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AN OPEN IETTER TQ THE NATIONAL CQIMITTEE

(From Sam Ryan and Dennis Vern)
May 25, 1953

Dear Comrades,

As party members for eighteen years and seventeen years respec-
tively, we wish to raise some political considerations for the Plenum.

What are the issues in the present factional dispute?

This question is also asked by Comrade Breitman, g_g%mpg;_g;_ggg
Natjonal Committee., If Breitman doesn't know, does a majority of the
party? It seems doubtful, Nevertheless the majority of the party
has already been "lined up" without any political differences being
posed. The failure of the faction struggle up to now to pose politi-
cal questions openly and objectively for the judgment of the.party
cannot but appear as a clear danger signal for the party as a whole,

When a political struggle is necessary the creation of loyal .
‘party factions on a definite political basis d
vity. However, a faction struggle which does not pose political
questions is not a political struggle between factions but a power

struggle between cliques. Such a struggle gould ruin the partv.

Both factions support the same political line. This political
line, in its significant fundamentals is contained in, and 1s implicit
in, the decisions of the Third World Congress and the subsequent reso-
lutions and proclamations of the IEC,

ti-

If this line is correct, then there would appear to be no base
for the formation of the present factions. Since fa
support this line aggressively and entirely, then the present fac-
tional friction would appear to stem from essentially clique interests
-of a conflicting nature,

To anyone who honestly considers that the decisions of the Third
World Congress were correct, the present faction fight must appear as
essentially a clique struggle in which comrades of the party will
naturally align themselves with the particular leaders who are "eloser,"
"more sympathetic," or in whom they have greater "faith,"

~Such a struggle can develop Marxism in the party only in the way
that his punching bags developed Joe Louis.

It 13 our own conception, however, and we have expressed it many
times without drawing principled answers from either faction, that the
decisions of the Third Congress and the subsequent resolutions of the
IEC c - decisions,

It 1s our conception, and we will again develop it below, that

the present factional formations are simply the expression of two kindsg
of revigionism which have developed in the SWP in response to the

fundamental revisionism of the World Congress and the IEC,
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The World Congress decisions have been discussed very sketchily
In the SWP, . It is time now for the National Committee to put an end
to such a situation, If the decisions of the Congress were correct
and Marxist, then the party and the Congress can only gain from a
thorough discussion. On the other hand, if the decisions of the Con-
gress were incorrect and non-Marxist, the task of straightening out
the political line of world Trotskyism must and cannot help but take
precedence over the personal interests of the two factions,

On our part we are confident of two things:

l. A thorough discussion of the World Congress decisions, and
the Chinese resolution of the IEC would end the present confusing and
non-political struggle between Cannon-Weiss, on one side, and Cochran-
Clarke on the other; :

2. The line of the Congress toward Eastern Europe and China
would never survive such a test. ‘

.

o e o ok sk ok ok oK

Where we have been able to force defenders of the World Congress
to take up the political questions, we have found that invariably they
are unable to defend the line of the Congress without advancing basic,
fundamental, anti-Leninist considerations of so clear a revisionist
nature that we are amazed to hear them -- in 1953 -~ in the party
founded by Leon Trotskye. .

As an example of this we refer you to the positions taken in
Los Angeles by Comrades Myra Tanner and Murry Weiss.

Weissy at a branch meeting, maintained that Leninism included
the idea of "the transitional state." (Pinned later by some of the
youth comrades Murry is said to have explained: when I said transi-
tional state, 1 was wrong; I meant: state in transition. That's like
saying: if I said "Our Heavenly Father," I was wrong; I meant: "Oyr
Father Who Art In Heaven.") '

Comrade Myra, replying to questions posed in the local-wide dis-
cussion, said: "Yes, the state is the nation as a whole, and also
armed force"; "Yes, the state can be transitional for a brief periocd®;
"Yes, the state can be in the hands of two classes for a brief period,"

When you stop to remember that every single defeated revolution
over the last half century nec t t
of the state and met defeat, moreover, simply because the leadership
of the revolutions did advance apd believe the conception that "the
state can be in the hands of two classes," that the state can be
"transitional" between the classes, then you can begin to appreciate
the necessity of a political discussion conducted in principled,
Marxist fashion.,

But Comrades Weiss and Tanner did not advance these ideas from
any organic or congenital Menshevism; these Menshevik ideas were forced
t adeg by the necessity of defending, as they think gooed
- soldiers should defend, the revisionist conceptions of the Third
World Congress and the IEC. :
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The rise of revisionism in the SWP, of which this is only one
example, was foreseen by sections of the leadership in the very begin-
ning of the preparations for the Third Congress, in the discussion
of the nature of the Kremlin dominated "buffer zone."

We refer you here to the Political Committee meeting of Aug. 2,
1949, as reported in Volume 11, No. 5 of the Internal Bulletin,

This PC meeting opened in the SWP the discussion on the class
nature of the states of Eastern Europe. To this meeting Comrade
Cochran submitted a "memorandum." In this memorandum Cochran attempted
to establish, with economic criteria, that all the buffer states were
workers states, In this he was supported by Comrade Hansen., While
these comrades did not assert that the proletarian revolution had
been victorious in Eastern Europe, they did assert, at this PC meeting
and later, that because of the economic changes the buffer states
were workers states, )

, This conception was opposed by Comrade Cannon, The PC discussion
quotes Cannon as follows: "If you once begin to play with the idea

that the class nature of the state can he changed by manipulations

in top circles, you open the door to all kinds of revision of basic

theory." "It za change in the class nature of the state) can only be

done by revolution which i1s followed by a fundamental change in

property relations." f

This seems clear enough, It must have been clear to a large
majority of the NC, which voted a few months later to accept the
report of Comrade Stein repeating Cannon's basic conceptions and de-
claring that all the buffer states were bourgeoig states. In Los
Angeles Murry and Myra said many times, in the early stages of the dis-
cussion, that Cochran and Hansen were ."playing with fire," that is,
with revisionism,

That was likewise the opinion of Comrade John G, Wright, In his
article, "The Importance of Method," Wright reproaches Cochran for
wanting to "toss our Marxist formulas out the window,"

We do not mean to say that the Cannon-Weiss-SteineWright position
and method were in any way superlor to those of Cochran-Hansen, Their
%ggn@_g;;;gxigign;im, exemplified by the idealism of Stein and ¥Wright --

"Historical results can never be superior to the policies that pro-
duced them") -- was, if anything, worse than the empiricism of Cohran-
Hansen., Certainly today where the Cannon-Weiss tendency has presented
a political position (we refer to Los Angeles) they have far out-
stripped the Minority in their flight from Marxism. We regard as an
admission of their revisionism the fact that they have not dared --

(and we predict they will not) -- put their views on the nature of the
state and revolution down on paper,

Cannon has proclaimed himself a defender of principled politics,
In 1949 he branded the Cochran position an "open door” to "all kinds
of revision of basic theory." He has since neither withdrawn nor
sustained this characterization. Today, however, Cannon is again
charging Cochran with revisionism., This time he accuses Cochran of
revising Leninism gg_&ﬂg_pgz&x. Is there a connection between the two
Tevisionisms? Is today's revisionism an extension, a logical continua-
tion of yesterday's? Cannon doesn't say. Yet this is an, important
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question from the point of view of Marxist methodology, of actuall
principled politics. On the other hand, 1f Cannon was wrong in 1949
in characterizing Coc¢hran as a revisionist, and does not examine and
explain his error, what confidence can the Party place in essentially
the same charge today?

The question of whether a proletarian revolution 1s necessary in
order to establish a workers state is not only basic and principled,
but even elementary. From the innumerable citations we could make
from Trotsky on this point, we quote the following passage from The

volut ¢ "It is not the bourgeoils power that
grows over into a workers and peasants power and then into a prole=-
tarian power; no, the power of one class does not 'grow over' into
the power of another class but is torn from it, rifle in hand.,"

Elsewhere in the same pamphlet the 0ld Man castigates the Stalin-
ists: "...these people dream of a process of evolutionary transition
from a bourgeois into a soclalist revolution through a series of ore
ganic stages, figuring under different pseudonyms: Kuo-Min-Tang,
'democratic dictatorship,' 'workers and peasants revolution' -- (or
"workers and peasants goverpment"?--S.R. & D.V.) -- 'Peoples revolu-
tion'-- and what is more, the decisive moment in this process, when

e wres s 1s unnoticeably dlssolved."

The decisive moment in the process of social transformation, the
moment when one class wrests the power from another, was t
%igag%vgg by the Cochran-Hansen analysis of the buffer zone "evolu-

on, :

Cannon obviously was on firm ground when he opposed the concep-
tion that workers states had arrived in Eastern Europe without prole-
tarian revolution. His warning 1s certainly a Trotskyist warning:
once begin to play with the ildea that the class nature of the state
can be changed by manipulations in top circles and you open the door
to all kinds of revision of basic theory.

By "all kinds of revisions" we would, in general, expect the
following ideas to develops we would expect Cochran and Hansen, and
anyone who agreed with them to reason that if workers states had come
into the world without proletarian revolution, thepn the revolution is
not indispensable., But the proletarian revolution is simply the high-
est point of the clags struggle; if the revolution is not indispensa-
ble then the class struggle is not necessarily the driving force of
history. If the class struggle is not necessarily the driving force
of history, thep the party is not necessarily a party of proletarian
* struggle or of proletarian revolution. ‘

This seems irrefutably logical and the statement of the inesca-
pable political principles that would have to be advanced in order to
demonstrate that Cochran is revising Leninism on the party. (For an
actually prin¢ipled treatment of this question, we refer Cannom to
"The Biography of Liquidation," Internal Bulletin No. 5.)

Why doesn't the Cannon-Welss caucus develop its attack on the

Cochran-Clarke caucus by pointing to Ty ear apnd categgrical
pwarnine of Comrade Cannon in 19492 The question may be embarrassing
but the reason is very clears The Cannon-Weis gucug has adopted the

= » the open door to revisionism.
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They branded that position a revisionist one. They wrote against
it and spoke against it, Yet when this position was presented by the
IEC to the Third World Congress, the Cannon-Weiss leadership voted
to endorse the '"general line" of the Cochran<Hansen-Pablo resolution,
entering a reservation only as to the label to be put on these states
("destroyed as states" rather than "workers states"). But it was not,
of course, the label but the "general 1line" that they had previously
called revisionist,

-

If the Cochran-Hansen position of 1949 was revisionist, it cer=-
tainly did not cease to be revisionist simply by becoming the Pablo=
Cannon-Cochran position of 1952 and 1953. If it was an open door to
"all kinds of revision of basic theory," then the support of Cannon-
~Welss simply 's As a demonstration of this, we
refer you again to the positions stated by Comrades Weiss and Tanner
in the Los Angeles discussion, cited at the beginning of this letter.

Today the party is rent by factional struggle, Many comrades ask,
together with Comrade Breitman: WHAT ARE THE ISSUES?

Well, for gctually principled politics, thi e
the igsuegs. The charge of each caucus that its opponent is revisionist
t that requires basic principled exposition.

The buffer zone discussion cannot be eliminated from this,

Did Cannon-Weiss change their minds about the revisionist con-
sequences of the Cochran-Hansen position? The only replies we have
been able to get to this question in Los Angeles are epithets (Dis-
loyal! Splitter! Pro-Stalinist! Stalinist!). '

Did they change their minds? If they did, they have not informed
the Party. But isn't this necessary?: Do we want a party trained in
principled politics, trained to view all positions critically? Or do
we want a party that votes "Yes" today and "No" tomorrow, and anything
at all the day after, simply on a signal from the leadership?

Is that the kind of party that we consider has "the right %o exist"
in ATeiicag Is that the kind of Party that can lead the groletariant
revolution? '

ok o o ok o ok Kok o ok

Both the Cannon-Weiss and Cochran-Clarke factions accept a posi-
tion on Eastern Europe which eliminates the proletarian revolution as
theiigdispensable pre-condition for any fundamental transformation of
soclety, - )

"The decisive moment in this process" (Trotsky), the moment, in
actuality, for which the revolutionary party exists, "when one class
wrests the power from another" was "unnoticeably dissolved" in the
goint buffer-zone position of both caucuses and of the Third World

ongress, ~

None of these "principled" politicians can tell to this day not
only the "decisive moment," they cannot even point to the decisive
day, weeky month, or vear.
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Instead they picture the buffer states as changing their class
nature by stages; they present the picture of an essentially "evolu-
tionary transition" of these states from bourgeois to proletarian,

As with the Stalinists, whom Trotsky fought on this question,
these stages "figure under different pseudonyms" -- "intermediate
status," "dual power" (within a single state), or, in Germain's
analysis, "workers and peasants governments." The original "bourgeois™
states propped up by the Kremlin Erew over into an "intermediate"
status, (or "workers and peasants government") which in turn grew
over into the present workers -states, :

This ig the line of both caucuses.

If this anti-Marxist conception is not clearly evident in the
intentionally ambiguous buffer zone Resolution of the Third World
Congress, then it is certainly undeniable in the IEC Resolution on
China .

China was ruled, under Chiang Kaiéshek, by a bourgeois state,
Chiang's regime was driven from power and replaced by the government
of Mao Tse-Tung, ‘ ’

Was this the victory of the revolution? Was this the "decisive
moment" when "one class wrests the power from another"? Or is that
decisive moment still to come?

This whole problem, the problem in actuality'Qﬁ_&hg_ggzglggigg
1s dissolved by the IEC, The IEC doesn't hold that state power in
China has passed from class to class (the social revolution), The IEC
holds that the present Chinese state is "dual power," that is, the
power of both the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. And it holds that
this situation of "dual power" can be ended and a workers state
created without g revolution,

Diggolﬁg "the decisive moment when one class wrests the power
from another!

and ‘you must inevitably ve the wh t
r aria volut into a series of "evolutionary stages,"
Involved here is a fundamental betrayal of the Marxian concept
of dual power, Dual power can never mean ggg reglme representing two
tic ¢ (an obvious absurdity), but tw t wers.,
t rate ar for o These two powers can exist side by

side without civil war only for a limited period,

Dual power, for example, existed in Russia after February, 1917,
The Soviets and the Red Guards existed side by side with the police,
Cossack regiments, and army officer corps of the bourgeois state, The
Soviets, under the leadership of the SRs and Mensheviks accepted and
supported the Kerensky regime, thus constituting a regime of dual
power, ‘

But this does not mean that the Kerensky regime was in any way a
two-class, or transitional, or classless regime. The public power,
with the consent of the workers, was in the hands of the bourgeoisie,
The Soviets were regarded, and their leadership regarded them, as
"private institutions,." And the state 1s not simply power, but the
single, unquestioned and established Rublic power.
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This regime of dual power could not last, But it also could not
evolve by stages into the dictatorship of the proletariat., It had to

v owne. The October Revolution was this overthrow, the '"de-
cisive moment" when the proletariat wrested the power away from the
bourgeoisie, ‘ :

Contrast this to the conceptions presented by the IEC in its
Chinese resolution., The single state, according to the IEC, is peither
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie or the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, The state represents both these classes, So apparently does
the government which 1s called "a workers and farmers government" but
one in whlch the bourgeoisie shares power, (This strange government
is not called "a workers, peasants and capitalists government," we
suspect, simply from considerations of that "prudence" which Germain
recommends, ) , ' :

And the IEC, Jugt like the Stalinists whom Trotsky castigated,
does not see the necessity for an "October" revolution in China in
order to liquidate this "dual power," and sees instead, just like the
Stalinists, the transition from bourgeois to proletarian power as an
essentially "evolutionary transition." And, t ’
the IEC uses the concept of "the workers and farmers government" as an
organic stage in this transition, as a pseudonym which "unnoticeably
dissolves" the decisive moment -~ (in China long past) -- when one
class wrests the power from another,

The workers and peasants government, in the conceptidn of the
IEC, will "grow over" into a workers state and the dictatorship of the
proletariat, ‘ .

In place of the clear and scientific conceptions of lenin and
Trotsky, we thus get from the IEC ) c v
Stallnisg .

Seeing this, one can also see how truly correct Cannon was in
1949t once begin to play with the idea that the class nature of the
state can be changed by manipulations in top cireles and you open the
door to all kinds of revision of basic theory,

Comparing the Chinese and buffer zone positions of the IEC and
the World Congress with the basiec theory of Marxism-Leninism, shows
one how truly incorrect Cannon is in 1953 when he supports these
revisions,.

0 ok ok ok Kok Kok

The history of Marxism-leninism-Trotskyism is permeated by the
struggle against the idea of the frangitional or clasg-less or two
clasg state,

Is there any precedent in Marxist theory or in the history of
the class struggle for the conceptions of the IEC or the ideas of
Myra and Murry? :

In all the great wealth represented by the writings of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, these comrades have been able to find one
baragraph which they consider as authority for their position. But
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in order to so interpret this passage it is not only necessary to
ignore every thing else that Comrade Trotsky wrote on this question,
it 1s also necessary to commit a forgery, a very small forgery, with
the passage itself, . '

In the Transitional Program Comrade Trotsky writes:

"Is the creation of such a government by the traditional workers
organizations possible?" asks Trotsky. "Past experience shows, as
has already been stated, that this i1s, to say the least, highly im-
probable, However, one cannot categorically deny in advance the
theoretical possibility that, under the influence of completely ex-
ceptional circumstancesg (wary defeat, financial crash, mass revolu-
tionary gressure, etc.) the petty-bourgeois parties, including the
Stalinists, may go farther than they themselves wish along the road
to a break with the bourgeoisie., In any case one thing is not to be
doubteds even if this highly improbable variant somewhere, at some
time, becomes a reality and the 'workers and farmers government! in
the above~mentioned sense is established in fact, it would represent
merely a short episode on the road to the actual dictatorship of the
proletariat," '

‘ This 1s the paragraph in which Cannon-Weiss, Pablo, and Harry
Frankel claim that Trotsky abandoned the conceptions which he had spent

his whole 1life defending, But here 1s the forgerys

The term "workers and farmers government" is placed in quotation
marks by Trotsky when 1t 1s used to describe not a slogan but a govern-
ment, In the summarjeg of this paragraph presented by Pablo and
Frankel, and in the gral reading by Murry Weiss, they do not mention
these quotation marks. Are we merely quibbling or hair-splitting in
calling attention to these quotation marks? Nos they have an impore
tant place in this paragraph, even a decisive one,

. "The 'workers and farmers government' in the above-mentioned
sense," writes Trotsky. What is "the above-mentioned sense"? Ag a
: for the dictatorship of the proletariat., As a
demand addressed to the petty-bourgeois parties: You say you represent
the workers and farmers; very well then, break with the bourgeoisie
and establish a workers and peasants government,

’ And if they do break? Will we still have the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie? The dictatorship of the proletariat? Or will we have
something which is neither, a workers and farmers government?

The quotation marks have their meaning, There 1s a world of dif-
ference, for example, between these two statements:
and " " By the second statement
we mean that Norman Thomas is a so-called or self-styled Marxist, but
not actually a Marxist at all, :

! indicate that while the government of
the petty-bourgeois parties, breaking with the bourgeoisie, might
consider itself a workers and peasants government as distinguished
from a proletarian or a bourgeols government, while even the workers .
and peasants themselves might consider it a transitional or in-between
government, the Marxists would consider it a "workers and peasants
government® only in the "above-mentioned sense!" -- that 1s, as "a
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popular designation for the dictatorship of the proletariat." The
"workers and farmers government" then is the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat wielded by the petty-bourgeols parties, a short episode to
“the actual dictatorship of the proletariat wielded by the truly pro=-
letarian, the Marxist, party. ' ' '

lenin in 1917 raised the slogan: All Power To The Soviets.
Since the Soviets were under the control of the petty-bourgeois parties,
the actual content of this slogan was the same as the slogan: For A
ﬂg;%g;§_gng_2§;mgg§_gggg;ng§g§ raised under the circumstances envisaged
by Trotsky in the Transitional Program. All Power To The Soviets was
a demand, addressed to the Mensheviks and SRs: break with the bour-
"geoisie and take power,

Can anyone deny that if the Menshevik-controlled Soviets had
broken with the bourgeoisie and taken power they would have constituted
a workers state? Lenin was clearly of this opinion: in his April
Thesis he affirmed "The dictatorship of the proletarlat exists," but
that the lack of political consciousness of the working class, embodied
in the leadership of Mensheviks and SRs, prevented the workers from
exercising their dictatorship, This i1s likewise confirmed by Trotsky
who designates the pre-October Soviets as a "semi-state," '

No, comrades! Leninism-Trotskyism considers that a workers and
farmers government cannot and will not actually exist apart from the
dictatorship of the proletariat, This is demonstrated again, among
other places, in the Spanish pamphlet already cited, "We can say to
the peasant with full right that our aim is to establish a workers
and peasants republic, just as after the October revolution we called
the government of the proletarian dictatorship in Russia a 'workers
and peasants government.' o not e rg a
, ts_revolut to the . T 3 on the contrary we identify
them, This 1s the only correct way of putting the question. Here we
once more touch the very heart of the problem of the so=-called
permanent revolution." (Our emphasis.§

We certainly do. If the concept of the IEC, Cannon-Weiss, and
Cochran-~Frankel of China as an actual "workers and peasants government"
rrect, then the Trotskyist theory of the permanent revolution

is _incorrect.

This 1s one of the issues before the Party: What conceptions
shall we base the party on == the correctness of the theory of the
permanent revolution, or on the denial of this theory? This is not,
however, an issue between the two major factions,

"It 1s the duty of the Left Opposition," writes Trotsky, "to
uncover and reveal mercilessly, and once and for all to discredit in
the minds of the proletarian vanguard the formula of a separate
workers and peasants revolution distinct from the bourgeois and the
proletarian, Do not believe in it, workers of Spain! It is a diaboli-
cal snare which will be transformed tomorrow into a noose around
your necks."

It 1s the duty of actually principled politicians, that is,
Trotskyists, to uncover, revszl mercilessly, and once and for all
digcredit the formula of a separate workers and peasants revolution
distinct from the bourgeois or the proletarian, Both Cannon-Weiss and
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Cochran-Clarke avoid this duty. How do they propose to build an
independent party in this country? Upon the discharge of Trotskyist,
that is, principled, duties, or upon the conception that actually
Trotsky was simply (like Vern-Ryan) a hair-splitter who after all
knew nothing of "the realities of living events" in the so very
"exceptional" post-war situation? :

And, let's face it! If there ¢an be a workers and peasants gov=-
ernment distinet from the dictatorship of the proletariat or of the
bourgeoisie, as the IEC denominates China, then there obviously can
be a distinct "workers and peasants revolution."

If the NC supports the IEC resolution on China, how can it carry
out this "duty of the Left Opposition," the duty now of an independent
Trotskyist party? If the NC has an incorrect conception of the revo=-
Jution, how can it build a revolutionary party?

The question of the revolution, posed as the problem of the
"workers and farmers government," is thus an issue before the Party.
But it is not an issue between Cannon-Weiss and Cochran-Clarke, Both
caucuses not only support the buffer zone position but also the IEC
resolution on China, The question of the revolution in its ILeninist-
Trotskyist essentials 1s an issue between the Marxists in the party

and both caucusege

3 4 ok A ok oK ok Kk ok

Assuming for a moment that a workers and peasants government can

actually exist, let us define the government as the party with govern-
pmental power. If the government is actually a workers and peasants

government -- actually, and not simply as a popular designation for a
workers government -- then the party is inescapably defined as
actually a workers and farmers party. :

The concept of the two class party, thrown out the window by
the IEC, thus reenters through the open door., This will undoubtedly
in its time produce its full measure of troudble.

But more than this follows. The government is simply the direc-
th te. If you have a two-class government, then

ting summit of the state
you can logically expect to encounter the two-class state.

But that brings us again (rather it brings Cannon-Weiss and
Cochran-Clarke) into conflict with Comrade Trotsky.

"Only the dictatorship of‘the proletariat can overthrow the rule
of the bourgeoisie, Ther ' T e
t ‘ Ty rev more 'simple,' more 'economical,‘' more
adapted to your forces., Historvy will not invent for vou anv transi-

ona g aLorsn

Our epis. |

Trotsky said this to the Spanish workers in 1931. Does it apply
to China in 1946-53? If it does not, as the supporters of the idea
of the workers and peasants government must maintain, then the per-
manent revolution does not apply. Trotskyism, whatever help it might
afford in understanding past history, has no place in shaping the
development of future events,
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' Here again we can see how correct Cannon was in 1949, Once begin
to play with the idea that the class character or the state can be
changed by manipulations in top circles and you open the door to all
kinds of revision of basic theory, Naturally Comrade Cannon does not
like to be reminded of these words, Naturally, since Comrade Cannon
has embraced the revisionist theory, he blames the foulness in the

Los Angeles air not on the revisionists but on the defenders of
Marrxism,

It is two of Cannon's staunchest supporters, however, who have
gone through the open door to defend openly (orally, that is) the
idea of a transitional state, .

Aok sk Kok ok ok ok ok ok ok

A few months ago the paper reprinted the protest of the IEC
against the persecution of the Chinese Trotskyists by the Mao govern-
ment., This manifesto contained in its concluding paragraphs the
statement: "Nevertheless the Chinese Trotskyists will not range them=
selves against this leadership,"

A subsequent issue of the paper declared that this sentence was -
a "faulty translation" and that the sentence should have read: "Nevere
theless the Chinese Trotskyists will not range themselves against
this revolution,"

A faulty translation, apparently, produced "leadership" where
"revolution" had been written,

Was thls actually a faulty translation? None of the more or
less make-shift linguists whom we have consulted have been able to
supply from French, German or Greek the particular word that would
mﬁin xrevolution" but which could faultily be translated as "leader-
SNipe. ' )

The word may exist. The translation may have been from some
other language.

Just the same the sentence: "Nevertheless the Chinese Trotsky-
ists will not range themselves against this leadership" got by the
translators and also got by the editors of the paper,

The reason for this is not hard to find: the IEC resolution on
China the Chinese Trotskyists against the Mao govern-
ment., The IEC declares that the Chinese Communist Party based itself
in matters of doctrine "upon the plane of Marxism-lLeninism" -- how
can Trotgkyvists range themselves agains hat? The IEC declares that
the Chinese Communist Party 1s going to "unfurl" the "demonstration"
of "proletarian power" in China -- C '
range emSelves against such a de : on? And the IEC. decides
that the Chinese Trotskyists are itical support to the
government of the Chinese Commun arty --

I a_ZOoV e . DU

to give cr
ist P

If the sentence in the paper actually was a faulty translation,
it was a faulty translation of t but a correct transla-
tion of the actual political line of the 1EC,
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The resolution of the IEC on China, presenting a Menshevik-Stal-
inist conception of the Chinese revolution, could not help but present
rev t_concept e 1% t ty.

The IEC considers that the Chinese Communist Party, unquestion-
ably a Stalinist party in, say, 1944, 'outlined a revolutionary orien-
tation," evolved into a centrist party and will evolve tomorrow into
a left-centrist party; based itself in matters of doctrine upon
Marxism-Leninlism, 'and is about to unfurl the demonstration of prole-
“tarian power in China, '

Clearly the Stalinist Party of 1944 has "gone left" and has
become today "predominantly progressive" and will tomorrow become
"completely progressive," The left centrist party of tomorrow will
either be adequate for the needs of the revolution or will continue
its evolution into Marxism, :

Clearly a considerable "historic validity" did attach to the
Stalinist Party of 19k, :

d t Trot ? Oh, Them, They are to
"push" the Chinese CP, -

The world conception that Stalinism can "only go left" and cone
stitutes the viable instrument of the proletarian revolution, will be
developed, -in most cases, country by country, If the picture pre-
sented by the IEC of the evolution of Chinese Stalinism into Marxism
(or an adequate substitute for Marxism) is actually correct, then there
i: no reasgn what:oever why this same evolution cannot unfold in any

u world.,

- The proclamation on a world scale that "Stalinism can only go
left" will begin today with China, tohorrow with France, Norway and
India,y and eventually include all countries, '

Both caucuges in the SWP, both the faetion of Cochran-Clarke
and the faction of Cannon-Weilss, support the .resolution of the IEC,
In the discussion in Los Angeles the Vern-Ryan supporters criticized
the idea of giving critical support to Mao's government and declared
that the line of Chinese Trotskyism should be the replacement of this
government, peacefully if possible, with political revolution if
necessary. A very revealing discussion developed. All of ug were for
material aid to Mao's government against internal counter-revolution
or imperialist attack. Al]l of us were for critical support to
specific actions and measures of the government; and
favored supporting everything that the government is doing.

‘But both Cannonites and Cochranites insisted on giving critical
support to Mao's government, both Cannonites and Cochranites opposed
the slogan of replacing Mao's government with a Trotskyist government,
and both caucuses branded our slogan of political revolution as
sectarianism,

The present faction fight between Cannon-VWeiss and Cochran-Clarke
T in LAj both caucuses found unity in this joint
attack upon Marxism,
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There are important lessons for us in & serious study of Bolshe=
vism, Was Lenin ready to give "eritical support" to a non-Bolshevik
Soviet government? Thils was maintained by Welss in the Los Angeles
discussion, He obviously assumes that his supporters can't or don't
read, This 1s Weiss' version of Lenin's policy: "Lenin saild to the
Mensheviks and the SRg: take power and we will support you." He
conveniently drops the phrase that meant everything to lenin: "against
the bourgeoisie." ' ,

Did Lenin mean that he was ready to give political support to a
workers government of SRs and Mensheviks should they actually break
with the bourgeoisie? That is not what Trotsky says in the "History."
According to Trotsky the Bolsheviks would refuse to take any political
responsibility for such a government, would refuse to give it politi-
cal support, though they would, of course, give it material aid against
bourgeois or feudal counter-revolution (just as they actually defended
Kerensky's bourgeois government). But beyond that they made only one
promise: we will not proceed with the armed insurrection if our
democratic rights are not interfered with, That is a very important
condition., Does it mean that Lenin was not determined to unseat the
SRs and Mensheviks? The answer 1s self-evident: so long as Soviet
democracy exists the Bolsheviks will carry on thelr struggle for
power through democratic channels; if the Mensheviks persecute the
Bolsheviks, then the Bolsheviks must use all means necessary to defend
themselves and the working class, including armed insurrection. Lenin
made the same promise to the Mensheviks that Marxists ‘make, by impli-
cation, to the bourgeoisie when they insist that they do not advocate
but only 2;2%123 armed violence in the transfer of power from the
bourgeoisie to the working class, '

There certainly is no precedent in Lenin's position for the atti-
tude of "ecritical support" that the IEC and the supporters of its
position take toward the '"workers and farmers government" of China;
and still less does it justify critical support to the hourgeois
government of Bolivia, or a readiness to form a coalition government
with the MNR, the bourgeois government of Bolivia,

Comrade Germain can find no justification in Lenin for labeling
"such ideas (working for the overthrow of ifao-Tze-Tung while defending
him against imperialism)" as "counter-revolutionary." The Chinese
Trotskylsts mpust strive for power, No one will insist on violence if
Mao accords the Trotskyists democratic rights, But the choice is net
ours, Mao has made his choice and seems unlikely to change it,

But the question of our attitude toward the Chinese CP is not
primarily a question of predicting what its attitude will be toward
the Trotskyists, Whatever errors anyone makes on this score will be
corrected by events, What 1s involved 1s not some secondary or tacti-
cal question (entry or non-entry, or half entry) but the Marxist
position, program, and tradition I

Marxists have never given critical support to any party or govern-
ment, The only parties we have ever given support to (as distinguished
from material defense or aid) have been Marxist parties, The only
governments we have been willing to give political support to have
been governments (actually only one government in history) controlled



by a Marxist party., Our position has always been that we give critical
support to all gpecific, concrete progressive acts of any non-Marxist
party or government, but we take no political responsibility for these
parties or governments, Msrxists have always strictly, jealously,

even quarrelsomely guarded the political independence of their party.

"March geparately!" 1is the injunction of the 0l1d Man, "Strjike to-
ggtherz" ' .

The Marxist party always strives for power,

The winning of reforms, pushing another, a non-Marxist party
toward progressive actions, even pg§h13§ the masses on the road of
revolution (pushing is done from behind) can never be the central aim
of a Bolsehvik—Leninist party% but incidental to its main and central

This tradition of our movement has also been rejected by the IEC,
Cochran-Clarke support the IEC in this, Cannon-Weiss, so anxious to
find threats to "the right of the Party to exist," in the USA, take
with equanimity and actively defend this attack on the right of the
Chinese Trotskyist party to exist, Obviously they feel that it
doesn't matter what 1s done outside the USA, since 1t is the American
working class that will save the world. .

\

ok skl sk ok ok ok ok ke ok ok ok

Actually principled politics clearly establishes the basgic
revisionism which is involved in the %orld Congress and IEC positions
on the buffer countries and China, Here it is clearly the function
of orthodox Trotskyists to establish that the class struggle 1s really
the driving force of history, to find that high point in the clasg
~ struggle which equals proletarian revolution,

Failure to do this results inevitably in the conception that
the buffer countries and China, once ruled by bourgeois states, had
these states transformed primarily by manipulations in top circles.

Once begin to play with the idea that the class nature of the
state can be changed by manipulation in top circles and you open the
door to all kinds of revision of basic theory.

When you have opened the door to all kinds of revision of basic
theory, the task of building and maintaining a larxist Party is
impossible.

If the history of the last decade has indeed outmoded or over-
thrown the basic Marxist conceptions as to the class struggle, the
statey and the necessity of proletarian revolution, then it is impos-
sible to base the party upon these outmoded conceptions,

Instead of the principled Marxist foundation, the party will
have to find its base upon concrete, immediate and conjunctural issues;
or it will have to base itself upon goclalism ag a moral ideal, it
will have to depend upon the devotion and genius of 1nfallible
ﬁeadirs who will substitute their genius for the outmoded laws of
arxism,



History will not disclose any other perspectives,

Both these non-lLeninist conceptions of the party are present in
the germ in the factions of Cochran-Clarke and Camnon-Weiss, But also
present, unfortunately also in the germ, 1s the Trotskyist conception
of building the party firmly upon the base of principled Marxism, :
The present plenum of the NC will undoubtedly play an important role in
detgrminiﬁg which of these tendencies will eventually control the
party,

On our part we were and remain firmly of the conviction that
Marxism as a scientific doctrine has not been outmoded but brilliantly
confirmed in the postewar history., We consider that it is not only
possible but necessary for the party to base itself firmly upon the
basgic Marxist-Leninist-Trotskyist conceptions; and we have unshakable
confidence that such a party will stand erect and indestructible
through all the conjunctures of capitalism's death agony.

Such a party cannot be built or advanced by shirking, Comrades
who cannot defend Marxism for fear of offending friends and party
leaders will never stand up under the coming persecutions of the
bourgeois regime,

It 1s now the duty, the opportunity and the historic privilege
of the National Committee to end the kresent clique struggle and
inaugurate 2 principled political digeussion.

We hope that the Plenum will do this, We hope that the Plenum

will raise the politiecal questions, But we have to say: should the .
Plenum fail to do this, we consider that the Marxists in the party

With genuinely anti-revisiqnist greetings,

Sam Ryan
Dennis Vern



THE U. 0 MERIC
By A.P. (Detroit) and Dave Mller (Chicago)

The present discussion in the Party, i1f it follows its natural
course, will eventually cover every basic question which has arisen
in the history of the HMarxist movement, It will be a recapitulation,
in the 1light of the events and problems of today, of the struggle to
achieve revolutionary theory which began in the middle of the 19th
century, and which will be concluded only with the final victory of
socialism on a world scale. It will involve the theory of the perma-
nent revolution and the nature of our epoch;y the nature of Stalinism
and the Stalinist parties; the inevitability of socialism and the
role of the party; the nature of the state and its relationship to
soclety; the nature of capitalism, socialism, and the working class,
Implicit, and@ perhaps also explicit in the discussions will be the
natgre of our world view, of dialectical materialism and the Marxist
method, : B

The theoretical battles which led to the forging of Bolshevik
theory and the Bolshevik party, varied as they were,y covered all
questions in the light of the struggle for the Russian revolution,
Our task, the American revolution, must likewise provide both the
point of departure and return for this discussion, It is only forma-
lists who see in this a contradiction with internationalism --
formalists who have in actuality given up for today, for pnow, the
major tasks of revolutionists everywhere, the revolution in their own
country, This 1s above all true foday in the tightly knit, explosive
world which confronts us, Thig is above all true today of America,
the strongest capitalist nation in the world,

But, as in the language of biology the birth is preceded by a
recapltulation of the history of the race, we have every right to
feel confident that our party will emerge from thig discussion as the
Bolsheviks emerged from theirs, We are confident that we will come
out of this discussion theoretically re-armed and programmatically
re-equipped to meet the current questioning, restless, and presently
surging movement of the American workers; equipped to fulfill our
historic role as the vanguard of the American, and with our Co=-
thinkers, the world socialist revolution,

We begin the discussion somewhat angularly, but as the comrades
will appreciate, with an approach that will bring us to the heart of
the discussion,

he J te )

The ¢ry "Johnsonite" comes with singular laeck of grace from those
who protest "amalgams" and "frame-ups." Unlike them, we propose to
igdicgte that this amalgam is not only unwarranted but entirely mis-
placed,

It should be no secret in the party that serious differences
exlsted among the so~called "Johnsonites," This was called very
rsharply to the attention of the party in the form of a telegram to
the organizer of the Detroit branch in 1950, inforring him that

A.P, and Johnson, and that therefore the organizer was not to permit
A.P, to speak in Chicago on the question of state-capitalism, As a
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matter of fact the differences were not well known in the party,
They had not even been discussed within the tendency, but had taken
the form up to that time of private discussions and letters, Nevere
theless the telegram represented "expulsion," or more exactly, ex-
communication from the tendency. What were these differences which
caused such extreme and peculiar methods?

Leaving aside questions of method and philosophy which are not
immediately pertinent to the discussion, the differences can best be
summarized in a letter to Johnson commenting on the document which
was to provide the theoretical basis for their silence at the 1950
convention, and the subsequent escape from the lair? in their wordsy
"of the dehumanized brutes" and the "weeping women, "

"Dear J, Detroit, June 25, 1950

"+ o« oGermain and Pablo both base themselves on Trotsky, and
that 1s right for Trotskyism has a dual character and heritage, On
the one hand there 1s the theory of the parmanent revolution, which
to me remains despite minor modifications, one of the basic theoreti-
cal sources of the world revolutionary perspectives of the Trotskyist
movement; there is the Trotsky of October, the Red Army, and the
Third Internationalj there 1s the Trotsky of the History of the
Russian Revolution and the biography of Stalinj of the transitiomal
program and the preceding conversations; of the dialectic method and
the 1940 split; of the Negro question in the United States.,

"On the other hand there is the Trotsky of the trade union dise-
pute and of the nationalized property fetishism,

"That is point one, To ignore this, to attack the *whole system
of ideas of Trotskyism,' to equate Trotsky with Pablo is 100%Z false
and gives away not only theoretically but concretely 90% of the
struggle before it is well under way,

"For us as late as 1947 this was accepted, ilore than accepted,
it formed the basis for many of our ideas; the world revolutionary
perspective; the transitional program and the preceding conversations,
the Negro question, For Trotsky as well as for the Fourth Interna-
tional, the world revolutionary perspective, the programmatic incor-
poration of the American revolution, outweighed in the balance the
Russian question. This welghing was, as I understood it, not an
abstract business, It was directly tied to our own evaluation of
what the actual process of the class struggle, the revolutionary po-
tential of the proletariat, would do for the dual heritage of
TrOtSky.

"Start from there, I do not believe there has been anywhere a
thorough-going defeat for the proletariat since 19475 not even a
decisive battle which would reflect itself sharply and irrevocably in
the International,

"The division in the International, which the document ignores
completely, if understood correctly 'in my opinion, is deep-going, and
represents in its own fumbling way the struggle between the two
aspects of Trotskyism, revolutionary self-mobilization of the masses
vs the nationalized economy. o .Only a sharp defeat of the proletar=-
iat will make Pablo victor,
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"It 1s in this manner that we must intervene, explaining to the
participants the nature of the struggle they are engaged in, the
struggle over the dual heritage, Otherwise we have the document,
whether we like it or not, a split document, After its false and un-
dialectic attack on Trotskyism, .it gives to Tito the task of organiz-
ing a Fourth International, which makes it a minor league competitor
with the Stalinists for the position of agent of state capital; it
gives the imperialist war the task of re-enlightening the Fourth;
the only way .it appears that the Fourth can learn is through an added
series of defeats of the proletariat, False, academic and defeatist
from top to bottom,

"There are many other questions which should be discussed in
detail -- the misconceptions and mechanism of the section on the role
of the party, In addition they seem as if they were thrown in in
passing. . «I hope the document as I have seen it never sees the
light of day. Its consequences will be disastrous."

The first point to be made is that it is obviously no accident
that the Johnsonites left, and the revolutionists remained. They
left on the basis of the repudiation of the world revolutionary per-
spectives and traditions of Trotskyismy we remained to affirm them,
That is one side of the business,

The other side is that they left on the same question on which
they entered, the perspectives for the American revolution., The
failure of the workers to make the revolution since 1947 - the
prospect of the Third World War and its concomitaht for them, the end
of hope in the American working class, drove them out of the revolu-
tionary movement, ‘

It 1s of the utmost importance in this discussion to understand
their conception of the American revolution, which held within itself
the seeds of its own destruction, It was one face of the coin of
which economism is the other., Like .the minority, and unlike Trotsky,
they were overly impressed with prosperity, full bellies and the
high standard of 1living of the American working class, Unlike the
minority, they could not look to the Red Army and the Stalinist
parties for. comfort in their time of need, So they constructed an
elaborate theoretical structure to compensatey in their fashion, for
their inability to understand the transitional program, the nature
of the epoch, and the nature of the thinking of the American working
class, The German True Socialist and Feuerbachian "alienation of the
human essence" became the source of revolutionary motivation and
energy for the workers, '

Along with this, seeing the relative lack of size of the revolu-
tionary vanguard and overwhelmed by the immensity of the tasks, they
developed like children whistling in the darx, the idea of the unim-
portance of the party. Instead of drawing strength and courage from
the tremendous power of the masses in motion they hid behind it,
lost themselwves in it, at least in the theory of i1t, and drew the
conclusion that the masses would somehow create the leadership, would
- reshape existing organizations to their needs, etc, They too, in
the earlier stages of their development spent much time on the
question of "Americanigation" of Bolshevism, the propaganda nature
of the party, etc. The impatient ones who demonstrate thus no



understanding, no faith in the action of the masses and in the his-
torical validity of their program, always look for gimmicks and
short cuts, We hope to be forgiven, but we cannot at this time
refrain from saying that of all the "Americanizers," it 1s the John-
sonites who have to the present been most successful. Whereas the
Bolsheviks had their "three whales" -- the republic, the 8-hour day,
and the third which for the moment escapes us, the Johnsonites have
Moby Dicke. ‘

Now the Johnsonites, and Morrow-Goldman, for example, despite
the fact that one group held the position of state capitalism, and
the other went to its political grave clutching the banner of Russia
as a workers' state, had far more basic similarity than apparent
differences. "Some may," Trotsky wrote in 1907, "consider paradoxical
the statement that the psychological trait of opportunism is its ina-
bility to wait,"

Let us at this point hasten to say that Trotsky was not thus
praising the patient ones who are willing to receive their just
rewards in heaven, nor those who are patiently waiting for the Fourth
International to play its role after "centuries of deformed workers'
states," 1In the early years of the Third International, Menshevik
and Centrist tendencies of all sorts came to 1ife, and presented their
promissory note to history for immediate payment, They complained
that the Bolsheviks had promised revolutions throughout the world
and were not delivering, From many sides, in many disguises, the
hyena chorus again sounded after the Second World War, God knows,
they said in effect, we have been patient, We have suffered, We
have sacrificed., (This last note is sounded most loudly in America.)
Trotsky promised that the end of the war would see the Fourth Inter-
national leading millions, Trotsky promised that the end of the war
would see the destruction of Stalinism, The American leadership,
even after the war, promised the American Revolution. And now look
at the reality, The Stalinists, not we, are leading the millions.
And most important of all for us here, not only has the revolution
in America not taken place, but reaction is dominant, the working
class is conservative and quiescent, lethargic, because well fed,
and the war 1s on the way,

"Opportunism" Trotsky said, "devoured by impatience, looks around
for 'new' ways, 'new' means to realize., It exhausts itself in come
plaining on the insufficiency and uncertainty of its own forces and
seeks 'allies'." We know that just because sectarianism and oppor-
tunism, opposite sides of the same coin, are what they are, the
reaction to the failure of the working class to revolt according to a
timetable, takes on differing forms, The Johnsonite sectariang,
first having tried a "new" way of Americanizing, a "new" means to
realize, now have found their haven, their "new" alliesy in God,
Hegely and Herman Melville, Some opportunists have found their way
to American imperialism., Some are finding their "allies" in Stalinism
and the Red Army,

No, it 1is not we who are akin to the Johnsonites, It is the
minority which is repudiating the revolutionary traditions and ideas
of Trotskyism, It is they who are denying the historie role of the
Fourth International., It is they who minimize the role of the party,
and hold that the masses have the power to create through transforma-
tion, the leadership necessary for the revolution, It is they who
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repudiate the transitional programs It is they who are paralyzed by
their fear of the war and have lost all perspective of mass movements
independent of the Kremlin in Europe and Asia, and in America see
only reaction and an inert working class, It is the minority which:
is presenting Trotsky's "promissory note" for payment, It is they
who confront the majority with the theses on the "Coming American
Revolution" of 1947,

We have defended the revolutionary ideas and perspectives of
Trotskyism against the Johnsonites., We will defend them against the
minority. For our part, we are prepared to bloc with anyone who
seriously undertakes the theoretical and actual defense of the hisw
toric role of the Fourth Internationalj who understands ahd insists
that the Fourth act upon the perspective of mass movements indepen-
dent of and agailnst the Kremlinj who holds to the real perspectives
for the American revolution, We give freely to the minority the
privilege of howling about unprincipled blocs, Such a bloc 1is its
own justification., If Trotsky could "bloc" with the Bolsheviks on
the question of October, despite their opposition to the central
theoretical prerequisite for October, the theory of the permanent
revolution, we find not the least difficulty in fighting together for
the party and the revolution,

Now we have made many generalizations about the thinking of the
minority, some of which we agsume, or hope rather, that those in the
ranks of the minority will protest, Trotsky said of Stalin that if
he could have seen the end result of the road he was following, he
would have turned back, Surely we can say at least that of the
majority of the minorityites, including those in the leadership.
Much has been done to smoke out the real views of the one or two who
know, ‘or think they know where they are going, and who, typical of
an opportunistic grouping, attempt in the early stages of every
struggle to be all things to all men, Much has been done; more
remains, -

View M t

Every opportunist grouping, every centrist element in the his-
tory of the Marxist movement, has always given lip service to revolu=-
tionary perspectives, The Social Democracy, the Mensheviks, are for
socialismy but not today. Reuther is, or rather was, for a lLabor
Party, for the 30 hour week, but pow is not the time, They always
have plenty of proof for their sense of timing, which in the last
analysis boils down to the state of the masses, their lack of readi-
ness, their lack of socialist consciousness, their backwardness; and
-the corollary, the weakness and insignificance of the revolutionary
party. But because it is necessary to hide their real nature, even
from themselves, they must engage in all kinds of fraudulent posing,
Let us take Jjust one example, )

In their bulletin the minority constantly refers to the tactic
of entry into the SP to demonstrate what they are aiming at, and to
further illustrate the sectarian nature of the leadership of the
Party for refusing to evaluate their approach to the Stalinists in
the same light, In a later bulletin they publish the discussions with
Trotsky on tactics toward the CP, Yet their major complaint is pre-
cisely that the Majority looks upon the conclusions of the Third
World Congress only in the same manner as the entry into the SP, that
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is as a tactical rather than a strategic line, They quote Trotsky,
who time and again in the conversatlions insists in so many words that
this is a tactical not a strategic question, Their real attitude
as opposed to that of both Trotsky and the Majority, is expressed in
their document on P, 13 as follows: "The Third Wbrid Congress was

a landmark in the history of world Trotskyism,
a eorile L10OQ 8 a4 _Ccna g 1N ta

ant ag the turn toward the formation of a new international pro=-
posed b Tro 3 K 1n a1 : {

Our—emphaéis.'

We have insisted from the beginning that involved here 1s no
abstract tactical question of entry or no entry, which is no more a
question of principle in relation to mass CP formations than it was
with relation to the SP, We have insisted that hiding behind the
formulation of this question as a tactical one lay a basic change in
perspective with relation to the historic role of the Fourth, and the
corollary, the historic role' and nature of Stalinism, Here it 1is
nakedly expressed, . '

The foundation of the Fourth International was not a "tactie,"
It proceeded from the conclusion that the 3rd International, as the
Second International before ity had become historically counter-revo-
lutionary, and that a new International was necessary to lead humanity
to socialism, When we entered the SP, it was not based upon a '"re-
evaluation" of social democracy. Nobody called into question the
validity of the forthecoming formation of the new international,
Nobody explicitly or implicitly questioned its historic role, But
it should be obvious that if the re-evaluation is made of the role of
Stalinism, one of the contending elements for leadership of the pro-
letarian revolution and not on a simple tactical plane, then also
involved is a re-evaluation of the role of the other, the Fourth
International. The theoretical foundation which has been established
for this we will demonstrate below, Charles, the NC member who
deserted as an individual, also "re-evaluated," except that since he
saw nationalized property in Great Britain, he preferred that model
of the "deformed workers state," and he placed the findings of the
Third World Congress on a level not only equal in importance to the
decisions to launch the Fourth, but also the Third, and forthwith, -
with more clarity and consistency than the minority, returned to the
Second Internationsl, Now, as day follows night, despite all the
frantic denials on the part of elements within the ninority, the Transi-
tional Program which was the basis for the formation of the Fourth,
1s thrown out the window., On P, 20 of the "New World Reality etc."
by Frankel we read that "Trotsky had the genius +o foresee not the
fact, but the 'theoretical possibility' in his own words. He called
it ('the possibility that the petty-bourgeois parties, including the
Stalinists may go further than they themselves wish along the road to
a break with the bourgeoisie,' A.P, - D.M.) a 'highly improbable
variant.,! He g rangitiona ogram around this

8ibllity but around 1%s opposite.” (Our emphasis.

We will discuss the Transitional Program with relation to
ggerica below, but let us examine further the real views of the Minor-
ye

Cochran and company, on p. 41 of "The Roots of the Party Crisis,"
have this to say: "They (the majority -- 4.P., D.X.) cling to straws,
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hope for miracles that will alter the trend in time; a deal between
the Kremlin and Washington that will bring the splits needed to
create big Trotskyist partles; revolutions in Western Europe inde~
pendent of the Kremlin in time to create a new relationship of '
forcesy a "Titolte" split of Mao Tse-Tung from the Kremlin, One by
one thése 1llusions are shattered and meanwhile the war and the
world showdown come closer, :

"The last straw is that the American working class will turn
away from the great revolutionary upheavals which have altered the
social structure of the world, and from which alone today American
revolutionists can draw confidence in their program and hope for
future victory. They are turned back to the U,S. where counter-
revolutionary reaction rules supreme today, and will be jolted from
its present stability by the contradictions of its world position
and 1ts clash with the revolutionary forces in the world, . (Irrepa-
rable harm and disillusionment awaits those with high expectations of
great deeds from the American proletariat todav. To belleve that a
working class can do anything at apy time, that it can turn to radi-
calism, class politics and a revolutionary party in the midst of
prosperity, witch hunt, and gre arations for war is to have "faith
in the proletariat" all right, gut a mystical semi-religious faith,
not a scientific Marxist conviction." '

- Goods This 1s clear, We will discuss our "faith in the prole=-
tariat." We will challenge the "realists" to respond, We will take
prosperity, witch hunt, preparations for war, out of the vacuum into
which the minority has placed them, and establish the real America in
which thlg prosperity, thig witch hunt, thege preparations for war,
take place, But we cannot take seriously the concern of the minority
with disillusionment in the American working class., They are already
disillusioned, just for today, of course, with the American working
class upon whom they placed such grsat hopes in 1946, and apparently
no great harm has come to theme This is, however, just the appearance.
The reality is, that just as for the liensheviks and Walter Reuther,
the pnowg and todays are merely feeble disguises for their real ideas,
which turn the nows and todays into the tomorrows and forevers.

We began with the unredeemed promissory note. The next step is
the exclusion for today of any role for the Fourth on a world scale,
or for our party in America, What of tomorrow? :

In the article "Revolutionary Perspectives far America" we wrote
thats "It 1s necessary to recognize that a smashing defeat of the
American workers plays a central and necessary role in Pablo's under-
lying perspective of '200 years of degenerated worker's states,.,'"
(Should read "centuries of deformed. . .). He has hever repudiated
this thesis, His 'explanation' of his position only made matters
worse, For in attempting to retreat, to disguise, to equivocate,
what he actually does 1s to equate the States of Eagtexn Europe and
Russia as they exist today with a general problem of bureaucracy in
the transition to complete socialism., He 1s, in effect, equating
the Russia of Lenin's time, "a workers' and peasants' state with
bureaucratic deformations," with the Russia and Eastern Europe of
Stalin under the guise of inevitable problems of bureaucracy in the
transition period. No Stalinist could do more,
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- "Now any recognition of the real possibility of a revolution in
America, with its immediate and immense effects throughout the world,
would immedlately destroy the illusion of strength with which Pablo
is so Impressed, the strength of the Red Army and of the Stalinist
parties in general; and with the destruction of this illusion the
'200 years of degenerated workers' states' would disappear forever,
It would disappear forever unless -- unless Pablo doubts the ability
of the working class in general to achieve anywhere anything more
than a degenerated workers' state. It would disappear unless Pablo
believes that even a revolution in America would lead, at best, to
a degenerated workers' state,."

In the same article we warned that the formulation advanced by
Clarke of the transformation of the sgruggle between proletariat and
bourgeoisie, between workers and Stalinist oppressorsy into the
struggle between states, along with the express repudiation of Trot-
sky's formula that either the revolution would stop the war or the
war would bring the revolution, meant the destruction of the world
revolutionary perspective of our movement, as well as the end of
perspectives for revolution in America,

Now the obliging Clarke has come through again., In the document
"The Roots of the Party Crisis," in answer to the demand of the
majority of the American party that "the perspective of 'deformed
workers' states' as the line of historical development for an inde-
finite period ahead should not be recognized in the theses implicitly
or explieity," Clarke with the help of Pablo, we are given to under=-
stand, has this to say: ", . It is ridiculous and to my mind some-
what childish to demand a guarantee in the Theses against the develop-
ment of other 'deformed workers' states' through the projJection of
the most optimistic line of development. Of course, we all hope
that history will take that line, But we already have a certain
experience in this matter, . .It seems to me a flight of unwarranted
audacity at this point to predict the precise course of the war and
~ the convulsions it will carry with 1t, Will it last five years, or
ten years or thirty years? And what colossal destruction will it
bring in 1ts wake?. . I notice that "alter Lipmann consigns Europe
to the same fate as Korea. And who'can speak of the revolution in
the USA in the same terms as October 1917 in Petrograd? It will be
one of the bloodiest and most violent events in history. « .Is it
possible to say that in such a period, or in its early aftermath that
such a flowering of the productive forces will occur as to prevent
the 'deformation of workers' states'?"

Thus the first part of Trotsky's formula, that the revolution
will stop the war, is brushed aside as vain and annoying, hoping for
miracles indulged in by mystics. The second part,y that the war will
bring the revolution brings the response in the form of the question
"Will it (the war, A.P.-D.M.) last § years, or ten years, or thirty
years?" and even then what kind of revolution will it be? No sir,
say Messrs. Clarke, Cochran, and company. Trotsky fooled us once
with his promises of what the last war would bring us, We ain't
gonna be taken in again, What's more, look at what Walter Lipmann
says.

The role of the Fourth was supposedly rooted in historical neces-
sity. It was the crisis of revolutionary leadership in the advanced
industrial countries which was the basis for the isolation of indus-
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trially backward Russia, and therefore also the reason for the growth
of the bureaucracy. Now, like the IKD, the minority sees capitalism
developing backwards, bringing the advanced industrial countries of
Europe and America, the theoretical and actual heart of the world
socialist revolution, down to, or below the level of backward Russia
at the time of October, The fact that these ideas, rather this
moody of the profoundest historical pessimism is introduced in a
footnote points only to the intellectual cowardice of the leadership
of the minority and its contempt for the ranks of the party. These
ideas are introduced, but they are never discussed, never defended,
and, we must add, hardly ever attacked, They are allowed to seep
into the minds of the comrades to provide a psychological mood of
receptivity for anything that follows, This is quackery, not
scientific politics, This 1s the method of political charlatans,
not Trotskyists,

Let us sketch out a little further this picture, After five
or ten or 30 years years of atomic warfare, little remains of the
industrial society as we know it today., Europe is altogether in
ruins. In Russia and America somethingz apparently remains, In Amer-
ica, the working class finally gets disgusted and hungry enough to
revolt, Whereupon the resistance of the American bourgeoisie 1s so
powerful that the pittance of the industrial technique which remains
after 30 years of atomic warfare is just about destroyed., So we are
left with a small balance on the side of Russia, which although it
has also been ravaged by 30 years of atomic warfare, has had no civiil
or political revolution, and the nationalized economy proudly takes
overy with Russia, as the most "advanced" country in a backward world,
lesding the march, This of course proves that Trotsky was right,
that the theory of socialism in one country was wrong and the world
revolution has triumphed, despite all,

Yes, the objective necessity for the Fourth, the transitional
nature of the Stalinist bureaucracy, has now become a "hope," "a
flight of unwarranted audacity at this point" which is questionable
not oply for America but egpecjally for America, The humble request
for a re-statement of the historical necessity for the Fourth is a
"ridiculous" and "somewhat childish" demand,

Let us at this point take a deep breath and understand that we
are witnessing in nightmarish detail the truth that politics has a
logic of its own, that who says "A" must say "B." And while we are
at it, let us take a great leap back into the world of revolutionary
Marxism. What is for Pablo and Clarke a more or less necessary,
though not particularly desirable transition period to socialism, was
for Trotsky something different, In IN DEFENSE OF MARXISM he sayss
"The disintegration of capitalism has reached extreme limits, like-
wise the disintegration of the old ruling class, The further exis-
tence of this system is impossible. The productive forces must be
organized in accordance with a plan, But who will accomplish this
task -- the proletariat or a new ruling class of 'commissars' --
politicians, administrators and technicians?. . .If this war provokes
as we firmly believe, a proletarian revolution, it must inevitably
lead to the overthrow of the bureaucracy in the USSR and regeneration
of Soviet democracy on a far higher economic and cultural basis than
in 1918. 1In that case the question as to whether the Stalinist bure
eaucracy was a 'class' or a growth on the workers' state will be
automatically solved, To very single person it will become clear
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that in the process of the development of the world revolution the
Soviet bureaucracy was only an episodic relapse. . .An analogous
result (on the other hand, to the inability of the proletariat to

take power -- A.P., D.M,) might occur in the event that the prole-
tariat of advanced countries, having conquered power, should prove
incapable of holding it and surrender it, as in the USSRy to a privi-
leged bureaueracy. Then we would be compelled to admit that the
reason for the bureaucratic relapse is rooted not in the backward-
ness of the country and not in the imperialist environment, but in
the congenital incapacity of the proletariat to become a ruling

class. o oIf the world proletariat should actually prove incapable

of fulfilling the mission placed upon it by the course of development,
nothing else would remain except to recognize that the soclalist
program, based upon the internal contradictions of capitalist society,
ended as a Utopla, It is self evident that a new 'minimum' program
would be required -- for the defense of the slaves of the totalltar-
ian bureaucratic society."

This then, i1s Trotsky's description of Pablo's centuries of
deformed workers' states, We would recommend heartily to these
gentlemen that they take Trotsky's advice, and in addition to singing
hosannas to the progressive aspects of Stalinism, get busy and draw
up the substitute for the "outlived" transitional program, the "new
minimum program for the defense of the slaves of the totalitarian
bureaucratic society." And, may we add, it is precisely the delib-
erate introduction of the "theoretical possibility" of centuries of
deformed workers' states which alone exvoses the fraudulent claim of .
the minority to have discovered the secret of the destruction of
Stalinism in the process of its expansion, '

Although we obviously cannot enter into such a discussion at the
‘present time, it must be said that we do not hold with Trotsky's
presentation of alternatives, We say with Lenin that without the
revolutionary intervention of the masses, there is no hopeless situa-
tion for the capitalist class, and that without that intervention
which of necessity includes the leadership of the revolutionary party,
the bourgeoisie will cling desperately to life in whatever manner it
has to, making use of whatever means it is able. The history of
development of the capitalist class and of the capitalist system
proves this, : ,

On the other hand it must be recognized that Trotsky never dis-
cussed state capitalism, which retains and enforces the revolutionary
perspectives, other than in a few passing sentences, This is not
accidental, His attack was centered on those who were erecting a
period of centuries in which the working class would be dominated by
"commissars," administrators, technicians, bureaucrats, Stalinists,
At the time he wrote they were called bureaucratic collectivists --
today, Pabloites,

It is our firm conviction, which again we cannot discuss within
the scope of this article, that Trotsky, Just as he subordinated
nationalized property to the defense of the world revolution -- just
as he admitted the coming of Thermidor t6 Russia before he was able
to recognize it, would have been the first to make whatever adjust-
ments in theory necessary to meet the reality -- but they would have
been the direct opposite of those advanced by Pablo, This discussion
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will come in due time., But we are now ready to counterpose the
reality in America to the nightmares of the minority. .

11 The tuat t Tnite tat

It has been reported that in Zgypt, because of the relatively
unorganized state of the workers and peasantsy and because of the
tremendous elemental power of the masses in motion, a party, rather
a group of 50 with the correct program and ties to the masses, can
become a decisive force in the revolutionary process,

We hope to demonstrate in the course of these remarks, that
although for almost opposite reasons, the same is true of America,
The key to understanding this lies in grasping the relation of party
to trade union in the period of the death agony of capitalism, in a
word, in understanding the transitional program, It is also only
within the framework of the transitional program that we can hope to
establish the real thinking, the real nature of the American working
class today as it expresses itself at the moment for the most part
in molecular fashion,

In Revolutionary Pergpectives for Americg we began the discus-
sion of economism, the concept that full bellies, prosperity, high
standard of 1living, are the decisive criteria for judging the state
of the mass movement in relation to upsurges. We will return to that,
But there is yet another aspect of economism, Just as for this
school, conservative thinking goes with full bellies and radical
thinking with depression, the organizational expression of- this same
relationship sees trade unions growing in periods of prosperity, and
radical parties in periods of depression, Trade unions struggle for
immediate gainsy parties for radical political reorganization of
soclety., This classic dichotomy, which had some validity in the past,
this conflict between the political and economic organs of the work-
ing class which was rooted in a relatively expanding capitalism,
expressed itself differently at different stages in the history of
the working class movement, in correspondence with the growing crisis
of capitalism, ' :

In the early years of the First International the anarchists, at
least beginning with Bakunin, basing themselves solely on the trade
unions, called for the economic general strike as the means for the
transformation of society, while the Marxists, basing themselves
primarily on the party, lnsisted on the necessity for political action
and the dictatorship of the proletariat. In the period preceding the
First World War the debate on this subject became transformed, and
within the Marxist movement elements revolting against the reformist
leadership of the 2nd International once again brought forth the
issue of the general strike, this time in relation to its use as a
weapon against the impending war, In 1905, the general beginning of
the geriod of the death agony of capitalism, history settled the
debate in a simple and decisive manner, In Russia, an economic
general strike became transformed into a political strike, and gave
birth to the Soviets, the organizational form of the dictatorship
of the proletariat,

It is in the period of the death agony of capitalism, when the
system has outlived itself, when the declining rate of profit becomes
more than a general tendency but manifests itself in the immediate
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life of the society, when real advances on the part of the working
class as a whole become impossible -- that the struggle for immediate
demands becomes trangitional in nature, and constantly threatens to
overflow into the struggle for power, This period, as Trotsky has
put it, marks the end-of the 0ld minimum and maximum programs of the
Social Democracy, and the beginning of the epoch of the transitional
program: a program which is not merely a subjectively arrived at
means of bridging the gap between the subjective and the objective,
between the subjective understanding of the masses and their objec-
tive needs, but which is actually in full accord with the Marxist
world view of the primacy of being over consciousness, and the nature
of combined development., ' ' '

It 1s this objective development, the death agony of capitalism,
of which the transitional program is merely the reflection, which
destroys the historically outlived contraposition of trade union vs
party, of prosperity vs depression, of conservative thinking vs radi-
cal thinking, of immediate demands vs long range goals, It was thus
that Trotsky could ask "What is a strike?," and answer "A strike is
an embryo social revolution," It was for this reason that Trotsky
at the 3ird World Congress of the CI could speak of the revolutionary
significance of the infiux of workers into the French trade unions.
In the article TIRADE UNIOMNS IN EpCCH OF T'PERIALIST DECAY Trotsky
sayss "Wholly possible are revoluticaary trade unions which not only
are not stockholders of imperialist pclicy but which set as their
task the direct overthrow of the rule of capitalism. In the .epoch of
imperialist decay the trade unions can be really independent only
to the extent that they are conscious of being, in action, the organs
of proletarian revolution. In this sense, the program of transi-
tional demands 1is not only the program for the activity of the party
but in its fundamental features it is the program for the activity
of the trade unions." We have indeed gone a long way from the early
stages of the debate in the Marxist movement,

It 1s for this reason, plus another with which it is intimately
connected, that our mcvement could analyze the CIO as the American
version of the mass social democratic parties in Europe., But that
this precious heritage never penetrated the minority is evident in
the manner of their present analysis of the backwardness of the Ameri-
can workers, and their desire to find new milieus in which to work,

It is likewise for this reason, from this Marxist method of
analysls, that we can agsert that "revolutionary trade unions, that
is trade unions under the political leadership of the Fourth Interna-
tional," to use Trotsky's words, become in America the most probable
form of the mass revolutionary party. Whether or not this develop=-
ment formally takes the shape of a Labor Party is not decisive, It
does not invalidate our tactical use of the slogan, It should, how-
ever, shape the manner in which we put it forth, that is, we must
differentlate it from the British model by connecting it with the
transitional demands, foremost among them the demand for workers
control of production., We have not as yet been successful in working
out the most effective approach, At the same time, these ideas of
Trotsky's which are elaborated in the conversations around the transi-
tional program, should serve as a rebuke to those of the minority
who wish to use the Labor Party slogan as a means of demonstrating
thelr belief that whenever the revolution in America does come, it
will not be our party which leads it.
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, The notion of the unequalled power of the American working class
in 1ts economic organizations is given lip service by all. 'But the
concept advanced by the transitional program, that implicit in this
economic power without equal in the whole world, is revolutionary
power, is not understood, But it therefore becomes doubly important
to examine with great care the trade union movement of this country, .
the thinking of the workers in the trade union movement, 1f we are
to properly orient ourselves in the struggle for the revolution,

Now we have mentioned another reason for the analysis of the CIO
as the American version of the mass social democratic parties in
Europe, despite the fact that the program of the CIO is in no way
soclalist, to understate the matter somewhat. This other reason is
the theory of combined development in its subjective aspect, as it
relates to the combined develovment of consciousness.

One of the major concepts of the reformists is that the workers
in majority have to become socialist in consciousness before there
can be any talk of a socialist victory. In the H ry, Trotsky
speaks of the combined development of the Russian working class, who,
coming into the world political arena only in 1905, in one leap
caught up with and surpassed both in theory and ractice, the most
advance sectlons of the world labor movement., The October revolution
proved for all time the primacy of being over consciousness, and the
combined nature of the transformation of being into consciousness.

It demonstrated, if further proof were necessary, that the Mensheviks
were merely hiding behind their phrases -- about "backwardness";

lack of class consciousness; weakness of the revolutionary vanguard;
their constant contrast of the Russian workers' movement with that of
Europe and its mass Social-Democratic parties; etc., -- nothing but
their basic lack of confidence in, and ultima ely their fear of the
masses. In the same speech at the 3rd World Congress referred to
above, in answer to the Centrists who were presenting their promis-
sory note for undelivered ioodsg Trotsky spoke of the fact that back-
ward elements coming late into the unions and bringing all their
petty-bourgeois prejudices along, nevertheless represented in rela-
tion to the class-conscious elements bound, and to some extent cor-
rupted, by their social-democratic "socialist" consciousness, a
fresh and vital element for the revnlution,

Viewed in this light, as a whole and on a world scale,y the
American working cldass, the backward element coming late into the
world political scene and bringing all its petty-bourgeois prejudices
along, nevertheless represents in relation to the class conscious
elements bound, and to some extent corrupted by their "socialist"

and Stalinist consciousness, a fresh and vital element for the world
revolution, :

We should at this point recognize the motivation for Trotsky's
challenging overstatement; that isy he wished to provide as clear an
opposition as possible to the Ménshevik tendencies arising in the 3rd
International, There is however, a dialectical relationship which we
must understand and apply, from the most generalized concepts to the
day-to-day work in the trade unions, This 1s the relationship between
the "advanced"and the "backward." The best elements of the latter
provide® the drive, the revolutionary energy; the best elements of
the former the experience and perspective, It is a form of the same
relationship which exists between the mass as a whole, and the party.
In this mighty fusion lies the unfolding revolutionary process,
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‘within a single country and then within the entire world' within the
mass, and between the mass and the party,

But it is precisely the role of the '"backward" elements which it
.1s easiest, and for revolutionists, most fatal to overlook. This is
especlally true a country like America with its deep rooted empirie
cal traditions of which economism is but one facet, It 1s no acci-
dent that Trotsky insisted above all in America on the necessity for
the closest study of the dialectical method, We have to examine this
question not only as it relates to the role of the American working
class in relation to the world working class, but, in the process
of arriving at this evaluation, in attempting to understand the form
and level of this consclousness with relation to the generally
accepted notions of "public opinion" in this country,

The great decisive mass does not explain its thinking, nor can
it., It does not write about its intentions, because i1t is uncertain
of them, Until 1t acts, it is confused and contradictcry, because
action is the only catalytic agent for the great mass of huran
beings in a capitalist society. Very cften a new recruit to the fac=
tories from the South will embody the contradiction between the
backward, petty-bourgeols tendencies and the impelling desire for
. immediate action to remedy grievances which go far beyond the ability

of the trade union movement to satisfy. Another aspect of the same
phenomenon is seen in the casual acceptance of the younger workers
of the gains won by the union ~-- they insist on the failure of the
union to take action against speedup while the older workers, while

agreeing, insist upon talking about what it was like in the days of
the unorganized shop. And yet it 1is precisely the difficulty in
properly evaluating things like this which sometimes catches even the
best trained revolutionist off guard when the great mass movements
"suddenly" explode,

Any damn fool can see when Cadillac square is filled with demon-
strating workers., The Russians had¢ a word for those who insist on
"proof" of the revolutionary tendencies in the working class; .
khvostists, tail-enders, they called them, 3But it requires a revo-
lutionary Marxist to see beneath the surface, to understand the
contradictory, but ever-developing molecular process at work among
the masses, and to base a perspective on this, the real basis of the
mass upsurge. Trotsky once spoke for hours on tendencies within: the
wosking class on the basis on the one hand of hils understanding of
the logic of the objective situation, on the other on the basis of
one remark made by one worker, We too, in the light of our understand:
ing of the force and logic of events in America over the past several
decades, the force and logic of the transitional program; in the light
of our seeking for the concrete forms which combined deve opment takes
in the thinking of the American workers, must learn to listen, to
take our part in preparation, and to be prepared,

And what then of the "progressive anti-Stalinism" of which the
~minority speaks? In the rounded, generalized, thought-out form in
which they seek it, it will be found among the masses not even the
day after the revolution takes place in America. The great mass 1is
in actuality, in terms of general theoretical approach, no more pro=
~capitalist than they are anti-communist, no more pro-communist than
they are anti-capitalist, They fill each generalization with differ-
ent content, But the revolution will not be made with generalizations.
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Many times has Ford been characterized as the "real communigt." Many .
times has the capitalist state been attacked as more "communist" than
Russia, We cannot predict, but it is not at all ruled out that the
revolution will be fought out in this country with great sections of
the masses considering that they are destroying what in their mind
has come to be associated with the term "communist": greed, corrup-
tiony high taxes, spéed-up, war, destruction of .the right to strike,
concentration camps, etce This i3 not to say that we will adapt
ourselves to any such backward prejudice about names, as one of the
leading minorityites in Detroit proposed in the only presentation he
ever made on Americanization, He complained that workers would not
listen to his ideas because he was labelled, not a communist, but a
Trotskyist; but the same ideas advanced by another worker would
receive great response, What else he said in that discussion, nobody
remembers, but we now know the latest "solution"; we will speak to
those who are themselves "labelled," and thus wiil be assured of a
friendly and sympathetic response, Now the major task of the trade
union fractions has become the drawing up of lists of Stalinists to
be contacted, We will return to this later, In any case, the great
masses of this country will be no more "socialist," or "communist,"
no more '"capitalist," than were the masses of Russia when they accome
plished their October, o

To all of this the minority repeats, parrot-like, prosperity,
witch hunt, preparations for war, a backward, red-baiting, and con-
servative working class, a weak party. '

In the last article we spoke of Trotsky's attitude towards pros-
perity, and how 1t acts as a spur, not a deterrent, to mass action,
The only answer we have heard, mumbled though,it was, is to the effect
that Trotsky was speaking of alternating depression and prosperity,
and that in America we have had prosperity for an unbroken stretch of
time, The fact that the unparalleled "“prosperity" of the British
working ¢lass gave rise to Bevanism is of no concern to them, But
it would be doing Trotsky a gross injustice to think he was speaking of
a special situation which involved regular alternations of prosperity
and depression marked every two years on the calendar. He spoke
instead of the organic characteristic of the whole period of the
diath 2gon{ of capitalism, and of the organic reaction of the working
class to it, :

We recalled to the comrades the classic Marxist conception of
war and the preparations for war as the greatest political and social
crisis of the capitalist system, next to the revolution itself, We
wrote not of one remark of one worker, but of the settled attitudes
of whole sections of the American working class: "Compressed within
the experience of living American workers, engraved upon their minds
- and within their hearts (and no one who knows the American working
class can doubt this for one moment) are three great negative exper-
iences with capitalist society and one great positive experience with
their own power. The negative experiences ericompass two immense
world slaughters sandwiched around the great depression. It has
become a commonplace with the American worker of today that wars are
fought for the rich and mean nothing but blood and tears for the
people. It is a commonplace among the American workers of today that
if 1t were not for the preparations for war we would be in the midst
of a depression which would make that of 1929 look like a dress
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rehearsal.," We might interject at this point that so powerful and
real were these issues, that they forced themselves up through the
inumerable screens, channels and blocks of the two capitalist parties,
in a distorted and demagogic way, to become the major issues of the
campaign, For the first time in American history have these two
fundamental issues been joined in such an explosive manner; and this
is certainly not because the capitalist class deliberately chose

them., This 1s the key to a dilalectical analysis of the last elec=
tion., To consider the results as a continued trend to the right on
the part of the American people is to remain on the surface of events,
To continue: "The positive experience of these workers is the for-
mation of the CIO; still.as fresh in their minds as if it were yester-
day 1is their 'instinctive attempt to raise themselves to the level of
the tasks imposed on them by history,!'"

( On the other hand, the main obstacle to the concretigzation of
the organic revolutionary tendencies of the American working class is
the trade union bureaucracy., The Reutherites play however, the same
role in relation to the American labor movement as did the Russian
bourgeoisie in relation to society as a whole, They have arrived on
‘the scene too late., In a single decade the American working class
has gone through the experiences of 100 and more years of the Euro-
pean labor movement. They have undergone the experience of Stalinist
leadership, and have already finished with their illusions in rela-
tion to the Reutherite bureaucracy, They expect nothing from the
present leadership of the trade union movement but further betrayal.
It is typical of the need of the mass for concrete alternatives, that
they see in Lewis the prototype of the type of fighting leadership
they want, _ ‘

Another aspect of the same picture is the attitude which they
have in large part adopted toward strikes, The only type of strike
talk which meets positive reaction inm the shops is that calling for
general strike action, Strikes on a limited basis, for wage increases
or fringe benefits even if won, in actuality lose more for workers
today than they gain, The workers ia overwhelming majority recog-
nize this, and invariably add that in any case increased prices and
taxes would more than wipe out any advances. No better example could
be given of the validity of the transitional program, which takes
as 1ts point of departure the inability of the working class as a
whole to make any real advances in the period of the death agony of
capitalism, No better example could be found to illustrate the
changes in the thinking of the mass, and the level at. which it has
arrived. No conclusions have been drawn, no far reaching generaliza-
~tions have been made, but the concrete problem has been recognized,
The solution will come in action., 1In any case they are poised for a
leap, which will be qualitatively as far above the eruption in the
sitdown strikes, as the sitdown strikes werey in thelr turn, above
the general methods of the American working class prior to that
eruption. In the face of the drastic changes which are impending, it
is not surprising that the masses should hesitate for a time, look
about carefully -- uncertain, confused, groping for answers -=
searching for a leadership it can recognize and trust which can pro=
vide the answers, It is this factor, more than any other, which has
led to the relative quiet in the class struggle. It is this and not
prosperity, witch hunt, preparations for war,
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We do not, on the other hand, think it necessary to belabor the
question of what would immediately be involved in any large scale
action today. Representative Hoffman of Michigan has tied in the so-
called shortages of munitions 1n Korea with the steel strike, The
capitalist class has set as one of its major objectives the destruc-
tion of whatever industry-wids bargaining exists. Reuther has proe-
posed that instead of Board action, the whole of Congress act sepa-
rately upon each strike, Whatever his motives, the vary fact that he
could seriously propose such a course, and the serious, though :
negative considerations given the proposal, shows the social crisis
inherent in any large scale action, The small scale constitutional
crisis involved in the strike of the steel workers, demonstrates the
transitional nature of any strnggle of major proportions, and if any
were carried through it would rock the whole structure of American
capitalism to its foundations,

Many of the attitudes of the workers are already beginning, even
without a strong, well organized leadership, to manifest themselves
on the surface. The opposition to 5-year contracts is so strong and
obvious that the Reutherite bureaucrgcy, which could render no _
greater service to the pard-pressed ruling class than the delivery of
a no-strike pledge, has been forced to attempt a strategic retreat
even from the limited no-strike approach involved in the long term
contracts, The demand at the recent UAW convention for 2 year terms
for officers was turned down, with our limited forces playing a con-
- siderable role, and many UAW locals have already defeated the referred
proposal. As a matter of facty if it had not been for the opportunis-
tic shortsightedness of the Iocal 600 leadership in obtaining a 2
year term in that-local, and if they had seized this opportunity,
they would have considerably strengthened the basis for a new, nation-
wide opposition in the UAW, .

The situation at Local 600 is not the exception which proves the
rule, It is rather an advance manifestation, no matter what happens
to it from now on in, a surface expression of the molecular processes
at work in the masses, That is why it should be examined in some
detail, What of this "phenomenon"? How explain why this confused -
and opportunistic leadership has been able to withstand for 3 years
the terrific pressure of the Ford Motor Company, the Capitalist State
through the House Un-American Activities Committee, and the Reuther-
ite bureaucracy with its administratorship, its bribes, its red-
baiting, and its constant threat of e xpulsion?

How explain its emergence from the ordeal of the recent UAW
convention more united, and more stable in its course than ever
before, and with aims broader and more ambitious than ever before?

It went into the convention having organized a caucus only in one
region with the limited aim of gaining a place on the International
Executive Board, It came out with a terrific beating and the aim of
organiging in the two years prior to the next convention a nation-
wlde opposition with the possibility of the defeat of Reuther himself
an open subject for discussion, ,

These confused opportunists have gotten a flash of insight into
the molecular processes at work among the masses, Not only do they
have the backing of the Ford workers, but they emerged from the con-
vention as the recognized opposition on a recognizable program of



-33-

opposition to Reuther and all he historically represents, They wite
nessed at the convention delegates who were in overwhelming majority
-secondary leaders, not rank and filers; who were under the direct
pressure of Reuther and the whole concentrated bureaucratic machine;
who were far more conscious than the rank and file of "prosperity,
witch hunt, and preparations for war"; who were removed from the
critical gaze of the rank and file, nevertheless turn to Stellato by
the hundreds, and voice their sympathy with his struggle., Over 400
delegates asked to be placed on the mailing list of Ford Facts, We
have already mentioned the attitude of these delegates on 5-year
contracts and 2-year terms for officers. Through the distorting
screen of delegates the real sentiments of the ranks, at least on
these issues, managed to force their way, This is what the leader-
ship of Local 600 saw, in its own limited way, and what gave 1it
further encouragement to follow the path it has barely begun to tread.

This leadership is not revolutionary, not Trotskyist. It may
crumble, Our group is not strong enough to intervene quantitatively,
At present we are limited to the presentation of ideas -- influencing
rank and filers here, leaders groping for an approach there, But
even 1f it would fall apart tomorrow, an unlikely possibility, enough
has been demonstrated to illustrate in practice many of the ideas we
have been discussing, The program adopted by Local 600 with more or
less understanding and enthuslasm, is also indicative of the level of
the struggle: Against 5-year contracts; For internal union democracy;
For the 30-hour week; For a Farmer-Labor Party. Even the question of
war was taken up and discussed, though of course in a confused semi-
pacifist, seml-Republican, and semi-Trotskyist manner, A serious
struggle on any of these demands 1s a transitional struggle,

We have written that this leadership, or any leadership of a new
left wing, is being and must be forced by objective events both past
and present to seek a means of differentiating itself from Reuther
and Wall Street on the one hand, and ithe Stalinists and the Kremlin
on the other, Success in the mobilization of a nation=-wide opposi=-
tion to Reuther depends on the degree to which it can accomplish
this in a progressive direction, and by the same token move even
closer to our program, to us as the only recognized anti-imperialist
and anti-Stalinist force in America.,

For the information of the comrades, it wag not the Stalinists,
but our forces which provided the initiative for the adoption of the
poisition on the Labor Party. The Stalinists sabotaged it, The
recent events at the local involving the dropping of Rice and Hood
represent not a victory for Reuther, but a defeat of the Stalinists.
The non-Stalinist majority of the Progressive caucus, convinced that
the real fight with Reuther 1is just beginning, put forth their most
capable elements, to replace, in the coalition with Stellato, the
incapable Pat Rice, and the scoundrelly opportunist Hood, who has
since swung over to the support of Reuther, leaving the Stalinists in
an utterly isolated position, :

We have now a practical problem to resolve, The Ford opposition
has adopted a perspective of building a new left wing in the UAW on a
nation wide basis, The minority in its document says: "If all this
were true we should be preparing right now to shift from propaganda
to agitation, we should be actively seeking the forces to create a
new left wing in the unions." Well, what do we do? Do we follow the
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"program" of the minority and tell the Ford opposition that they are
barking up the wrong tree? Do we keep our mouths shut and let them
break their own necks? Or do we, with proper precautions, and in line
with the strength of our forces, participate, help lead and shape the
attempt to build a new left wing? ,

In Detroit, in practice, the minority has two answers, deperding
on which of the two main spokesmen is involved, For one, the major
activity of trade union fractions now consists in drawing up lists
of Stalinists, For the other, as well as for the overwhelming
majority of the branch, the answer in practice is, as it must be, the
constant "seeking the forces to create a new left wing in the unions."
The consistent minority spokesman attempts to apply in life Bartell's
conception of the demoralization of the more proletarian branches of
the party, who according to him, wish they had a few Compass Clubs,
universities, etc., they could work in, a few more Stalinists and
intellectuals to whom they could appeal, not on the basis of building
a left wing, but on the basis of our world progranm,

And now a few words on our party. #ill it prove capable of
“meeting the coming events? We are numerically small, But the power
of our ideas, the conscious expression of the objective process, is
tremendous, and in the vast strength of the American working class,
fresh, unbeaten; in its consciousness of the need for organization,
for self-discipline; in its historically guaranteed movement toward
ourttransitional program, our party will find its place and play its
paI' * * ; .

The Americanizers have finally explained themselves. Their
rump 1s exposed, What they mean by Americanization is that the party
can no longer recrult Negroes on the basis of their problems in this
country, but only on the Chinese revolution, What they mean by Ameri-
canization is that any American worker who is not conservative and
quiescent must look to Eastern Europe to find the answers to his
problems. What they mean by Americanization is that we can no longer
recruit except on the basis of our world program,

But the Americanization of our party began with the adoption of
the transitional programy the program which reflected the needs and
the thinking of the American workers., It was confirmed and put into
practice in the Minneapolis Trials, If the addption of our program
marked the conception, the trials represented the birth of our party
as an American phenomenon., It marked the emergence of our party as
a clearly defined and recognizable part of the American scene., The
fact that i1t was, so to speak, not a birth of our choice, only bears -
out in a "unique" American manner, what Marxists have always under-
stood: that objective events work for those who understand the laws
of motion and proceed in line with them.

The Minneapolis Trials, which began the objective Americaniza-
tion of the party once and for all, took place as a result of the
work of our wonderful comrades in the Minneapolis labor movement ,
This numerically insignificant groupy in a relatively insignificant
segment of the American economy, took a numerically infinitesimal
party, and made it a living part, the only revolutionary vanguard,
of the American political scene., No better illustration can be given
of the relationship between party and trade union in the epoch of the
death agony of capitalism,.
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From that time on, especially where it counts most, within the
labor movement, the SWP has become to anyone with the least degree
of political awareness the "native, our own revolutionary party."
The fact that it was two trade union bureaucrats, one in New Jersey,
and the other in Michigan, who gave voice to this sentiment, does not
in the least detract from its absolute truth, This immense political
capital we have deepened and extended in the course of two election
campaigns. We announced to America that we‘have arrived, we intend
to stay, and "we mean business."

It is by no means accidental that the fight for civil liberties,
not the least of the transitional]l struggles, which has received the
widest support from all groups in America, have been campaigns which
have been centered around Kutcher and the Trucks Act, All of this
attests to our Americanization in the real sense. All of this attests
to our great actual and limitless potential political capital., We
must see to 1t that no one drags this banner in the muck of capitu-
lation, either to American imperialism or to Stalinism, for it is the
banner of the American Revolution, ’

The stage is being set for mass struggles of an unprecedented
nature, On whatever issue they begin, wherever they begin, they will
spread quickly and almost from the beginning take on a political char=-
acter., We cannot guarantee whether they will begin in time to pre-
vent the outbreak of war, although the bourgeoisie and sections. of
the labor bureaucracy, always more sensitive, the one to danger, the
other to opportunity, than elements within the revolutionary movement
who are turning away from revolutionary Marxism, indicate in their
actlons that they are keenly aware of the undercurrents in the masses.

We cannot guarantee that if they begin in time they will take on
a deep enough character quickly enough to prevent the ruling class
from plunging us into war as a check on the masses, The great wave
of strike movements in Russia in 191% were stopped by the war, But
in 1917 came October. : :

Yes, despite Clarke, this is the formulation of our revolutionary
perspective; either the revolution will stop the war or the war will
bring the revolution, And as far as the concern with the destruction
of the productive forces goes, the workers of America will prevent
their destruction., Clarke sees with great clarity the strength of the
American bourgeolsie in relation to the Russian, Does he not see the
strength of the American working clasc “oday in relation to the Rus=-
sian of October, in numbers absolutely, in weight proportionally, in
culture, in training, in understanding the role of the productive
apparatus? But this is precisely how capitalism trains the future
ruling class, how it engenders its own grave diggers, and this in
almost direct ratio with its own "strength."

In the coming mass struggles our party will find its place to the
extent that it absorbs into its bones the revolutionary perspective,
to the extent that it rejects with contempt the petty-bourgeois weak=
lings who are disappointed with Trotsky!'s promiges; to the extent that
it does its work in the trade unions and in all other secondary fields
in 1ine with this perspective, with the revolutionary realiiv. ie are
not "ordained" to lead the revolutionj-but it is only the party with
the correct perspective, program, and ties to the mass movement which
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can do the hard, daily work which will win us the respect and atten-
tion of the masses, Ve have made great strides in this direction,
Today of all periods in American and world history, we cannot
retreat from the important political bastions already won on the

American scene,

May 14, 1953
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CN "THE ROAD TQ PEACE"
By Jeff Thorne

We in New York, who for 18 months had been selling "The Road to
Peace" on mobilizations and at various outside schools, forums, etc.,
were quite amazed to read Comrade Cannon's charge (Internal Bulletin,
Vol. 15, No. 124 May 1953, p. 21) that the pamphlet had been "sup-
pressed" here '"under the dominion of Bartell." Most amazed of all
were the Cannonite literature agents of NY local and the Downtown
branch,

But I had a greater concern than Jim's unfounded charge. I had
Just gotten around to read his "Road to Peace" -- jarred by the
complaint of a young comrade just back from the military. It was the
first thing he had read upon returning. It hadn't "set very well"
after all the anti-red, anti-Soviet,y hate propaganda that had been
pumped into him,- And little wonder! :

The entire text of the first page pokes fun at the persecution
of Stalinists as "bad luck (catching§ up with those who deserve it
most. . .all kinds of trouble for sure, and nobody seems to care. . .
victims of misfortune., . .unattended by so many people, with senti-
ments ranging from indifference to delight. . ,Never before. . .a
group under persecution., . .so discredited, despised and abandoned

o« .w%th every man's hand turned against them, they have to go it
alone, R

Can anyone miss the chuckles of delight 1n these words? The tone
is gnything but that of opposition to an all-out government drive to
smash a working class party, First meeting us through this pamphlet,
almost any worker could easily get the impression that we favor gov-
ernment persecution of Stalinists as'their just deserts, A progres=-
sive worker would likely be disgusted,

On the second page we read:s. "Rank and file workers. . .hate
(Stalinists) from memory. . .have for the most part welcomed the
mopping up. . .The trade unionists have refused any support. . .ale
though solidarity in the fight for civil rights and defense of anyone
denied them, regardless of political difference, has long been a
tradition of the American workers' movement, and one of the best, It
took the Stalinists to so befoul even this issue as to turn the
workers in anger against their own tradition, an action which, in
the long run, will redound against them and their movement,"

Here is, first, justification for sentiment against eivil rights -
for Stalinists, Then the "best" "tradition" of "solldarity. . .for
civil rights" is sandwiched in, Finally the blame for breakdown of
this solidarity is laid wholely on the Stalinists, with no recognition
that we are (and were in 1951) in the worst general reaction in
American history,

Then Comrade Cannon reviews Stalinist support of the Smith Act
against us in Minneapolis, with this conclusion on the third page:

"Now with a new turn of events, they are getting a dose of their
own dirty.medicine -- and many people think we should get a certain
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satisfaction out .of it, and even approve it, But we cannot agree
with this line of reasoning." :

Well, if even Jim can't agree with his first page, why was it
not thrown out? Why was it ever written? All the chuckling satise
faction on the first page makes the third page denial more startling
than convincing,

A more plausible appeal for civil rights then follows, leading
up to this statement: ", . .we support the defense in this case, as
in all others," But remember that on the first page ". . .nobody
seems to care" and the Stalinists "have to go it alone," It is
almost like writing: Yes, we have to support this case, but you
can see for yourself how silly it is and how little our support
amounts to, when "every man's hand" is "turned against them, . "

The worker who gave up in disgust on page 1 or 2 may never learn
nor suspect that "we support, . .this case. . ." If he continued
readlng, he could be simply incredulous: The man's spoofing. He
couldn't mean it, How could anyone object to such traitors getting
their just deserts?

A more thoughtful reader might even demand proof, which he will
not find in these 48 pages.: ‘

Comrade Cannon states (same bulletin, p.3) that "Road to Peace"
"wasn't written for the benefit of Stalinists" but "to innoculate
- militant non-political workers against Stalinism," Obviously it is
more likely to innoculate against the SWP and Trotskyism., (Inciden-
tally, Stalinists and their sympathizers were the main buyers of the
pamphlet, The title appealed to them,)

In view of all the jingo press and witch<hunt innoculation
against all reds, any workers still needing our kind of innoculation
against Stalinism must be fairly advanced, They must be immune to
the general hysteria, More than likely they have some wholesome
thoughts about civil rights, as well as working class solidarity and
opposition to imperialist war,

This pamphlet plays right into the Stalinists' hands, makes
perversion of our line too easy for them, It turns our mutual con-
tacts right over to them, Stalinists could quote whole passages
against us and say, gloatingly, "You see? Just as we've always told
you. Here in their own words these Trotskyite skunks are even
opposed to civil rights," etc.,, etc,

Negroes, in particular, would not like this poking fun at civil
- rights -~ for Stalinists, if you please, They remember the CP has
led the most sensational Negro civil rights cases.

And it is not true that unionists have "refused any support"
to the Stalinists, who contral or influence unions with half a
million members, The CP has many ihousands of members and sympa -
0

thizers who are rank and file unicnists. They have rallied large

mass demonstrations,

The Stalinists live in much the same reaction we do., They are
partly responsible for it, but they did not create i1t, Civil rights
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is one issue on which we have scored the greatest victory over the
Stalinists, even to forcing a bit of coneiliation on their party. If
civil rights is a primary issue for a pamphlet on peace, let's make
it a clear issue, '

Jim's remarkable gift of humor might better be leveled at the
militarists, the imperialist "peace" fakery and the hopeless predica=-
ment of imperialism, Or on the subject of civil rights a howling
laugh at the witch hunters would be in order, By appealing first to
some progressive sentiment of the workers, we might stand a chance
of getting them to grasp our explanation of what is wrong with
Stalinism,

-On the rest of the pamphlet I will only say here that it lacks
any clear program for a worker who may have to cope with Stalinists
or their "peace" proposals in his union, But even if the rest were
perfect, the first pages would destroy any effectivness. I'm afraid
too many comrades, including the leaders, just took this pamphlet
for granted, the way I did for too long, What our press generally
accomplishes, "Road to Peace" befuddles., |

In 20 years acquaintance with this party I can't recall so
grave an error, unless the one which prompted our trade unionists to
burn a whole issue of the paper 13 years ago. I now learn there was
a little flurry of protest when the first chapter of "Road to Peace"
was first printed in 1951, But the protest then was ignored,

A good pamphlet on peace was sorely needed in 1951, and now
more so than ever, Properly written, I believe it could have enormous
appeal to wide audiences, since so many millions want peace, from
various viewpoints, and oppose not only "the most unpopular war in all
history" but also the prospects for a, Third World Yar,

It is to be hoped that more careful writing, collective editing,

polishing and rewritings when needed will save us from another such
disgraceful publication. '

June 22, 1953
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BOLIVIA -- CI1ASS~COLLAPORATTION MAKES A RECRUIT

Fy S. Ryan, Los Angeles

° - "fWithout Revolutionary Theory there 1s no revolutionary prac-
tice." =~ Lenin

l, What Do WE Know about Bolivia®

It 1s now sixteen months since the Bolivian revolution began.
It 1s sixteen months since this 1ittle nation, ocf three and one-half
million peopley presented the Fourth International the opportunity
of proving that Marxism -- Trotskyism -~ can conquer the masses and
thereby lead them to victory. :

Considering the fact that a Trotskyist mass party, the POR, is
involved in a revolutionary situation, we should expect by this time
to have a mass of information from Bolivia, such information as would
immeasurably enrich, deepen and concretize our Marxist theory.

How has the POR gone about the task of winning the masses from
the MNR? from the labor-fakers of the Lechin stripe?

How has the POR dealt with the various concrete questions which
drise with the various stages of the struggle?

Who controls the COB? What is the strength of Lechin? of the
POR? of the Stalinists? How has their strength varied in the course
of the past sixteen months?

What about the curve of strike struggles? How has the strength
of the POR varied with it? Have political strikes been increasing
%2 %gggnsity? If not, why? What has been the role of the POR? of

c .

Have any diSpﬁtes arisen within the POR? Surely we could learn
much from listening to all sides of such disputes, Or has the POR,
in a revolutionary situation, been completely monolithic?

These are just a few of the many questions on which we shquld
by this time have a rich treasury of information,

Actually we have been given practically no information on the
situvation in Bolivia -- the gne revolution in which the Trotskyists -
play an important role. :

It is not true, however, that we know nothing at all about what
is going on in Bolivia, For the past month detailed reports have
been circulating about the activities of the POR, According to these
reports received from non-Trotskyist sources, the POR is accepting
pests in the governmental machinery; Guillermo Lora, former Secre-
tary of the party, has been appointed the Stabilization Offices
Ccmrade Moller, present Secretary of the POR, is director of the
Workers' Savings Bank, which is controlled by Juan lechin, a menber
of the Cabinet; Allayo Mercado, another POR leader, is a member of
the Agrarian Commission, In the face of these reports the silence of
the PC of the SWP and of the International Secretariat should cause
deep concern to all comrades,
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Silence 1s acquiescence, And those who remain silent before a
policy which politically disarms the workers and peasants before their
class enemy must share the responsibility for the inevitable results,

The reports of coalitionism and class-collaboration by the POR
do not come as a bolt from the blue, This is the direction the
political line of the POR has taken, with the encouragement of the
leading comrades of the International, since the April 9th, 1952
revolution, ,

In May, 1952 the paper carried an interview with Comrade Lora,
I wrote a letter to the PC, which was printed in the June 1952 Inter-
nal Bulletin, expressing sharp disagreement with Lora's political
line, I stated then that I thought it was a conciliationist and
class-collaborationist line, rather than the line of revolutionary
Marxism; and I asked whether this was the line of the POR, The PC
replied that this was "obviously a difference of opinion between you
and Comrade Lora," and it, the PC, was in no position to participate
in the discussion, )

Now we hdve the official position of the POR, in.-the form of an
unsigned article in the magazine ("One Year of the Bolivian Revolu-
tion"), This article, continuing Lora's line, unmistakably lays the
basis not for leading the proletarian revolution but for propping up
the bourgeois state, Immediately on reading the article, I prepared
a criticism, intended for the Internal Bulletin., On hearing of the
actual steps the POR has taken toward getting into the government,

I refrained from sending in my article, waiting for a denial,or an
explanation, or a criticism, by the PC or the IS, However, no com-
+ment has up to now been forthcoming; and this fact is in itself a
harsh indictment not only of the policy of the POR, but also of the
line of the IS and of the PC, .

2. A "Clagsical™ Revolution -- An Unclassical Policy

Since the Second World ™ar, the International has been in the
habit of finding "exceptional" situations in which, "exceptionally,"
the "classical" laws and traditions of leninism do not hold., In
Eastern Europe the denial of the revolution-war character of the
Soviet-German war led the International to see the establishment of
workers states without proletarian fevolution. In China the Interna-
- tlonal sees a transitiornal state, neither bourgeois nor proletarian,
baptized "dual power" and "workers and peasants government," Further-
morey the International sees the Chinese Stalinist party reformed
into a party that it expects will lead "the demonstration of prole=
tarian power"; the role of Trotskyism is reduced from the struggle
for power to that of "pushing" the CP and the masses, For these
"exceptional"” situations the International has adopted the concepts
and methods of reformism, But a reformist course, once embarked
upony cannot be confined; it is not at all difficult to see every
situation as "exceptionai."

But the article ("One Year of the Bolivian Revolution") notes
that we have here no exceptional situation, It sees the close resem-
blance of the course of the Bolivian revolution to that of “he Russ!?
revolution. One would think that much could be learned by studying
the strategy and tactics -- and above all, the conceptions -- of the

Bolsheviks in the February-October period.
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The political line of the POR, however, is not that of Lenin but
that of his class-collaborationist opponents, Kamenev and Zinoviev,

- The lattery in fact did not go as far as the POR; they did not accept

posts in the bourgeois government,

v "If that policy (of Kamenev and Zinoviev) had prevailed," says
TIrotsky, "the development of the revolution would have pasced over
the head of our party and, in the end, the insurrection of the worker
and peasant masses would have taken place without party leadership;

. 1in other words, we would have had the repetition of the July days on
a colossal scaley, i.e,y this time not as an episode but as a catas-
trophe, It 13 perfectly obvious that the immediate consequence of
such a catastrophe would have been the physical destruction of our
party. This provides us with a measuring rod of how deep our differ=-
ences of opinion were."

The same measuring rod should indicate to us the very serious
penalty our movement will incur as the result of a wrong policy.

Let me cite the three central paragraphs of the magazine article:

"The POR began by Jjustifiably granting critical support to the
MNR governments That is, 1t dezisted from issuing the slogan 'down
with the government'; it gave the government critical support against
attacks of imperialism and reaction, and it supported all progressive
measures, But at the same time it zvoided any expression whatever of
confidence in the government., On the contrary, i1t propelled the
revolutionary activity and independent organization of the masses as
much as it could, '

- "The POR limits its gupport and sharpens its criticism insofar
ag the government proves itself incapable of fulfilling the national-
democratlc program of the revolution, insofar as it hesitates,
capitulates, indirectly plays the game of imperialism and reaction,
prepares to betray and for this reason tries to harry and deride the
revolutionists, : .

"The POR has been applying this flexible attitude which requires
a carefully considered emphasis at each moment, one that is not con-
fused but neither is it sectarian, and in applying this attitude the
POR 1is demonstrating a remarkable political maturity, The POR has
adopted an attitude of constructive criticism toward the proletarian
and plebelan base of the MNR with the aim of facilitating a progres-
sive differentiation within it,"

Every sentence in these three paragraphs contains at least one
assault on the theory and practice of revolutionary Marxism; the
policy outlined is the direct opposite of the one carried out by
Lenin, It has become the fashion here in Los Angeles to point out
that Lenin is dead; but we can easily judge with what choice and
pithy characterizations he would hsve answered anyone who called any
kind of support of a bourgeois government "justifiable,."

"ﬂhy didn't vou arrest Rodzianko and Co. (the Provisional Govern-
ment)?" Le bitterly fluang at the Bolshevik leaders on his arrival in
Petrograd, The next day he wrotes ."Ng supnort whatever to the Pro-
Yisiona) Government." 1In the mass demonstration toward the end of
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April the Bolsheviks raised the slogan: "2gmg_ﬂl&h_&hg_ﬁgggzgmﬁni,"

Lenin withdrew the slogan "Down with the government." But this
had nothing in common, as Trotsky points out in "Lessons of October,"
with the position of Kamenev that the slogan itself was an adventuris-
tic blunder, "Lenin, after the experience of the reconnoiter," says
Trotsky, "withdrew the slogan of the immediate overthrow of the
provisional government, But he did not withdraw it for any set period
of time -~ for so many weeks or months -« but strictly in dependence
upon how quickly the revolt of the masses against the conciliation-
ists would grow, The oppositionists, on the contrary, considered
the slogan itself a blunder, (They favored critical support of the
provisional government - S,R.,) In the temporary retreat of lLenin
there was not even a hint of a change in the political line, He did
not proceed from the fact thdat the democratic . revolution was not
completed, He based himself exclusively on the idea that the masses
were not at the moment capable of overthrowing the Provisional Govern-
ment and that, therefore,everything possible had to be done to enable
the wor%ing class to overthrow the Provisional Government on the
morrow, ’ ) :

Lenin's "flexibility" in tactics has nothing in common with the
"flexible attitude" of the POR toward the MNR government. Lenin was
not at all flexible but yery rpigid in his gttitude toward the Pro=-
visional Government, All of Lenin's flexible tactics were part of
one unchanging line: overthrow of the Provisional Government.,

Lenin reposed no confidence at all in the Provisional Governe
ment, nor in the parties that composed it; his confidence was gg&izglx
reserved to the Bolshevik party, This statement is a truism, almost
a tautology. The magazine, however, feels constrained to protest
that the POR "avolded (!!) any expregsion of confidence in this
government," What 1s this but the pur r language of diplo-
macy? And like all diplomatié¢ language, this passage is more useful
in hiding than in clarifying the thought behind it, ’

What does this sentence mean? That the POR never said: "We
have confidence in the government"? But there are many ways to
express the-gggg%gg of confidence, above all in action, while "avoid-
ing" the form, First of all, in the April 9, 1952, revolution the
POR, rather than striving for power for itself, for the working class,
proposed that the INR take power; that 1s, the POR proposed to
maintain' the bourgeoisie in power, -

If confidence is not placed in the working class and its party,
that they can take and exercise powery it is thereby given, like 1t
or noty to the bourgeois government, Lenin understood this, When,
in answer to his demand that the bourgeois government be overthrown,
the Mensheviks asked the, to them, rhetorical question -- Who among
us will form a government and rule the nation? -- Lenin shouted ouft --
- "We willi" And he was answered by derisive laughter, for the Bolshe=-
viks were but a small minority in the Soviet and in the country,

The magazine article itself exposes the glaring contrast between
the attitude of the POR and that of lenin, ’

"The direction of the Bolivian revolution up to now confirms
step by step the general line of this type of clagsic development of
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the proletarian revolution in our epoch, It bears more resemblance
to the course of the Russian revolution, although in miniature, than
it does to the Chinese revolution, for example, It began by 1lifting
the radical party of the petty bourgeoisie to power (as was the case
with the Russian revolution in a particular stage before October)
with the support of the revolutionary masses., . .and of the still

weak revolutio; t roletariat,. R." _

This is pot "avolding any expression of confidence in the MNR
government!" Furthermore, it is arrantly false to imply that the
Bolsheviks gave any support to any "radical party of the petty bour-
geoisie" which ruled Russia "in a particular stage before October,."

3, Whitewaghing the Iabor Lieutenants

‘Could the working class have taken power in April, 1952? The
above-quoted paragraph implied that a proletarian revolution was not
possible,. But this 1s a hopelessl ormalistic view of the matter.
The working class was armed and had defeated the army and the police.
Nothing prevented it from taking power except its own illusions and
its own capitulationist leadership. Exactly ag in Rugsia! The
power of the working class is shown by the fact that it was able to
force the MNR to admit two of its leaders into the government,

Nothing at all 1is said about this in the magazine article, The
author speaks of a futyre differentiation within the MNR, of a fyture
revolutionary wing emerging from the MNR, but he says nothing at all
of the fact that this differentiation is already over a year olds;
that what the masses supported in April, 1952, was not the MNR but its
proletarian (class-collaborationistg left wing. What were, and are,
the relations between the POR and this already-existing left wing?
This question is not even discussed. ; The article "avoids" mentioning
the "expression of confidence” which the POR extended to the class-
collaborationist labor leaders (and to the government) when it sup-

their T e And to this day the POR ha
not raised the demand that the labor leaders break with the bourgeois
government and take power, ) ‘ '

M@M&m&w&m 1s not even mentioned!
The struggle of the POR for power 1s concretely embodied in its

struggle with the MNR left wing for leadership of the workers and
peasants, Before the Marxists can take power they must défeat the
Compromisers ideologically and politically., This is an integral and
unavoidable part of the class struggle; the Compromisers embody the
influence of the enemy class within the working class.

How did the Bolsheviks defeat the Russian Compromigers? The .
Mensheviks and Social-Revolutionaries also had the support of a major-
ity of the workers and peasants, They also entered the bourgeois
government, The Bolsheviks mercilessly attacked the Compromisers for
their class treachery. They intransigeantly opposed the collaboration
of the Mensheviks and S-Rs in the bourgeois government, When the
Bolsheviks were in a small minority they insistently demanded that the
Mensheviks and S-Rs break with the bourgeois politicans and take
powery and not some time in the future, but now, immediately. Even

if the Mensheviks and S-Rs had taken power in the spring of 1917,

that would not have won them the confidepce of the Bolsheviks, nor
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a governméntal coalition with them; the Bolsheviks promised only to
overthrow them peacefully, lnsofar as that should be possible. |

How is the POR going to expose and defeat the Bolivian comprom-
isers? Far from attacking their class treachery, the POR demanded
their inclusion in the MNR government, Far from calling on them to
break with the MNR and take power (establish a "workers ard peasants
-government") the POR relegates the workers and peasants government
to "the final aim of the struggle." The POR speaks of the "collabora-
tion of a revolutionary wing emerging from the MNR in a future
workers and peasants government," It has thus solved the problem -
verbally, If the future left wing is revolutionary, all we have to
do is merge with it and form a bigger revolutionary party. But to
grapple with the present reformist left wing? This the POR fails to
do.

The assumption that an MNR government was inevitable is an
attempt to whitewash the false and treacherous leaders of the working
clags by blaming their class treachery on the "backwardness" of the
masseSe . -

4, Critical Support and Class Collaboration

The question of critical support has become a difficult thing
to discuss in our party; its meaning has become obscured since the
International decided to give critical support to the Mao government
in China and to the INR' government in Bolivia, Is critical support
political support? 1Is critical support material defense against
armed counter-revolution? Is critical support of a government merely
support of its progressive measures? All these definitions are in-
cluded in one brief and very confused passage in the magazine article,

In the Spanish civil war the Trotskyists were quite clear about
the distinction between material aid and critical support. We gave
material aid to the bourgeols -Loyalist government; but we gave it no
hint of eritical support. Shachtman was sharply rebuked by Trotsky
for proposing it, Our attitude toward the working class parties,
including the POUM, the most left of them all, was the same: we
refused to give them eritical support,

Lenin likewise drew a sharp line between defense and support.
At the time of Kornilov's attempt to overthrow Kerensky he wrote:
"We ought not even now suyport the Kerensky government, This is un-
principled. You may ask 'Ought we not to fight against Kornilov?'
Yes, of course, But these are two entirely different things, A
boundary line divides them which some Bolsheviks transgress and fall
.into conciliationism, allowing themselves to be carried away by the
flood-tide of events." Lenin's defense of Kerensky was an integral
rart of his struggle to overthrow Kerensky,

In the conception of the POR, as exemplified by the magazine
article under discussion, the word "defense" as applied to the bour=-
geols government is nowhere to be seen, The word "support" is applied
indiscriminately to mean both political support and material defense.,
Besides being an impcverishment of our theoretical heritage, this
confusion gives aid and comfort to all the compromisers.,
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"The POR limits its support and sharpens its griticism insofar
as the government proves itself incapable of fulfilling the national-
democratic program of the revolution, insofar as 1t hesitates, capitu-
lates, indirectly plays the game of imperialism and reaction,
prepares to betray and for this reason tries to harry and deride the
revolutionists."

What is this but political support -- that is, support of the
policy of the MNR government, ingofar as it does carry out the
national-democratic program of the revolution? How reminiscent of
the "insofar as" of Stalin and Kamenev, who, before lLenin's arrival
in Petrograd, proclaimed their readiness to support the Provisional
Government "insofar ag it fortifies the conquests of the revolution."

Yhat is wrong with both examples of "insofar as"? Just this --
to correlate "support" and "eriticism" means that our support is
political; how can you correlate physical defense with political
criticism? .

Ify however, the POR means that we "1limit" our material defense
of the treacherous ally depending on their political policy or their
attitude toward us, then this could only result in sectarian isola-
tion and passivity at the very moment when material defense 1s
necessary, This is another instance of the well«known fact that
opportunism and sectarianism are carried in the same theoretical
shell, Let us remember that Kornilov's attempt on Kerensky came in
August, precisely during Kerensky's repression of the Bolsheviksj
Trotsky was in prison, lLenin in hiding. Xerensky had certainly
"proved himself incapable of fulfilling the national democratic pro-
gram of the revolution'"; he was certainly "harrying and deriding the
revolutionists," Furthermore, Kerensky was actually plotting with
Kornilov to destroy the Soviets, Wasn't this the ideal time for
Lenin to "limit his support"? Yet if he had taken such "revenge" on
Kerensky the revolution would have suffered a smashing defeat,

Before the recent plenum of our National Committee, the lLos
Angeles lLocal held a discussion in which the question of critical
support of the Mao~-Tze-Tung government figured prominently, "Critical
support," said Myra Tanner, "is not political support," "Critical
support," sald Murry VWeiss, also a supporter of the IEC pecsition, is
political support," And he castigated the Vern tendency as hopeless
sectarians because they oppose giving critical support to a working
class party which has led a revolution, Together with Comrade Vern
I have written a reply to this position, which has been submitted but
not as yet published in the Internal Bulletin ("Open Letter to the
National Committee").

But the argument of Murry Weiss does not apply to Bolivia; and
this was pointed out several times in the course of the discussion.,
When we asked "What about Bolivia?" our only answer was an embarrassed
silence, And this silence has been maintained by Murry Weilss and all
the comrades supporting the position of the IEC all through the
discussion and to this very day!

The question whether critical'support is political support could
only arise because the traditional Trotskyist position on eritical
support has been overthrown. The question could not arise in the
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past because Trotskyists have never before given critical support to
a party or a government., We have never hesitated, however, to give
critical support to all progressive actions of any party, any governe
ment, Giving critical support to President Truman's suggestion for an
increase in the minimum wage, for exampley did not imply critical
support to the Democratic party, and did not raise the question
whether or not we were giving political support to the government,

We give critical support to specific concrete actions, just as
we make united fronts not on a general political program but on
specific concrete actions, Any other course, either in regard to the
united front or to critical support, leads and must lead to destroy=-
ing the independence of the revolutionary partye.

9s Does the Third Camp Rule Bolivia?

‘Is the Bolivian government a bourgeois government? Does it
serve one of the two major contending classes of modern society? On
this question too the POR has abandoned the traditional and principled
position of Marxism, And in making this "exception" it finds :
support in the other "exceptions" found by the International in the
"intermediate status" of Eastern Europe in 1945-48 and in the "workers
and peasants government" the IEC sees in China,

"The MNR," says the POR,y "is a mass party, the majority of its
leadership petty-~bourgeois but fringed with a few conscious represen-
tatives of the nascent industrial bourgeoisie, one of whom, for
example, 1s very probably Paz Estenssoro himself," And the govern-
ment is, naturally, characterized as a "petty-bourgeois" government
"fringed with conscious agents of the native feudal-capitalists and
of imperialism." The agents of imperialism and of the capitalist

re on the f es of the party and of the government! Such a
ludicrous assertion is possible only in an atmosphere poisoned with
neo-reformism, The bourgeois politicians are on the fringes of the
MNR in exactly the same sense in which Henry Ford is on the fringe

of the Ford Motor Co.

How do the leaders of the POR account for the fact that these
agents of the bourgeoisie and of imperialism control the government,
including in their ranks that prominent inhabitant of the "fringe,"
the president of Bolivia? Every successful and unsuccessful revolue-
tion since 1917 teaches us that the petty-bourgeoisie (and this
applies doubly to the urban petty bourgeoisie) cannot have a party
of its own; cannot establish its own government, This is the corner-
stone of the Permanent Revolution,

Contrast the superficial approach of the POR with that of Trotsky:

"The revolution," he says in "Lessons of October," "caused
political shifts to take place in two directions; the reactionaries
became Cadets and the Cadets became Republicans against their own
wishes -- a purely formal shift to the left; the Social Revolution-
aries and Mensheviks became the ruling bourgeois party -- a shift to
the right., These are the means whereby bourgeois soclety seeks to
create for itself a new backbone for state power, stability and
order." We should not forget that the counterpart of the Mensheviks
and SRs 1s not the MNR, but its lator left wing. Trotsky does not
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fail to characterize those Bolsheviks who favored critical support
to the government: 'But at the same time, while the HMensheviks were
passing from a formal socialist position to a vulgar democratic one,
the right wing of the Bolsheviks was shifting to a formal socialist
position, i.e., the Menshevik position of yesterday.

6, _The MNR Is our Deadly Enemy!

° Why 1is it so important to understand that the MNR government is
a bourgeols (and not a petty-bourgeois) government? Because the
Trotskyists must be absolutely clear that the government is their
deadly enemy, And the Trotskylsts must be the deadly enemy of the
MNR and its government,

This 1s not the conception of the POR, "In a more advanced
stage of the revolution," says the magazine article, "it (the Paz
Estenssoro government) will fall under the drive of the right seeking
to impose a military dictatorship, or of the left to establish the
genuine workers and peasants government, the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat allied to the peasant poor and the urban petty-bourgeoisie."

What will the MNR do? Will it wait to be overthrown?

No, The MNR will tie the hands of the working class, entangle
it in bourgeois legalism and red tape,y using its labor lieutenants
for this purpose. It will persecute the revolutionary militants,
disarm the workers politically (again, using its labor lieutenants)
then physically, '

And the forces of "the right, seeking to impose a military dic-
tatorship," who are they? With what will they impose this military
dictatorship? Aren't they the officers, the general staff, of pre-
cisely this "petty-bourgeois" government? Don't the petty-bourgeois
democrats always, like Kerensky, like Azana, like Paz Estenssoro,
build ug and conspire with their own generals? Kornilov was Keren-
sky's chief of staff, Franco was Azana's military ruler of North
Africa, And let us not forget that most left of all democratsythe dar-
ling of the Stalinized Comintern, Chlang Kai-shek, who was his own
Kornilov, That the future would-be military dictator of Bolivia is
at present preparing himself and his forces under the protection of
Paz Estenssoro is indicated by the recent attempt at a coup d'etat
by army and police officers, :

The MNR government is the deadly enemy of the working class. Its
overthrow is an urgent necessity,

Zo . Conscious Planning or Fatalistic Optimism?

One of the most striking features of the POR line 1s its fata-
listic optimism, One example: 1ts attitude toward the impoverished
petty bourgeoisie. "The urban petty bourgeoisie," says the magazine
article, "is divided between a very poor majority, highly radicalized
because of its unstable conditions and always availlable (my emphasis
-- S.R.) as an ally of the revolutionary proletariat, . ."

But the impoverished petty bourgeoisie is not always available
as an ally of the revolutionary proletariat, One of the major lessons
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of the Russian October, and of the aborted German revolution of 1923,
and of the rise of Hitler, 1s exactly this: The radicalized petty
bourgeoisie, and the working class for that matter, cannot be regarded
as so much bullion, always available to the Party once they have been
convinced of the necessity for a revolutionary change, They have
turned first to the social reformists, Disappointed in the reforn-
ists, they turn to the revolutionary Marxists, But they support the
Marxists critically, suspiciously, If the Marxists prove timorous,
hesitate in carrying out their allotted task of overthrowing the
bourgeois gowernment, the support of the masses will quickly melt
away. The radicalized petty bourgeoisle then become easy prey for a
fascist demagogue; the petty bourgeoisie is then "available" not for
revolution but for counter-revolution. ‘

That is why the insurrection is so very necessary a part of the
revolution, That 1s why the moment of insurrection is the decisive
moment in the life of the revolutionary party. That is why Lenin was
so insistent that the Bolshevik Central Committee treat insurrection
as an art, ‘

"The persistent, tireless, and incessant pressure which Lenin
exerted on the Central Committee throughout September and October
arose from his constant fear lest we allow the propitious moment to
slip away." This 1s Trotsky speaking, in "Lessons of October." "What
does 1t mean to lose the propitious moment? . . .the relation of
forces undergoes change depending upon the mood of the proletarian
masses, depending upon the extent to which their illusions are shate
tered and their political éxperience has grown; the extent to which
the confidence of intermediate classes and groups in the state power
1s shattéredj and finally, the extent to which the latter loses con-
fidence in itself, . During revolution all these processes take place
with lightning speed, The whole tactical art consists in this: that
we seize the moment when the combination of circumstances is most
favorable to us, . .Neither the elemental disintegration of the state
power, nor the elemental influx of the impatient and exacting confi=-
dence of the masses in the Bolsheviks could endure for a protracted
period of time, The crisis had to be resolved one way or another.

It is now or never! Lenin said.,"

There is nothing of this sense of urgency in the line of the
POR, as expressed in the magazine article, "The final aim of the
struggle" is expressed as -- "the formation of a genuine workers and
peasants government, This government will not arlse mechanically but
dialectically; basing itself on the organisms of dual power created
by the mass movement itself., . ." "The workers and peasants governe
ment will appear tomorrow as the natural emanation of all these
organisms on which it will base itself,"

All the expressions used -- "formation," "arise dialectically,"
"appear" -- can describe an evolutlonary process, The decisive ques-
tion, however, is not how the workers state will appear, arise, or be
formed, but how it will t W t of t tion.
What is missing is the consummation of the revolution, the consciously
organized insurrection,

One possible reply to my criticism (if it is answered at all) may
be that I am too critical of the POR; that the leaders of the POR
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know what has to be done in a revolution; that they simply do not
want -to tell all their plans,

Unfortunately, such reasoning, alluring as it may appear, demands
an exercise of faith rivaling that of the believer in the Immaculate
Conception, For it is not the subjective intentions of the leaders
of the POR which are at issue (I admit they are only the best), but
the obJective results of their neo-reformist conceptions,

It is a very difficult thing to shift a party's line from peace
to war, from critical support to revolutionary overthrow, Even if
the POR had the line of irreconcilable opposition to the government
from the very beginning, the change from preparation to actual over-
throw would bring with it a ‘crisis of leadership, such as plagued
the Bolsheviks in October, when a section of .the Central Committee,
led by Kamenev and Zinoviev, came out in public opposition to the
insurrection,

"Each party," says Trotsky, "even the most revolutionary party,

.must inevitably produce its own organizational conservatism; for

otherwise it would be lacking in the necessary stability. . .We have
already quoted the words of Lenin to the effect that even the most
revolutionary parties, at a time when an abrupt change occurs in a
situation and when new tasks arise as a consequence, frequently
pursue the political line of yesterday, and thereby become, or
threaten to become, a brake upon revolutionary development. Both
conservatism and revolutionary initiative find their most concen-

trated expression in the leading organs of the party."

In overcoming the opposition of Zinoviev and Kamenev, Lenin had
thils advantage: the publicly-stated party line was on his side. Six
months before, in April, Lenin had rearmed the party; he had deci-
sively defeated those who wanted to give critical support to the
Provisional Government. G&ince then the party had openly agitated for
and prepared the overthrow of that government,

8 h uit

Who will have the advantage in the POR -~ the partisans of con=-
servatism, or the partisans of revolutionary initiative? The ques=-
tion 1s already answered. The POR 1is to the right of the right-wing
Bolsheviks who, as Trotsky says, adopted a formal socialist position.

The POR occupies, on all major questions, the positions occupied
by Menshevism in the Russian revolution, and by Stalinism in the
Second Chinese Revolution of 1925-27,

The PORy in its reformist conceptions, its conciliationist
attitude, and its class-collaborationist methods, bases and supports
itself upon the neo-reformist positions adopted by the International
since the Second World War, Such is the theory adopted by the Inter-
national in explaining the transformations in Zastern Europe. This
theory, which since its ‘adoption has received no defense in our '
pressy either public or internal, holds in effect that reformism
worked in Eastern Europe; that the class nature of the state was
changed without proletarian revolution, by manipulations in the top
circles; that the state for three years was in an "intermediate
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status." This revision of Marxism had its roots, like all revision-
ism since 1917, 1n the Russian Question; and inability or unwilling-
ness to see the Soviet-German war as a class war -- that isy as revo-
lution and counter-revclution,

The political line of the International in China brings its
neo-reformisim down from the realm of theory (or "terminology"), to
that of political activity, The idea of a transitional state, a
state that 1is neither a bourgeois nor a workers state, is made more
explicity through "critical support" of the Mao government the leade
ing role of Stalinism is affirmed, while the crucial necessity of

Marxist consciousness, embodied in the Trotskyist party, is thrown

overboard. Revolutionary consciousness is to be replaced by the
"pressure of the masses," .

The POR has 1ntroduced nothing new, It is applying in Bolivia
the revisionist line of the International -- moreover, with the
support and encouragement of the International.

I have no doubt that a majority of the comrades are uneasy

over the course being pursued in Boliviaj; that they do not agree

with the line of the POR, But an embarrassed silence is not enough.
Those who remain silent for the sake of a false harmony cannot
escape responsibility for the consequences of a wrong political line,



