Amecrican big bourgeoisic claims, Every
strain of immigrants, while developing its own cultural lifc, contri-
butes to the general American culture,

Also the Jews ideologically or organically ticd to the big bour-
geoisie, "fight" against discrimination. But their fight is a mock=-
ery because they do not strike at the roots of discrimination - the
capitalist system., As is the case with the Negro peoplec, although
partial victories of small importance can be won within capitalism,
the finel victory, the real cradication of anti-somitism and cvery
other "anti" will only be possible when the "freo enterprisc'" system
is destrcyed., This is why the leadership of the Jewish people rightly
belongs to the Jewish workers and their allies in the lower middle
class and the ranks of the professionals and intellcetuals. They are
the only @nes who can consistently struggle for Jewish rights beczuse
they arc the only ones who arc intercsted in ¢liminating the rcal hot-
bed of anti-semitism,

Among these massos it is necessary to struggle consisteontly
against the influence of Zionist ideology and the Bund ond the Stal-
inists. The Bund, clthough it is dying as a political movement since
the destruction of Eastern Buropean Jewry, is still influential among
the immigrated Jewish workers, centered around the "Daily Forward,"
Among the new generation of American Jews it has virtually no influ-
ence at all,

The Stalinists ecnjoy today wide support among the Jewish masscs
because of their support of the Jowish State and because of the fight
against anti-semitism in the USSR, However, their record both in the
Soviet Union and Palestine and in fmerica is a reflection of their
role as agencies of the Soviet bureaucrcey and it will not be diffi-
cult to reveal the unprincipled motivations of their successive

positions,

* ¥k ok

American Jews are not cut off from those of the rest of the
world. They not only want to fight anti-semitism here, but, fecling
themselves linked to world Jewry, they also attempt, among other ’
things, to help in the rchabilitation of the recmnants of the Hitler-
ite slaughter and to contribute to seccurc the State of Israel, '

Vhich is the nature of the bonds betwcen Jews in different
countries? During the last few centuries and up to the October revo-
lution, and to a lesser degrce, until its almost complete physical
annihilation, ZTastern European Jewry -- the bulk of the Jowish pcople
-- constituted a nation in all respects but the lack of a territory of
its own, But although they were a minority of 12 to 15 percent in the
totality of the contiguous zrea they inhabited -- from the rivers
Vistula and Niemen to the rivers Dnicper and Don -- the Jows <were the
majority in hundreds of tovms and villages. (Lestschinaky) Yiddish
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was the mother tongue of great many of these Jews, who also preserved
and developed the Hebrew language and Jewish culture as a whole. Their
-national consciousness and character sometimes were even more sharply
defined than those of the peoples they lived among. '

Since the beginning of the century, this Jewish center began its
decline, The Jews had had almost a monopoly of tr-de in Eastern
Europe and in the 19th century they had attained a predominant posi-
tion in certain handicrafts -- i.e, carpentry and tailoring, But when
the old economic patiern began to collapse, the belated capitalist
development didn't allow them to integrate themselves in the new pat-
tern. National strife increased. Although a small Jewish proletar-
iat did appear on the scene, great humbers of Jews were forced to
emigrate, From 1900 to the first world war, almost two and a half
million Jews {30% of the total) erigrated, THe rate diminished after-
wards,

As a result of emigration, the October revolution, and the reign
of Nazism, the Eastern European Jewish center no longer exists. The
majority of the Jewish people now lives in the American continent.
The distribution is as follows:

1939
Continent Number P.,c,
1. GEBurope 9,500,000 56.8
2. Arerica ' 5,540,000 33.1
3. Asia 1,030,000 6.2
L, Africa 625,000 3.7
5. Australia 33,000 0.2
Total 16,728,000 100.0

1947

Continent dunber P.

1. Europe 2,0‘00,000 26.8
2. America »000,0C00 53.6
3, Asia 1,475,000 13.1
L4, Africa 685,000 6.1
9. Australia 40,000 o.k
Total 11,20C,000 100,0

("Crisis, Catastrophe and Survival"
by J. Lestschinsky. Page 84.)

Most. of the Jews live, unlike in the past, in conditions where
assimijationist tundencies are very strong and will be impossible to
covnteract under Socialism, On the other hand, there is the vigorous
new factor of a normal Jewish nation in Israel, Even outside Isrzel,
the Jews still have a strong national consciousness. both the
Jews_in Tsrael] and in the regt of the world censider themseiveé
members of onc people. A people that lives in different countries and
even under different social systems but still one people with a common
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cultural and historical background, Likewise, in the consciousness

of the peoples of the world there is but one Jewish people. Further-
more, culture or history are not the only bonds. There is also a
common destiny., It has been asserted that Jews in different countries
and of different classes could have no common destiny. The history

of the last few decades however shows that in the period of the death
agony of capitalism this is not so. Fascism spells death for all

the Jews, Six million were massacred in Europey regardless of their
birth places, and the class they belonged to. And none was spared just
because he didn't consider himself Jewish,

2. _The Establishment of Israel

The successful establishment and defcnse of the Jewish State
came as a complete surprise to most members of the party. Events in
Palestine did not develop along the lines we had cnvlsaged, Accord-
ing to the Theses it was impossible to establish "a Jewish (or by~
national) State amid the open hostility of fifty million Arabs" and

within decaying capitalist society,

There werce those who did believe in the possibility of estab-
~lishing in Palestine a Jewish State, but only through a deal with
Great Britain, Virtually nobody thought that it could be established,
as 1t wasy In fierce struggle against British imperialism and with
the active opposition of the Arab States,

Surely we can't dodge the issue by saying that nothing much has
changeds; that the Jewish State is not rcally independent, and the
like, Actually a great decal has changed., A completely new political
body has arisen, proving, among other things, the national maturity
and affinity of Jews from many countrics who proved able to methodi-
cally regain all the attributes of nationhood and finally of state-
hood.

What was the nature of the Pal:stine war? Undoubtedly, the fact
that two oppressed peoples, Arabs and Jews, fought cach other makes
a definition incomparably more difficult than, for instancey in the
clear cut struggle of the Indonesians against the Dutch imperialists,
However, 1t is not too difficult to understand the events if we view
them in reclation to the anti-imperialist struggle. And here the
party madc perhaps' the greatest error, which accounts for our mis-
taken prognosis. We didn't consider it possible for the Jews in Pale
estine to play at present, under any circumstance, an anti-imperialist
role, We did not analyze correctly the inner forces of Zionism, the
character of the Jewish people in Palestine, the measure in which
they, just as the Arabs, were oppressed by British imperialism,

For nany long years, the Zionist movement served well and faithe
fully the interests of British imperialism, but their aims were not
the same, While the Zionist movement thought it possible to reach
its own goals in close cooperation with the British it was, of coursc,
satisfied, If it had been only up to them we can be sure that the
Zionists wouldn't have relinquished their partnership with the Brit-
ish, But once the British assumed an utterly hostile attitude towards
the Zionists, they had no choice but to fight back or accept their
doom. The turning point came with the White Paper of 1939, although



the showdown was dedlayed until the war w#as over.

In Palestine there was no possibility of a stable equilibriumg
if the Jewish community did not develop it would have contracted,
Jewish industry, which had grown rapidly during war, could not sur-
vive, nor new industries could be established under the economic pol-
icies of Great Britain which were directed to keeping the country in
its colonial status. The whole Jewish economic structure was gravely
endangered, On top of all this, thousands upon thousands of Jews in
Europe were clamoring to enter Palestine and the British were keeping
the doors closed, ,

According to the Theses "at the present stage the Jewish masses
in Palestine do not as a whole constitute an anti-imperialist force."
Why? In the first place because "far from desiring the immediate
withdrawal of the British occupation forces, the Jewish mssses, on
the contrary, wish to have them maintained in the country,"

Events have since proven that this appraisal was incorrect,
Naturally, the reason was not that the leaders of the Jewish Agency
desired to break off any cooperation with the British, Meir Yaari,
the leader of the Hashomer Hatzair, who should know, asserts that
after the anti-British actions of Haganah, Irgun and the Stern group,
"attempts were made repeatedly to renew the partnership with Britain,
and to return to the one-sided British orientation, Throughout this
period these attempts did not cease., They continued until the speech
of Gromyko, and even a few weeks after that."

But Britain would not accept anything but the implementation
of the White Paper in one way or another, Jewish Palestine was thus
confronted with the possibility of being reduced to the status of
another ghetto, What cholce Gid they have then, but to resist? They
would certainly have welcomed the presence of more or less friendly
British soldiers, but how could they want to have maintained hostile
British troops, whom they fsared more than the Arabs,

However, regardless of what Shertok or Ben Gurion might have had
in their minds it was asarcsultof the Jewish struggle for indepen-
dence that a substantial part of Palestine was remcved from the realm
of the colonially exploited areas of the werld thwarting the British
plans to transform "Palestine into the key position in the system
of imperialist defense in the Eastern Mediterrancan." (Theses)
Jewish resistance inside Palestine and "illegel" immigration, despite
their restricted proportions, impased such a heavy financial burden
upon the dwindling rescurces of Great Britain that she was forced
to leave the country. Besides, British military experts recognized
the fact that it was not possible to build an important strategic
base in a region with such a restive population. The resolution
adopted by the Second Congress of the International on the struggles
of the colonial peoples; describes this process as follows:

"Britain's inability to maintain hersclf in the face of post=
war disturbances and rising anti-imperialist sentiments, the shrinking
of her Empire resources and the subsequent necessity to reduce expend-
itures, has obliged Britain to announce the withdrawal of her troops
from Palestinc,"
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Although the resolution does not state it expressly, the dis-
turbances and rising anti-imperialist sentiments referred to were first
and foremeost those of the Jews,

Some will say, however: Isn't it truve that the Jews fought
against the Arabs after the British withdrawal? This is true but it
is not the whole truth. The decisive taing is not who uses the arms
and the ammunition but what. interests they are defending and who is
behind them, The British withdrew but they did not lose interest in
what was going on in Palestine. Unable to continue to rule directly,
they intended to quit Palestine through the front door and return
through the back door by means of the British officered and financed
Arab Legion of Abdullah. Abdullah was designed to be the main if not
the only beneficiary of the Palestine war, Egypt entered the war )
mainly to prevent Transjordan from occupylng all of Palestine, I
Throughout the war Great Britain was -- and still ig -- the real enemy
of the Jews, Whoever analyzes the Palestine events without due regard
to the role played by the British distorts the picture, The main
struggle in Palestine wag that of the Jewish. people agai British
imperialism, Mainly for this reason the Soviet Union gave consistent
support to the Jews.

What was the role played by the US? 1In Ihe Militant it was em-
phasized that Washington wanted to use Zionism in order to get into
Palestine, This, of course, is correct. This desire was what
prompted the US to back the partition resolution in the UN, And the
Zicnists took good advantage of the conflicting interests of British
and American imperialisms in order to maneuver, But if somebody
cshovld infer from this fact that the Americana backed the Jews in the
same or in a similar fashion than the British backed the Arabs, he
would be completely mistaken,

It is true that American imperialism was fully aware of the pos-
sibilities of using Zionism to further its aims., But this does not
mean that they had actually helped the Jews after the 29th of Novem=-
ber of 1947, 1In fact, while Britain was supplying war material to
the Arab States, America, while paying 1lip service to the resolution
of the UN, imposed an arms embargo which would have meant the destruc-
tion of the Jewish community if it had not been because of the help
supplied through Eastern Europe, In practice, for the Jews the Amer-
ican attitutde was not fundamentally different from that of the
British., And American policy would have been radically different
were it not because of the Presidential election and Trumen's desire
to win Jewish and pro-Zionist votes. Before and after the 29th of
November the State Department was against any Jewish State,

. Furthermore, it is well known that America backed down fram pare
titlon very soon. She wag against the Jews proclaiming their State
on the 14th of May. As practical imperialists, however, after the
Jews established the state, after they proved that they could defend
it against the attacks of the Arabs, and after they realized that this
State was now able to maneuver and could even become too friendly to
the Soviet Union, the US started to make overtures to the Jewish
State in order to dominate it better and to pave the way for her
exports of capital,



-17-

Just as in the case of Palestine, America also paid and pays lip
service to the czuse of the Indonesian Republic, She condemns in very
strong terns the recent "police action" of the Dutch, just as she
spoke in favor of the Jewish State, But she does not move one finger
to interfere with the Dutch, as she didn't do anything to interfere
with the British backed Arab armies. If the Indonesians would have
defecated the Dutch, Washington would now bec saying: We wcre always
on your side! But the fact would have rcemained that they don't want
an Indonesian Republic just as they don't want a Jewish republic,

On the other hand, the Arab countries who saw in the Palestine
war a way to divert the attenticn of their oppressed peoPles from
their real problems, are paying already heavily for the 'help" they
received from the British, They have endangered even such independence
as they had monaged to attain in the past.

It is now the duty of Jewish and Arab revolutionaries in the
Middle East to stop the fratricidal enmity and direcct the rightful
hared of the masses against imperialism, the real source of all their
misfortunes, Jewish revolutionaries in Israel must fight against any
open or covered oppression of the Arabs in Israel and against any ex-
pansionist tendencies of this state. Also the Arab revolutionaries in
the Arab Stetes have to do their best in order to avert keeping Jew-
ish-Arab differences as the center problem because this would be
playing into the hands of imperialism,

Our program in Isracl will have to bc devcloped by our Palestine
section, It will have to struggle for the crcation of a truly anti=
imperialist party. But what should be our position herc in America?
To answer this question it i1s necessary first to sce how much, if
any, has thec Jewish problem changed with the emergence of the Jowish
State, : : ‘

3a.Isracl and the Jowish Problem

The establishment of Isracl puts and end, in principle, to the
abnormality of a Jewish pcople without a country of its own., It will
also solve the personal Jewish problem of thosc who live there, They
will be Jews naturally and casily, freed from all the complexes of
Jewish 1lifc clscwhere, But Now will the cxistence of this state
affect the situation of the Jews who arc not living there, the five
million American Jews,y for instance? '

Politically, there will be no links between Isracli and none
Israeli Jews, But it is undeniable that, in theory, Israel has
altercd the status of the Jews of the world becausc it is not a
state merely for those Jews who now live thore, but for the Jewish
pcople as a whole., Theorctically, cvery Jew, wherever he may live,
will have the right to go to Isracl, This is somcthing new, Through=-
out the world the entrance of Jews is rcstricted to the minimum, and
nany times forbidden altogether, whercas now therce is one country
where Jews virtually have exclusive right of immigration,

In practice, however, the entrance of Jews cannot be and is not
absolutely frece, Isracl can only cbsorb ncw hundreds of thousands
with thc economic help of the Jews of the world, Furthermorc, the
absorptive capacity of Israel is not unlimited., Thc present plans
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envisage an immigration of about one million over a ten year period,
And the carrying out of these plans is, to say the least, tremendously
difficult in this epoch of declining capitalism,

Even assuming the most favorable circumstances -- no erisis, no
war -- only about one million Jews could get into Israel in the next
decade, And in the Islamic countrices of North Africa and the Middle
East a2lone live betwecen 800,000 and 900,000 Jews (about 300,000 in
Syria, Lebanon, Iraq, Yemen, Aden and Libya), against whom dicrimina-
tion is practiced today in all spheres and who, in the words of the
memorandum presented by the Jewish Agency to UNSCOP, "are coming ever
more to be regarded as hostages for the Arabs in Palestine,"

And what if in the meantime something should go wrong with the
five million Jows who live in America? Ten years is now a long time,
and the world does not remain frozen. It will certainly not be up
to Israel to decide how many Jews might nced to go there, No substan-

tial help could be expccted from Israel if the world shou lunge
again into_faseclsm. A

In BEvrope, anti-semitism had strong roots cmbedded in its ccon-
omic and social lifej and the gas chamberswerc just the most barbarous
consequgence of the hidecous convulsions of capitalism in its death
agony. The terriblce fate of Europcan Jewry could have been prevented
only by a socialist revolution,

Ben Gurion admitted before UNSCOP:

"We are a small weak, defenceless people, and we know that there
can be no security for us, cither as individucls or as a people,
neither in the Diaspora nor in our Homeland, cven after we become an
independent nation in our own state, as long as the whole humen family
is not united in peace and good will,"

Can somcbody cnvisage such a "human family" under capitalism?
As elsewhcre, in America anti-scmitism hes decp cconomic and social
roots and these roots rerain unchanged by the birth of Israel, Nahum
Goldman, a leading Zionist, rccognized this fact speaking at the
recent session of the World Jcwish Congress:

"The establishment of the State of Israél...docs not mean the
immediate end of the Jewish problem... So long as Jowish minorities
remain in many comntrics of the world, the problem of anti-semitism,
of discrimination, of securing their position, will remnin as actual
as_ever before,m

Even those who think that sooner or later all the Jews will have
to go to Israel, are beginning to understand that the prercquisite
for Jewish emigration to Israel is the existerce of the Jews who are
to emigrate, and Hitler proved that this is not assured by any mcans.

L, Zionism ond the Jewish Problcm

It is now more neccessary than ever beforc to wage an uncompro=-
mising idcological struggle ~gainst Zionism., Zionists are claiming
that their anclysis of the Jewish question has becen vindicated by
events, They point out that while Marxists were saying "fantastic"
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they were wpbuilding the country, the Jewish pOpuiatioh in Palestine
was growing from less than one hundred thousand to 650,000 and finally
the Jewish State was established., Has this vindicated Zionism?

Lenin and Trotsky, as many other revolutionaries, thought at
the beginning of the century that the Jews would be assimilated and
anti-semitism would thus disappear, as Trotsky put it, "in a quasi-
automatic fashion." This did not happen., "The historical development
of the last quarter of a century," admitted Trotsky, "has not confimmed
this perspcctive, Decaying capitalism has everywhere swung over to an
exacerbated nationalism, one part of which is anti-semitism."

. Anti-semitism, on the other hand, intensified the will of the
Jews to survive as_a people. No appraisal of Zionism can disregard
the will of national survival which permeates it. Trotsky reckoned
with it when he said: -

"One must thercfore reckon with the fact that the Jewish nation
will maintain itself for an entire epoch to come, Now the nation
cannot normally exist without a common territory. Zionism springs
from this very idea,™

How can the Jewish problem be solved? Trotsky favored the con-
centration of the Jewish people in a Jewish state although he didn't
think that this was possible under capitaiism, "The very same methods
of solving the Jewish question," he wrote, '"which under decaying capi-
talism will have a utopian and reactionary character (Zionism) will,
under the regime of a socialist federation take on real and salutary
meaning,"

He contemplated that after the triumph of socialism "the dis-
persed Jcws who would want to be reassembled in the same community
will find a sufficiently extconsive and rich spot under the sun. . .
This is the grand historical perspcctive that I envisage. To work
for international socialism means also to work for the solution of
the Jewish question." And he added: "It may very well be that
within two or three gencrations the boundarics of an independent
Jewish rcpublic, as of many other national rcgionsy will be erased,
I have ncither time nor desire to meditate on this, Our descendants
will know better than we what to do. I have in mind a transitorial
historical period when the Jewish question as such, is still acute
and dem?nds adcquate mensures from 2 world federation of workers!
states,"

Trotsky also emphasized that the Jewish question cannot be
resolved "within the framework of rotting capitalism." "The Jowish
questiony, I repeat, is indissolubly bound up with the complete eman=-
cipation of humanity. Everything clse that 1s done in this domain
can only be a palliative."

Fundamentally, this is as truc today as it was before the estab-
lishment of the State of Israel,

* ok %k

There is not one but there are several Zionist idcologies,

i Bl
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However, all those who think of Zionism as a solution of the Jewish
problem still agrecey in the main, with Herzl's analysis. Herzl thought
~that the world would go through very grave convulsions in the years
to come and that the Jews would be the main vietims because of their
position in society. The Jews are being forced to cmigrate, but
wherever they go sooner or later anti--semitism raises its head., Con-
sequentlyy the Jews should emigrate once and for all to their own
countirya.

On this point the monarchist Herzl agrees with the "revolution-
arics" of Hashomer Hatzair, "The point of departure of Zionist phi-
losophy," says a document of Hashomer Hatzair, "from the very outset
was that the world, at least for some generations to come, would be
passing through periodic political, economic, and social upheavals.
The Jcws as a group, likc a trece on a mountain summit, less deeply
rootoed and morc cxposed to the blasts of the storm ‘than others, would
be first to be uprootcd and last to be restored,"

Unfortunately, this is what actually happened in the last few
decades. So many Jews are in Palestine -- and so many are dead in
Europe =-- as a conscquence of the failure of the world proletariat
to conquer power, If the revolution would have been successful at
least in the most important countries of Europe in the Twenties not
many more than 50,000 Jews would be now living in Palestine., But
instead of socialism came Eitler,

The failure of the proletariat to take power pushed the Jews
to Palestine and prepered the objective conditions which enabled them
to create the State of Isracl, However, if it continu t ve
f£12nre will cause the destruction of the Jewigh people outside the
shate and most likely the destruction of the state itself, In a

rccent speechy Ben Gurion said:

"There is still another problem which I scarcely dare voice:
Will there be cnough Jews for the State of Israel? Ten years ago
such a question could not have arisen, Now, after the Hitler catas-
trophe, it gives us no rest."

We can answer categorically Ben Gurion's question: if capital-
ism is not dcstroyed there will not be cnough Jews for the State of
Israel, Nor will there be a Statc of Israel, Thc Jews of the world
should understand this grim reality and adjust their thinking to it.

5. Principlcs for o Program

Whether we like it or not, Israel is a fact and it would be
abaurd for us to pretend to ignorc it, What should be our attitude
towards this state? We can't be against its existence, But Isracl
is a capitalist State. And of coursce we will not be for this kind
of a Jewish State, just as we a2rc not for a capitolist US, Ve will
support the Isracli workers who will fight, along with the working
class of the world, to bring about socialism, Incidentally, only
in this kind of a Jewish Statc, in a State which is part of a social-
ist world, will Jewish culturc have a rczl chancc of developing ac-
gg§g1ng to its best trnditions, frece from clerical and reactionary

ucncce,
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In brief, although we should express understanding for the
feelings of the Jews of the world with regard to Israel and recognize
both the legitimacy of such a state and such feelings, we won't
forget for one moment the nature and limitations of Israel,

This, however, should not be confounded with our attitude towards
the Zicnist movement, We should maintain our dgeided opposition to
this movement, which served as a tool of British imperialism in the
past and is now ready to become just as subservient a tool of American
imperialism,

On the other hand, we must draw a sharp distinction between the
Zionist objective and %he Zionist movement., The Zionist objective

to ingather the Jewish people in Israel deserves all our support, We
emphasize, however, that this objective is utopian under capitalismg
it will become feasible only after socialism succeeds. Nevertheless,
under vory favorable circumstances Isracl might in the coming years
absorb Several hundreds of thousands of Jews., We can't say to the
DP's that Israel is no solution., It is no solution for the Jewish
problem as a whole, but it certainly is a solution for their own
problem., We can't say to the Jews in the Arab countries that Israel
is no solution, However temporary it might bey it means a solution
for them, But even the industrial development required to enable
Israel to absorb a few hundreds of thousands of new immigrants can
only be carried out in direct opposition to imperialism. Amerieca
will not help Isracl to become an industrial country whatever prom=-
iscs she might utter to the contrary., The flocd of Ameriecan capital,
which the State is now seeking, will only reduce Israel's indepen-
dence to a mockery.

Why is Zionism reactionary even now, after the establishment of
Israel? Because it tends to recmove the Je a from the ¢
struggle in their countries of rcsidence, class struggle of whose
successful conclusion depends the survival of the Jewish people. The
Zionists are now attempting to convince the Jows of the world that
they have to "mobilize all their resourccs" to insure "a final solu-
tion." M"ihis single effort," they say, "will, once and for all, solve
the problem of every Jewish community threatened with collapse and of
cvery imperiled Jewish group, whosc return to Isracl, will in its
turny act as a potentinl factor in tho absorption and rchabilitation
of additional Jews."

They warn agenist arousing "new illusions concerning the secur-
ity of the cxistence of the Diaspora," because "it distracts the
attention of Jewry in the Diaspora from realistic Zionism," that is
immigration to Isratl, This despite the fact that Ben Gurion himscif
and many other leaders of the Zionist movement hove admitted that if
fascism should come the Jews of the world may be annihilated!

This is simply deceiving the Jewish pcople. Although cscape
may be the solution for some Jews it cannot be the solution for all
the Jews, not even for a substantial nincrity of them, Consequently,
the Jews have to struggle wherever this is not absolutely irpossible,
in order to combat thc root causes which force them to cmigrate,
This is the only logical, progressive and cffective way of fighting,
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One final wocrd about immigration to Israel. The establishment
(’ of the Jewish State has removed the question of immigration from the
Aorefront, Now it has become an internal affair of the Jewish State
and a personal problem of the Jews who want to enigrate to it, We
couldn't oppose those Jews who, in order to live a happier or more
complete life or for any other reason, may wish to go there, Nor
can we ovpose the emigration of those Jews who may be forced to take
this course because their lives are endangered by anti-semitism,

A program along the lines presented above, would meet both the
needs of the Jewish people outside Israel and the people of Israel,
It links indissolubly the struggle of the Jewish people for civil
rights and for their survival as a nation and the development of
! Israel with the struggle for socialism and against imperialism,
. Armed with such a prcgram we will be able to prove ourselves the
, best defecnders of the Jewish people and to oppose a new leadership
against that of the Stalinists, the Zionists and the Bundists,

February, 1949



