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Errata

Page ¥ Paragraph 2, line 16, But, exactly one year before
the Russian workers destroyed Czarism, they were .5
literally praying to the Imperial Baboon as their
"Little Father."

Page 5 Paragraph 3, line 3. True, a tiny vanguard of the
most intelligent, most morally advanced workers
come to Leninism as individuals for individual study.

Page 6 Paracraph 3, line 3. Secondly, since man's existence
is proof of the effectiveness of his response {in
general) to nature, this suffices to demonstrate that
his sensory apparatus (vision, hearing, etc.) affords
him a reliable picture of his universe.

Page 10 Paragrarh 2, line 22. When such a eombination, en-
bracing the majJority of the working-class and its
allies, attains more than temporary (ad hoc) existence,
the United Front becomes the government of the
working class, a power capable of engaging in de-
cisive ‘strugeles for the history of humanity with
Johnson and comvany.

Page 18 Paracraph 1, line 4. Of course a survey of the
opinion of capritalist officials and economists is
absolutely no basis for demonstrating anything but
the state of that body of opinion respecting truths
which must be otherwise ascertgined concerning
the nature of Thé BIftGation. -

Page 24 Paragraph 3, 1ine20. It is only necessary for the
trade unions to become transformed from trade unions
as such into formations of a politically conscious
class to assure conjunctural victory once the youth
and minorities also are organized. Should the
working class of 1958.59 have risked its indispensable
capital, its organized combat formations, in order to
to undertake a struggle without the organized al-
liance of youth and minorities?

Page 31 Paragrarh 1, line 11. In the same vein, equally
+ counterrevolutionary in effect, are those parties
and movements which, 1n one way or another regard the
armed might of the U,S,S.R., centrist (Stalinist or
Social Democratic) parties, or "tail-ending" China as
the symbol of the colonial revolution--as a substitute
for the struggle for socialism at home.
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Errata

Paragraph 1, line 15. This process, a product

of conditions, of each Trotskyist movement in its
own country, was given its subjective basis for
eéXpression by the death of Stalin and Deutcher's
thesis of an evolutionary reformation of Stalinist
forces.

Paragraph 1, line 4, Just because none of these
tactical opportunities correspond exactly to any
predetermined norms of radical or revolutionary
struggles this work can not be effectively pursued
without a constant dialectical dissection of these
developments for the purpose of distinguishing
thelr contradictory content from their
appearances,



"The erisis may first break out in England, in that
country which gives most of the credit and takes the
least of it, because the balance of payment due, which
must be squared immediately, is against 1t{ even though
the general balance of payments is for it."

-- Karl Marx (1)
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B1. The Impending Social Crisis

The entire capitalist world, including the U.S., is
now rapidly approachling its fifth great social crisis since
1914. This does not arise merely from the fact that the U.S., at
the helght of its prosperity--as in 1929-.-faces a probable new
world monetary crisis. The 1impending eruption is belng created
now by the Iincreasingly desperate measures--including the War in
Viet Nam--to which the financlers' governments resort in their
efforts to prevent and solve thelr economic predicament. The
slaughter which Johnson, like Kennedy before him, now imposes
upon the people of the colonial world is a prologue and rehearsal
for the coming attacks Johnson must make upon the working-class
in the so-called "advanced" countries. ’

Since 1914 the objective conditions for the victory of
soclialism have appeared four times. Yet, that revolution has been
confined to the so-called backward countries of Russla, Eastern
Europe, China, Cuba, etec. In each of these four situations the
fallure to transform the whole world to socialism has been the
result of profound weaknesses of the organized revolutionary
movement in at least one key country, 1n a country, such as
Germany of 1919, 1923, 1932, where the defeat of the working-
class forces gave the strategic advantage to the imperialist for-
ces in all advanced countries. In Germany, 1919, the Spartakus
party was too weak, to poorly prepared to compensate for treachery
(and actual butchery) by the leadership of the Soclal Democracy.
But the post-war imperialist economic slump soon recreated re-
volutionary conditions in the weakest 1link of "Western Capitalism)
Germany; there was no doubt that but for the capitulation of
Zinoviev, Brandler, Stalin & Company, 1923 would have seen a
rolling wave of victorious socialist revolutions; but for that
incompetant leadership ¥here would have been no 1929, no Great
Depression, no Hitler, no extermination of six millionm Jews, no
World War II, no present age of thermonuclear horror, and long
since an end to hunger and oppression among two billion of the
world's present poor. In Germany, agaln, in 1931-33, the general
conditions for socialist victory existed; the stupildity and
treachery of the Social Democrats and Stalin, however, simply
handed Germany over to Hitler. A new world-wide crisgs emerged
at the end of World War II; the French and Italian nations were
waltling for the Communists to take power, an act which would
have swept all Europe with socialism and created the objective
conditions for a socialist struggle in the U.S. within that same
period. Here the Stalinized leadership of the French and Itallan
partlies, on direct orders from Stalin, handed France over to
DeGaulle and all of Western Europe to U.S. Imperialism.
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The lesson that we must all learn from that history is
this. At the time when the working-class and 1ts social allies
beglin to recover their militancy and think of socialism it is
already far too late to begln to develop a leadership and program
for soclialist victory. The moment in which it is posslble for
the working-class to gain state power in an advanced capitalist
country is, above all, brief; it may be a matter of days, before
the fascist gangs and demoralization of sections of the working-
class and lower middle classes moves the strategic advantage from
the side of the workers to that of thelr enemies. The periods
in which that moment approaches are no time for learning by pain-
ful processes of tzizl and error. (The United States is not
Cuba, 19%G!) TUnlezs a qualified leadership is developed in ad-
vance, t;c likeiihocod of socialist victory diminishes to an im-
preosablility., A qua ified 3e9”9rsh1p2 above 211, m33ns an organ-
ized vaasu’rd thet Torasecs "the socizl revol 1on in this country,
as the »auifistio pac peci’ve of our epoch,' (¢;
leaéersnmp, ahore 01”, is sn organiration “ha
for mass novenents Lo exicst hefore acknowiadagls
for tbelv versroary existence. A q;alifisd ilecder:-nip, above
ali, fovsnes Lhe nenessaryv enrrgenze of great struzgics through
. tfic sualysis of prest evenis being nolded in advance in
the economiec karisz cf nr“vfng history. Thls is exactvly the same
as to say, with Lenin, "Without a revolutionary theoOry tnere can
be no revolutlonary movement." (3)
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The emergence of a new social crisis is now fully de-
termined. If ‘he axrct dates are nct set, the generzl course
of riresent hi“*ﬂvv i Jetvermined withln an ever-narvowing range of
poscible alte o . Vinether the outconme of tha™ cerisis will
bo sﬁvraliyn elam, or, whether, in Tact, uvhere wiil be any
- on cayth at all, will be determined by the

quul_ty cx che ‘T\ “.11:91 ani orga nizat1owal o“epofa;ions of the

8 2. Leninism As_a Strategic Plen of Battle

To win a “war"annd ve dare not regard this struggle as
anything less--it ig au1Lpe..ab1e to pro:eeq strutegicanly at
all times from the roshs precise estimate of fre c Jdbur’?1,¢es, re-
sources aud self-inte?eugb o the conrenrlng forc . I: one
sense, our battle ageinst Johnson's gang of 'gook- Kk2llews " (4)

is uzefully 1ikened to & tiger mun%; we prevail noc Ly Lne mere
nobiiity of ouwr intentions nor wore PLLsonAl Lravepry than our
enemy, hbut thrcugh our most guileful Zavight 1cte the way 1n
whien the tiger ig rﬂ@ggﬁ;ed “o hehrve--Jus% heczure he is a
tiger. The moterinis of our 'milivary irtalligence" and ‘gen-
eral stafi" work ave not wha% Johascr says he will do, nor would
we galn nmuch Trom anJ-edcn cf Defen;@ and State Department
claseifizd plana and tingency" peapers. Johnsor 1z ‘“°01ute1x
.QQEDilled&_HhéteVQ: ?ﬁ ey say or Lflﬂ?;-i?.”‘e il
$ XX ~ ad rsgousces in e
: inerei3iv 21V _GeSpeTate Worid.-wite irheresig. 10 crdi-
nary military °ca”f work, it is by analogcus means trat = mili-
tary commander may know far better than his enemy exactly how
that enemy nusi act. This principle was developed to a very ad-
vanced practical form by Trotsky, architect and leader of the

Red Army: the so-called strategic perspective. (5)
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This 1s not to imply that the highest attainments of
Marxism represent a mere contribution to military science. Yet,
perversely, one of our strongest proofs of just that reservation
is Marx's own extraordinary insight, precedlng discoveries of the
best military professional’. Dby years, into the proper conduct of
the American Civil War. This achievement can not be attributed
to Marx's study of military questions as such, in which Marx .
plainly depended upon the superior particular knowledge of both
Engels and socialists in commanding positions in the Union Army.
The key point 1s that Marx saw through the limited dimension of
purely military considerations exactly at the point at which
Engels grew pessimistic respecting Union victory. (6) War is far
more than the continuation of politics by other means; it, like
the political process it immediately reflects, is governed by the
same underlying material processes which determine human history
as a whole. Marx's analysis of the North American Civil War and
his exact call for the March Through Georgia as the strategic
key to Union Victoyr emerged directly from his economic analysis
of capitalism and the way in which the interests of the capital-
ists and other classes were determined in the means of production
and distribution. He thereby understood, as the history of that
War demonstrated, that the military course must ultimately be
brought into conformity with the material (i.e. econgmic and < .:
class) realities. Trotsky's development of the strategic perspec-
tive (also Lenin's!) is a continuation and enrichment of parti-
culars of Marx's strategic conception of the North American
Civil war.

E.g., Johnson & Company will absolutely attack the fun-
damental self-interests of the British, French, Italian, German--
and U.S.--working-class because the course of present economic
developments leaves them no choice. E.g., there is only one
general form of struggle by which the working-class can defend
itself successfully in face of this inevitable attack, the forma-
tion of United Fronts on the programmatic basis of transitional
forms of "workers' control."(7) The pace of this developing
soclal crisis will absolutely not be determined by the gradual,
autochthonous development of "class consciousness' among the
workers, nor can the crisis or the course of its social forces
be ascertained by plotting the number or extent of votes for
socialist candidates, strikes, demonstrations, etc. on graph
papers. The crisis will be precipitated, regardless of the pre-
vious social and political postures of workers, exactly at the
time that the development of the economic crisis compels John-
son & Company to impose the class struggle upon the working-
class. In just this same way 1t 1is absolutely determined that
Wilson & Company must elther take the socialist road completely
or become the Noskes of the British Social Democracy.(8) The
previous political condition, militancy, organizaton, etc., are
hardly irrelevant questions; they have considerable bearing on
the preparation and capacity of the workers to resist the attacks
by Johnson's "gook-killers"--but they are absolutely irrelevant
to the timing of the conjunctural confrontation itself. Such ex-
amples are a first step toward grasping the implegations of the
strategic perspective.

The one side of our present perspective is, as we have
indicated thus far, to determine what Johnson & Company are com-
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pelled to do, how they must respond to the resistance we are
able to marshal against thelr atrocities. If we leave matters
there, however, we are at best brilliant commentators on the
course of current history--a pursult which we might conduct ably
from a climate-controlled "plexiglass"-domed observatory on Mars
or the Moon. Our strategic insight into Johnson & Company is
only the 1ndispensable context of political analysis for organ-
izing the capabilities, resources and self-interests of our side
in this war. -

"Arm the U.S. working-class with a strategic perspec-
tive for victory?" our critics Jeer: "Even if your 'plan' has any
merits, you must first find an army with the guts to fight."

It would be difficult to slander the majority of the U.S. working
class. Fight for their rights?--conditions in many unlon shops
are worse than before the CIO! "Overtime whores?"--not an exag-
geration generally. They are plucked and defrauded left and .
right by union officials conniving with bosses, politicians and
gangsters; and swindling unlion bureaucrats are not entirely
wrong in saying, "They have 1t coming to them." Worse, they are
as gullty, in the slaughter of women and children in Viet Nam,
Congo, Santo Domingo, as the Germans under Hitler for Hitler's
eremation factories. 1In fact, it seems hardly an exaggeration

to say that they would elect "Joh Bananas" to the Presidency, if
he could somehow secure the Democratic nomination; after all,
they did vote for Johnson. But, exactly one year befor the
Russian workers destroyed Czarism, they were literally praying to
Imperial Baboon as their "Little Father."

But our critics absolutely do not understand the worker

--even when they are workers themselves. Why should a U.S. work-
er today be anything but a servile apostle of capitalism, why
should he fail to congratulate his son for the medal won in
bayonetting and napalming the "gooks?¥ After all, his employment
his standard of living, his pension, all depend upon the goodwill
of his employer. Idiots who imagine themselves socialists say
that 1t is only necessary for the workers to seize the factories,
set up thelr own government, and all will be well; but the Amer-
lcan worker, through all his "studpidity," knows far better. The
American worker knows that he, as an individual, or even as a
member of a factory committee, is absolutely incapable of running
the factories, solving the problems of what to produce and how to
distribute it. Tell him otherwise and he will tell you, rightly,
"Youbte nuts!" Therefore, however courageously he may fight the
Ross, the cops, the state leglslatures, the national guards, or
gook-killers" called back to deal with the national emergency
at the gates of U.S. Steel, his fight 1s limited to a struggle
for a better deal withln the capitalist system. However strongly
he hates bosses in general, or a particular corporate flunkey,
he still, at bottom, regards the system of capitalist bosses as
a necessary, unavoidable evil.

The first practical principle of the strategic perspec-
tive 1s to rid oneself of all foolish notions about the "nobility"
of the workers, or the claptrap that it i1s merely necessary for
the workers to seize the factories and elect their own government
to set the world to rights. Unless we begin with the facts of th
the prefound maral corruption of the workers, their profound
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incompetence in management, we shall never discover a solution
t% these key obstacles to socialist victory. The first, and
always the most fundamental task and obJjective ol the strateglc
perspective Is To change the human nature ol the worklIng-class
¥S & whole entirely.

it is no accident that the name of Karl Marx is today
identified with Socialism (or Communism) to the exclusion of all
his contemporaries who aspired to that esteem. It 1s not ac-
cidental that Socialism should come into being mainly through
the intellectual leadership and programs of the 'Karl Marx
who dedicated so much of his life to the study of the capital-
ist economy. For, to overcome the workerts servility, his
immorality, it 1s necessary to begin by over-coming hils
ignorance of the secrets of capitalist production. Marxism
distingulishes itself from all other substitutes for soclalism
by "Opening the Books" of capitalist society. Its "succ ss"
depends-ultimately on the fact that only Marxism qualifies the
working-class to overcome its incompetence; thus, only
Marxism frees the working-class Irom 1ts otherwise inescapable
dependence upon capitalist management of the means of pro-
duction. Other substitutes falled not because their authors
loved the workers less, but because substlitutes for socialism
did not give the working-class the power to feed and clothe
itself. Only when the workers are qualified to replace the
capltalist butchers of Viet Nam can the{ 5ree themselves from
degrading servility to those butchers. 9

. In Leninist practice, this does not mean organizing
a school in economics and production management in any ordinary
morally advanced workers come to Leninlsm as individuals for
individual study. But the class as a whole has an entirely
differeat sort of schooling in store for 1t, the school of
transitional struggles, the United Frong.

8 The ABCs of Marxism

Once grasped, the principles of Marxism are absolutely
elementary; but only a ting minorlty of those even in the so-
called radical movement have speakling acquaintance with the
ABCs of this subject. To be exact, one of the greatest im-
mediate obstacles to the progress of the socialist movement
is the extent to which the tradition of the uriversity "survey
course,"”" e.g. glibness in reciting empty half-truths, meaning-
less Jargon; irmdevant trulsms, etc., passes for competence
in radical circles. For this reason it is impossible to say
anything of importance about socilalist ideas or tasks without
first listing the most essentlal features of Marxist principles
and methods.

First, Marxism is a science which depends, unlike all
other sciences, on a single premise: Man¥s acitive existence.
Where other sciences ¥ry to establish™a rational picture of
our universe in terms of objects (such as elementary physical
particles) outside man, Marx stipulates that the only premise
for all human knowledge is the exlstence of man himself. This
is not to say that objects outside of our skins are not real;
they are real Ju?t because they exist for us as objects of our
human ectivity. (10)
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The most immediate fact concerning the existence of man
is his reproduction of new members of his species. Thls occurs
as man expends his energy on "nature" to produce the means of
existence for himself and his family. In this way man (as a
given population) represents at any time a certain accumulation
of comsumption of the material means of existence;
as such, hg¢ is shown to produce a greater materlial means of
exlstence than he (that population% embodies, thus providing
the basis for an increase in the population.

But as man exploits the material conditlions for produc-
tion about himself, he uses up those conditions, and, as his
population increases, he exhausts the existing extent of the
material conditions previously suited to his successful re-
production, At this point man distingulshes himself entirely
from all other animals by deliberately changing both the material
conditions of production an d his methods of production.

This rudimentary fact of human existence suffices to
prove several interrelated polnts which are absolutely de-
cisive for any scientific work. First, man's successful ex-
istence suffices to prove that his organization, his physical
apparatus, 1is appropriate to the material universe in which he
exlsts., Secondly, since pan%*s existence is pmf the effective-
ness of his response (in general) to nature, this suffices to
demonstrate that his sensory apparatus (vision, hearing, ete.)
affords him a reliable picture of his universe. Since, thirdly,
his dellberate changes in the materlal conditions of production
and methods of production have made posslble a population which
could not exist on earth under primitive conditions, man-'s
consciousness 1s necessarlly appropiate , in the final analysis,
to the material universe as 1t actually exists.

But man dees not reproduce himself individually. He
1s born into a society which already has an established mode of
production, and his personality must therefore evolve in a
way peculiarly appropriate to that mode of production. Thus,
in every sense, individual man 1is entirely a social product,
in his material exIsternce and in thé ideas wWhich his Soclety
gives to him and otherwise causes to emerge ‘within him,

On this premise we are already able to grasp the
meaning of dlalectical materialism without resorting to any
Hegalian exotTI¢ word-algebra. The immediate implication of
dlalectical materialism is, proceeding from the points listed
above, that as man successfully reproduces himself, he alters
the material conditions of his own reproduction and is thus
compelled to alter in a fundamental way the organization of his
soclety for the production of its material means of existence,.(1ll)

As Lenlnists, with a particular task in view, our im-
mediate interest in these ABCs of Marxism 1s focussed on modern
capitalism, as it emerged from European feudalism and as it
converges upon the limits of its mseful existence.



Three general conditions produced modern capitalism,
First, productive teehnology under feudalism had attained
the general level at which a large fraction of the population
was sufficlent to produce the material means of existence of
the whole populaticn.- This would have meant a surplus of serfs
to be employed by thelr nobles in expanding European feudalism
beyond 1ts existing boundaries. However, for many reasons, the
rate at which feudalism could expand in this way was much lower
than that necessary to emplyy the surplus serf's reproduced, Thus,
a significant surplus population emerged, the second conditlon,
Thirdly, the germs cf capitalism already existed,

By simplifying the production of commodities, the prim-
1tive manufacturing system, the capitalist was able to employ
unskilled surplus serfs in production for sale, bo create new
luxury commodities to sell to, fo» example, the aristocmacy.
Since there was a surplus of serfs, the capitalist did not depend
upon the children of workers'! families for new labor. Therefore,
he could pay his manufacturing labor a wage belew that required
for the sustinence of healthy workers! familieg, Furthermore,
the lower his wages, the greater his profit, and the more rapidly
he colild accumulate capital for materials and eguipment with
which to emplcy more workers and reproduce more profits. At the
same time, by increasing the mass of available ecommoditiles, the
capitalist increased the appetite of the arlstoeracy, for example,
for the consumption of commodities. In this way the aristocracy
was impell@d to efcct more wealth from its serfs. It resorted
both to "speed-up" and to use of its arncient powers to create
laws for draining still more of the peasant'!s wealth. All of
this wealth inevitable flowed into the eoffers of the new
capitalists, who thereby gained the means for employlng more
ex-serfs, as wage labor., It would be correct to say that the
capitalists used the appetlites of the aristocragy to bring about
their economic ruin. When the aristocracy finally marshalled
itself to flght back agalnst thils encroachment, it found cap-
italist, worker and serf alike all turned against it. Thus.

rith much more zigelng and zagg'ing; backing and moving forward ,
1deway§, ete, than we have by any means impWied, a previous mode

of 3%8 sticcessful reproduction of itself c*eated the conditions
for its own stpePfcession,

The question, of course, is: What 1s the corresponding
Qigigétic of the decline and supercession of capitalism?

Tt is already established (above. that capitalism pro-
Sreséed in its rise by using accumulated unpaid labor for the
employment of an ircreasing labor-for:e, an increase at least
Bighificantly maintained at the expense of the peasantry, The
1iné to 5-7% of the labor force in the U.S. required to feed

e entire population is the most striizirg demonstration of that
groce&s. It 1s implicit that &s the avallable gource of new
abor diminishes, by depopulation of tha countryside, that dras-
tic changes must occur in the structure of capitalism.

What we have briefly described 1t the way in which
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capitalism reproduces itself. It is also the capitalist mode
of human reproduction. It represents, in respect to previous
feudalism, an increase in man's power over nature, the ability

to reproduce the human population at a greater rate to dimensions
way beyond feudalism.

But it 18 not quite so simple, Apart from the peasan-
try, which we have already considered in brief, capitalism is
composed of two main classes, the capitalists and workers,
who reproduce themselves in absolutely different ways, a distin-
ction which, in "thé animal kRingdom, would suffice to distingulsh
entirely distinct species. The identity of a capitalist in
capitalist society Is  represented by a magnitude of capital.
For a capitalist to reproduce himself, for example, to produce
an additional species-member like himself, he gust reproduce
an at least equal mass of capital. Thus, the fertility (the
effective rate of increase of the population of capitalists)
of the financier-class is exactly expressed by the rate of re-
production of capital, i.e. the rate of profit. It 1s proper
to say that the rate of profit is to the capitalist class what
the defense of 1ts litter is to any other animal species. The
reproductive needs of the working-class are, however, limited to
the fertility of the working-class famlily. Thus, as the cap-
italist begins to exhaust the surplus farm labor supply of new
worxers in hls natlional economy, the material basis for his
previous rate of profit diminishes Worke for him, the very
need to depend upon the fertility of workers'® familles for new
workers and the accompanying rise in technology, requiring more
skilled workers, compels him to further diminish his rate of
profit by higher wages! --not with much zest for this change, but
materlal reality enforces itself, however bloodily at times.

Thus, as capitalism diminishes the farm-population to
a small proportion of the population as a whole, the material
conditions for the reproduction of cppitalists begin to dis-
sappear exactly at the point where tThe development of tech-
nology favors the reproduction of the working-class in a qual-
itatively improved way. Implicit, at this point, is the fact
that if the working-class can assume the magagement of the
economy, it no longer has any real use for the burden of the
capltalist class. Yet, at Just this point, the capitalist class
i1s impelled to the frenzy of a species consciously facing its
imminent extinction.

Capitalism did not collapse, however, when the boundarles
of natlonal capitalist development were reached. It found a
new sUpply of cheap labor to continue the capitalist process in
the colonial world: imperialism, the fundamental change in the
form of capitalism which began to appear in the last half of
the nineteenth century.

Imperialism could not, however, offer a long-term sol-
ution for capitalism. Since the colonial countries are so poor
in thelr development and since the profit-hunger of investors
from advanced capitalist countries is sc large, imperialism,
in effect, contracted the very markets it was raping. The
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superprofits stripped from the colonial world by lmperialism
represented the national capital of these regions which would
have had to have been left in those regions if their lnternal
markets were to be developed for further capitalist expansion.,
Thus, between 1905-1914. 1t became apparent that the billions
of cheap labor in the Southern Hemisphere were not sufficlent
to meet the needs of a handful of capltalists in Western Europe
and the United States: World War I. Exactly because that war,
like World War II, was simply competition ("free enterpiise")
in its most advanced form--i.e. save the firm's proffits by
ruining the competition, its outcome could only be the ruin of
capltalist states as capitallist states. This ruin of some
capltalist states (i.e. underdeveloped Russia, defeated
Germany, etc.) coincided with a period of crisis even among the
victors, bringing into being the first general period of social
c¢risis under Imperialism. '

The situation today 1s a more advanced and complex
version of that encountered in 1914.1921, .

-

But we have not yet resolved in these ABCs the‘ﬁey to
the ignorance of the worker. This omission 1s merely a matter
of organizagion of this material, for the key to this
question is found in one of the earliest theoretical occupations
of Marx: alienation.

Allenation, stripped (as we did with dialectics) of ex=
otic word-juggling, 1s simply this. It is the "essence" of
human nature that man reproduces himself by his labor. In the
first instance, as we have noted, he represents accumulated
consumption of the material means of existence (in rudimentary
terms). In reproducing himself, he necessarily must produce more
material means of existence than Be embodies. Our portrayal is
more complete 1f we extend this same principle to incldde the
ideas and other essential apparatus of human reproduction through
labor. It is the integrity, the connectedness of this process
of reproduction that embodles a man's identity. However,
under capitalism, the worker is robbed o his human nature, his
integrity, his 1ldentity. He is not free to reproduce himself.
On Ege one hand, he can not actually produce the means of his
own exlstence except by the consent of the capltalist as em-
ployer; secondly, he cannot obtain the very means of existence
he produces except from the capitalist. He is not free to act
as a man, l.e, reproduce himself by his own labor; between the
two sides of his human nature stands an alien species, the
capitalist, who tells him whether or not he 1s permitted to be
a human being. I% is the brutal irony of thlis miserable con-
dition that Just because the worker is compelled to see this
allen being, the capltallst, as the necessary link hetwean
his labor and his means of existence, the worker surrenders his
humanity to an allen being.

In a more primitive state of society, it would seam
sufficient to solve this particular alienation by giving a man
a plece of land. But such a general solution is impossible.
If mankind were to seek to return to such a primltive state of

affairs he would compel the majority of the human population to
extinction so that a small minority might live "freely" in a
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primitive way. The material means of existence of modern

life represent the preduct of many kinds of labors. It is there-

fore impossible for man individually to liberate himself from

alienation. He must accomplish this socially. Marx underlines:
Y. eeindividuals must aggrOpriate the exIsting togality of the

productive forces.”

This is the "secret¥ of the United Front and the transi-
tional program.(l3) Where ignorant socialists propose that
Tactory committees shall seize the plants, Trotsky warns that
the struggle for socialism must proceed from demands for the
material necessitiés of life. For example, struggles in the
construction workers' industries cannot themselves have a so-
clalist character, since the construction workers, in taking
over their industry could not conceivably solve the fundamental
problems of its existence, However, if slum-tenants, unemployed,
construction workers, workers in construction materials indus-
tries unite on a common program of housing, schools, etc., pro-
ceeding from consumption, they have brok’'n the back of alienation
in principle, uniting their respective immediate - :
material interests as labor with their material interests as
consumers of the products of labor. Struggles of the working-
class and its allies which thus bridge the division of labor of
the working-class respecting programs of consumption or other
material and soclal conditions of life exactly embody the key to
the fundamental change required in the competence, marality
and combat capabllities of the working-class and its allies.
Such a political combination 8or common conditions of life,
material, soclal, political, is a United Front. When such a
combination, embracing the majority of the working-class, a pow-
er capable of engagling in decilsive struggles for the history ef
humanity with Johnson & Company. That exemplifies the connec-
tion of the ABCs of Marxism with the strategic perspective,

Of course, it is easy to explain the United Front and
transitional forms of struggle in such or wther worlls. Yet to
have described them accurately i1s not to communicate thelr mean-
ing. Since, under the present state of things, we have assecia-
tions of Ydifferent groups? and individuals in clubs, assoc-
iations, group demonstrations, etec., even trade unions, the
first time the reader learns of this United Front he naturaly
adds it to the bottom of the list of the existing kinds of
assoclation he already knows. And, Just because he has a useful
working-knowledge of trade unions, the Elks, the PTA, Boy Scouts,
etc., he decelves himself that hls insight into such organiza-
tions 1s more or less sulficient for the new organization refer-
red to his attention, the United Front. It is easy to describe
the United Front accurately, but it is very, very,difficult to
overcome the preJjudices which prevent the reader from under-
standing plain words on thils sub ject.

It is useful to Beg the reader to compare his own
situation with that of a group of uneducated fishermen
encountering a porpoise for the first time, The porpoise lives
in the sea, has the gross morpholog of a fish, and will be
regarded by fishermen as another fish until something forces
them to correct their ignorant first lmpressions. Otherwise, a
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bat resembles crudely some Cretaceous winged reptiles, some
mothes look like hummingnirds--the animal kingdom 1s filled with
instances of remarkable similarities in morphology and mode of
exlstence among specles which are absolutely different. ZEven
today*s survey courses in evolutionary ecology present the
paradoxical parallellisms in form between marsuplals and pda-
cental mammals.

These similarities in gross morphology among distinctly
different species, among members of absolutely distinct orders
of life, are not the product of naturel!s caprices--for nature,
however rich in its variety, is not capricious. A certain kind
of carnivorous existence is appropriate to certain forms of limb,
torso, fang, sensory apparatus, reproductive mode, cub-rearing;
as a maraubplal or mammal differentiates itself from other
marsuplals or mammals to become a species with thls mode :of
exlstence, 1ts evelution must tend to converge on such par-
alellisms in form--Just as any living creatmre which takes to
a winged existence, reptile, bird or mammal, can only attain
this by certaln adaptations appropriate to the laws of gravity
and aercdynarics. For example, the famous case of the coele-
cansh filrst caught off the coast of Madagascar in 1939, which,
at first gliupse seems to be merely a strange variation of
ordinary fish--to the fisherman; to the paleontologlst that
fish®*s exlstence today is almost as explosive a discovery as
a Tyrarnosaurus Rex strolling along New York!s Fifth Avenue.
The coelecanth, which looks grossly like any other ocean fish,
was last seen (bevore 1239) IW abundance 350 million years ago;
as a fresh-water ancestor of land-dwellling vertebrates. Coele-
canth looks like a fish, but on closer scrutiny and dissection
we-find, in place o§ ordinary fins, a rudimentary forearm (so-
to-speak) and hand {or foot) forming a fleshy part of each
Important fin., Sometime in the past 350 million years coele-
canth left fresh-water existence to slightly change his form and
behavior as a deep-water ocean creature, Just as the cetaceans,
in taking to the- sea from thelr ancestral state as land mammals
evolved the fish-llke morphology and forms of motion appropriaé
to that new mode of existence.

This 1s to emphasize that the United Front, Just be-
cause 1t comes into existence in capiltalist society, has morph-
ological features which make 1t appear to be, to the careless
observer. jus® another of the forms of socal existence of
capitalist soclety, like the Moose, trade unions, churches,
PTAs. 1In thls respect capltalilst socie®y can be likened to the
8ea, a3 g partlicuular domain of existence which imposes certain
general morphologies and behaviorisms among the orguaisms which
subslst there. However, if the United Front resembles a trade
gnion or"PTA 1t is as different ia fundamentals, i.e, as a

specles” of organization, as the porpoise differs from a fish.

The United Front forms a distinct "species" of prganism
wlthin capitalist society in this way. Other organizations,
like the PTA, Knights of Columbus, or trade unions, are constitu -
ted on the basis of very narrow practical interests in common’
in fact, they are the normal products and means of perpetuation




of capitalist, alienated existence. They in no way change the
fundamental relationship of their members to capitalist society
they are only institutions of capltalist society, like the
church or Washington lobby, through which sectlons of that
soclety institutionalize, i.e. strengthen, reenforce, deepen,
the alienated form of capitalist exlistence. The United Front
exlsts on the basis of the workers! direct relationship to
themselves; the existence of the United Front is a qualitative
change, however momentary, in all social relations: with its
emergence, for the flrst time, the working-class has dlrectly
linked its fulfilment of 1ts material (and superstructural)
means of exlstence with its own power to produce. If the United
Front has more than a momentary existence capitalism must immed
lately cease to exist. The United Front, as a speciles of social
"organtsm;" embodies a qualitative change in the relationship

of man-to-man and of each man to himself.

We have already sald that the worker or even the fac-
tory committee are utterly incompetent to master the problems of
production and distribution. This incompetence obviously does
not arise from a deficiency in the workerd brain-tissue, since
any lntelligent worker can be trained bo become as expert a cor-
porate president as any of the skilled flunkeys now working for
Wall Street in this capapity. His incompetence arises from
his intrinsic limitations as an individual (i.e. alienated)
worker, Jjust as the lncompetence of the factpry combittee arises
from the fact that it can not, organically, see beyond the par-
ticular products of its plant, can see its existence only in
terms of wages.

What well-meaning pseudo-socialists (as those who would
confine their strategy to "electrifying the masses," "guerilla
warfare,” etc.) entirely fail to grasp is a fact which is always
foremost in the attention of every tolerably competent corporate
officer: that plans of production must proceed from "marketing
forecasts," otherwise the best schemes of productive efficlency
can not be brought Into line with the delivery of commoditiles
to the market place in the right quantity at the time they are
needed. Modern capltalists have been compelled to create a
special tharketing" department, to organize vast marketing data
collection facilities through trade associations, State and Fed-
eral Government agencies, etec. because of the falling-rate-of--
profit, on the one hand, which makes 1t difficult to recoup cap-~
ital expended in surplus production of unsalable products, be-
cause of the enormousegrowth in the quantity of 1nvestment per
productive worker, and because of the ollgopolistic concentra-
tion of production among relatively few firms in each division
of commodity production. Marketing is the capitalist's nec -
essary way of attempting tT circumvent the inevitable anarcky
of capltalist production. If individual workers or factory com-
mittees merely seized the factories and set up a national
government to maintain such institutions, the result could only
be a caricature of the capitalist mode of production, whichkr must
inevitably lead to the emergence of a "corporate" bureaucracy
which resembles in its sochl outlook and methods of management
etc., the existing capitalist bureaucracy--the capitalist bur-
eaucracy without the capltalist. The key to effective national
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planning and management of production is implicit in the example
we have already introduced: the comhittee of tenants, unemployed,
gonstruction workers, et al, in the development and implementation
of a-housing program. Just as such "syndicalism" epitomizes the
germ-form of the United Front (ultimately, the Soviets). so &he
United Front, in its permanent fprp ( the SovieTs €xXactly) es=
tablishes the complete competence in principlée of the working-
class to succeed 1n management of prodmetlion exactly where the
most brilliant capitallist administrators must fail.

For, 1f there are 190 million persons in the U.S., with
a labor force of 80 millions, eaeh representig up to 1,800
annual productive hours of labor-time, the United Fpong must,
by 1ts nature, approach the planning and management of produce
tion 1In the following way. First, it establishes a "minimum
wage" and related minimum conditions of 1life, such as educa-
tlonal facilities, recreation and leisure facilities, etc.
On the basis of known material needs (housing, food, clothing,
etc.) it 1s readily possible to translate this bill of human
material needs into a bill of production. After meeting these
material needs, the United Front discovers that perhaps only
40 millions of the available labor foree has been employed.
The "saving" of 30 millions (80 less 40) can be used to increase
lelsure, education, etc., and to accelerate the development
of the productive forces (e.g, increase automation) so that, in
succeeding years, a constantly higher standard of llving can
be provided with a constantly increasing population and a
constantly decreasing number of per capita labor-hours.

Once that principle 1s established the worker in the
factory ceases to work for wages as he does under capitalism;
he works to contribute his soclal part of his own means of
existence. Money does not become meaningless immediately;’
obviously. the total wages paid must not exceed or fall far
short of the prices-of commodity-production for consumption.
To some extent wage-differentials and even wage-incentives will
probably continue for some time, until the virus of capitalist
1idealogy and morality has been washed out of the blood of our
species., But his relationship to the means of production
ceases to be that of an employee, ceases to be a matter of
wages. If he continues to bargain (ultimately with himself)
for more wages, this bargaining ceases to have a trade union
character, and becomes, as it must, his particular political
"axe to grind" in the collective decision of all workers
concerning the goods to be produced under the current natlonal
plan,

Just because the welfare of soclety (the United Front)
depends upon all of-the productive forces avallable, every
man is vitally self-interested in the employment securlty,
education, standard of 1living of his fellow-man. Your power
to produce, the development of your ingenuity, your 1deas,
etc,, become an indispensable part of my own power to exist in
a better way. The category of unemployed, impoverished out-
castes, ghetto Negroes, Puerto Ricans, etc., must cease to .
exist not because of a "religious conversion," but becasue the
poverty of one 1s a ragged cleth which must be worn by all.
One's regard for onefs fellow-man must necessarily be likened

- . © e
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to the best feature of mlllitary combat existence, in which my lipe
depends upon your skill, your morale, your "firepower," your power
to create better methods, your power to produce better things,
your ability to contribute to the mastery of disease, etc.

It 1s true, of course, that the United Front tends to
come into existence through more limited defensive or rudimentary

economic issues, such.as defense against police brutaliti, high
rents, imperialist wars, civll rights; these are proper 1issues

of the United Front Just because these 1issues are intertwined with
material conditions of human life. However, if the leadership
of the existing or impending United Front struggles does not go
beyond ad hoc 1lssues to a program of production based on the in-
ventory of human materlal needs, the United Front must decay to
its cancerous, degenerate state, the "Popular Front." It is al-
most inevitable that the United Front should come into existence
under the prompting of attacks by Johnson & Csmpany, as an ini-
tlally defensive organization; it must immediately, in terms of
the program advanced by the soclalists, go over to the attack by
proposing a program to take over the means of production. If
one confines onefs struggle to defending oneself against John-
son's crimes, in the end there 1s no resort but to bargain with
the criminal, to perpetuate his power to commit crimes, to give
him breathing-time to marshal his forces to crush new defensive
mobilizations.

In recent years there has arisen the "myth' that socialist
struggle means !'“ndependent political action," i.e. "all your
problems will be soved if you only elect soclalists to power."
This myth is as bankrupt as the proposition that workers! control
means workers counclls, "d,e those of Yugoslavia--i.e. factory
committees as a substitute for Soviets. It is, of course, in-
dispensable that socilalists be elected to government, but the
administration of the capitalist state by socialists can as like-
1y lead entirely away from socialism as toward it. The bankrup-
tey of the 'independent political action® tactic emerges when it
1s proposed as a substitute for the United Front. A workers!
state, socialism, is brought about only by a distinct speciles of
organization of the working-class and its allies. It is quite
necessary to campaign for the electlion of soclalists, but these
campalgns are bankrupt unless their main platform plank is the
call for practical organizations ofthe class (as of committees of
tenants, unemployed, construction workers, etc.) as the actual
state organizations which will have power when he 1s elected.

No soélalist will campaign on the platform of proposed capitalist
laws to benefit the workers; he can only campaign on the plat-
form of the taking of state power by the workers. If he can win
an election (except as a sewer socialist) it is clear that the
political and social conditions for the existence of United
Front organizations already prevail. Otherwise, independent
election campaigns must be propaganda campaigns in behalf of
the idea of the United Front on the basis of transitional demands,
which include the main points of the socialist's "state budget"
gor the appropriation and use of the totality of the productlve
orces.

That, as a view of the relationship between the ABC's of-
Marxism and national socialist strugnles, exemplifies the strate-
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gic perspective for "our side" which only needs to be extended,
according to the same principles, on a world scale.

By, The Impending Capitalist Economic Crisis

The impending decline of U.S. Imperialism has the same
immediate cause as the collapse of the Achaemenld (Persian)
Empire, the decline and fall of Rome, the bankruptcy of all of
Europet!s leading financial houses in the late sixteenth century
and the 1929 "bust." While the Persian Empire, and the Roman
after it were not capitalist societies, they had each developed
a powerful class of mercantile capitalist-financiers-speculators.
It was the Babylonlan merchang-speculator who drove the peasant
from his feudal "bow-tenure" plot and introduced slavery into
agricultural production there, thus ruilning a carefully-developed
and delicate system of intensive hydraulic agriculture developed
over two thousand years. In Republican Rome, a sectlon of the
mercantile capitalist class appropriated the individual plots
of peasant intensive agriculture, turning them into vast, in-
efficient, estates using slave-production; as a result, Rome lost
the power to feed itself and survived, as the Roman Empire, only
by looting richer, more productive countries about it, until they,
too, fell into-economic ruin through the extension of Roman fin-
anciers! slave-system. Similarly, in 1929, the speculations of
the financiers, which brought the stock market and other lnvest-
ments of that kind to the point at which the entire real profits
of the world capltalist system were insufficient to maintain the
rate of profit existing stock values required. The same cancer
is bringing U,S. Imperialist prosperity, at the very height of its
power and prestige, to the same terminal condition in general seen
in these examples from preceding history. :

Sueh speculative busts are not always fatal to capitalism.
Europe's greatest period of capitalist expansion came after the
"South Sea" bubble collapsed. The U.S. Land Bank explosion oc-
curred decades before this nation's most energdtic period of
expansion. For a capitalist economy with decades of prosperous
expansion before it, a speculative bust means that a lot of or-
dinary working men, women and thelr children suffer for a while,
a few bankrupt financiars take the short road to the sidewalk,
but after the undertaker has done his work, the surviving finan-
ciers do qulte nicely, thank you. In capiltalism'!s youth, busts,
like the regular business of shooting down strikers, wars, etc.;
are no more serious for capitalism-in-general than a mild, ende-
mic virus. DBut, the same dlsease, striking its victim in hils old
age, may have fatal results. This 1s the present perspective of
Johnson & Company.

When U.S. Imperialism emerged from World War II it had
good reason to fear an early financial collapse at home, like that
of the early !twenties, following World War I. It was saved from
this embarrasment by Stalin, who strictly honored the Yalta and
Potsdam agreements (Which is more than can be said of Truman and
Churchill) by handing the U.S. Western Europe on a ilver platter.
In war-wrecked Western Europe the U,S. found a substitute for the
cheap surplus farm labor of natlonal capitalism's heyday. Better,
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Europe offered a market of unemployed skilled workers, through
which to realize capltal from the backs of U.S, workers at home
as super-profitable investments in the employment of cheap,
skilled European labor, In order to provide the internal
market of Western Europe with some starting-money with which to
pay for U,S. investments (at a superlative rate of profit), the

U.S. anted up outright donations and long-term credit. A major
part of the U.S. balance of payments deficit today is nothing
but the c¢ost of priming the West European pump to maintaln the
profits of U.S. finacier-investors in that region, This
process of ge-~ral credit-expansion of U,S. Imperiallsm in the -
U.S. and Europ. was begun, as we know, with the Marshall Plan,
which set thy pattern for the whole two decades since,

However, by 1957 the general basis for the post-war boon
had been’exhausted. If Western Europe had not had at least
six or seven years of vigorous U.S. investment ahead of it, the
1958 rec¢ession would have been a decenniel depressign., But,
because of Western Europe, mainly, the U.8., after stumbling
through three-odd years of economic stagnationf started on a
new spurt of development, the current “Kennedy" boom. Yet, by
the late Spring of 1964, it was evident that the glorious days
of géneral Western European expansion were reaching ‘an end,
The Italian capitalist renalssance had already turned inte a gen-
eral contraction of that economy; workers recruited for the
industrial complex of northern Italy Jjust shortly before were
taking the desperate, dusty trip back to the familiar misery-
of their childhood in Southern Italy. The German Federal Re-
public's fabled "economic miracle" was waning under the effects
of an Inflationary rot, like that which preceded 1957 in the
U.S. The French economy had entered a périod of stagnation.
Britain, the Junior partner of the U.S. Dollar, was plainly
facing a monetary crisis, which actually" burst forth in November
of that year; in one panic-stricken week, the British economy
was only saved from collapse by an emergency $3 billion loan
by the central banks of the other capitalist counitries; there
wasn'f even time to telephone Johnson--Britaln's bankers tele-
phoned the real rulers of the U.S., the masbers of the Federal
Reserve System, direct. .

The unfolding events of today are only, in general,
a confirmation of the warnings made by the leading lmperialist
bankers in mid-1958, and of the general economic perspective
advanced in the SWP by 1ts Marxist economists at the same time.
The U.S. faced the pre-conditions for a probable menctary cris-
1s by the middle or late 'sixties.(1l4) Referring to Marx's
analysis of Jjust such a process of capltalist creditqexpansion.
a few of the more commonplace facts in general knowledge are
sufficient to prove the general character of the present
economic gltuation: :

(1) The nature of U.S., credit-expansion as shown

by the present official $1.3/ trillion public
" -and private debt;
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(2) The decline of the industrial labor force as a
proportion of the whole labor force; the increase
in unemplcyment and a growing number of perman-
ently impoverished;

(3) The persistence of the U.S. and-British balance-
of -payments deficits since 1957-58; the fact that
exlsting potential claims against U.S. and British
gold reserves are already far more than sufficlent
to preclplitate a general monetary crisis far, far
deeper than that of 1929 and following;

(4) The galloping rise of stock market ahd other
speculative holdings to trading-values way above
that dictated by a price-earnings ratio test;

(5) Deepening centrifugal tendencies within the U.S,
economical bloc on economic policiles and on pol-
itical questions (e.g. DeGaulle'!s China and South-
east Asla policies) which bear directly on the
increasing desperate scramble for national solvency
which energizes these conflicts;

(6) The established secular decline in the rate of
expansion of Western Europe and Japan;

(7) The absence of any established areas for large-
scale “mperialist expansion in the "Southern
"Hemisphere";

(8) The fact that the "Kennedy" policy of wage-and
price-lines, and of spurring domestic investment by
effectively enormous reductions in the corporate
tax rate, only seems to increase the long-term
rate of U.S. economic expansion by measures which
are bringing about the centraction and threcatened
collapse (Britain, Italy--Japan?) of those very
investment markets and national customers on
which the whole of U,.,S. prosperity and economic
stabillty depends.

Jacques Reuff of France aptly sees "the world drifting into ?
situation similar to 1928-29 unless something" is “done" (15
'Both Mr. Rueff and Professor Triffin sald there was no need
now for increased liquidity. The danger was in the present
system breaking down without a replacement.

"Professor Triffin said measures being taken tow by the
United States to igyb the outflow of dollars were aggravating
the situation," & Such remarks are only representative of -
the main sub ject-matter leading the agenda of all published re-
ports of conferences among leading bankers. The London Economist
has been generally most frank and accurate on Just this SubJect;
the Federal Reserve Bulletin and other official and semi-official
U.S. Tinanclal publicatlions have been most candid at moments; the
1959 hearings of the Joint Economic Committee of the U.S. Congress
included many useful insights into the thinking of private and -
offlicial bourgeols economiaets, bankers, etc. on this vital‘ques-

- . ¢ . .-

. - P -
3 et s L s . - RIS



- 18 -
tion of the developing economic crisis. Even the more serilous
of the "slick" periodicals, such as U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT,
have veered notably close to open admissions of the nature of the
situation., Df gourscivaisurvey 6f: the dpiniot df-capitalistl; -
ofgielalsc and economists is abselutely.na:.bdsis fpr demonstrating
anything but the state of that body of oplnion respecting truths
which must be otherwise ascertained concerning the nature of the
situation. Buf, the state of official insight into the develop-
ing cconomlc crisis does warn us of the mood for policles to
deal with such a predicament. Ultimately, the eight facts we
have cited, taken in respect to Marxt's analysis of a general
crisis, suffice to show us the present course of events.

The impending general crisis could break out, in historic
terms, almost at any time. The most immedlate threat to inter-
national capitalist monetary stability is the extreme rottenness
of the British economy; while the U.,S. economy might conceivably
wilthstand the collapse of Pound Sterling, it is more likely
that a2 really serious City crisis in Britain would set off a
chain-reaction which would not end before something far deeper
and more devestating than 1929 appeared. It 1s impossible to
state exactly when or how that crisis might burst forth; 1t is not
for reasons we shall consider, evén certain that that bust will
occur in this period. The best scientific appraisal of the
economic situation likens the U.,S. dollarts world-position to
that of an accumulation of high-test gasoline in one¥s cellar; the
exploslve portents can be ascertained with precision. It is
more difficult to forsee what damned fool will light a match or
how a random spark might intervene to trigger the potential
holocaust into actualify. Ours is not to predict the exact date of
bust, or even to guarantee its actuality; our object is to
understand the problems this presents to Johnson & Company, to
the workers, the colonial peoples, and how such tasks generated
in the economic foundation of soclety determine the necessary
course of solutions sought by the respective classes in the domain
of politics, war and soclal struggles. Our main concern is for
the narrow range of, all monstrous, alternatives which Johnson &
Company are compelled to purae in thelr attempts to prevent and
postpone that crisis and, beyond that urgent task, find some
new basis for the survival of U.S,., IMperlalism for at least a
decade or so,.

§ From Economics to Politics

- The immediate problem of U.S. Imperialism 1s that 1its
credit-expansion has flowed substantially into an enormous mass
of debt, and has produced a speculative rlse in fictitious capital
such as inflated stocks and real estate. In order for the
capitallist system to forestall a general spread of bankrupcles,
a constantly increasing flood of real money (not credit) must
be found to meet payments due on the interest account. (e.g.
$434 millions of NY City's estimated $3.8 billion tax bill
must go into the coffers of financiers.) At the same timg the
present values of stocks and real estate (for example) depend
upon an increasing flow of real cash (as "leverage" into the
stock and real estate markets; if thls increased flow of hard
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cash is not forthcoming, the ensuing collapse of stock values is
almost automatic. All of this hard cash must come from real
(cash)»profits from capitallst's production and from the pockets
of tax-payers. But, Jjust because capitalism is increasing tic
number of employed workers at a far slower rate than the mass of
combined actual and fictitious capital, the available hard cash
needed to keep the financiers from bankrupcy can not grow as rapid-
ly as real capital, fictitious capital and debt collectively .
require.

There are only two solutions, in princliple. One 1s to
open up some new area of the world for investment in chep labor.
The other is to squeeze a larger portlon of the cash already in
circulation from workers' pockets into the coffers of the finan-
ciers. Reduced to essentials, thils means either a new wave of
U.S. Imperialist expansion or fascism at home. Reading the lead-
ing financial Jjournals, studylng officlal speeches on policy,
inspecting treaties negotlated in recent years, there can be no
doubt that the leading bankers and their advisors have recognized
this perspective rather exactly since 1957-1958.

The first response of the ruling circles, at home, ine
the U.S., was the beglinning of the campaign to take a bigger
chunk of produced values out of the workers! hides. The first of
these steps was the Federal Reserve System's decision to "repeal"
the law first and then explain to Congress why afterward. That
is to say, the Fed repealed in effect the "full employment secur-
1ty" clause of tke National Security Act of 1946 by simply re-
fusing to supply the economy with sufficient credit to keep
unemployment in boom periods to within a 3% maximum. Thls was
put into effect in June-July, 1958, not because the Fed was det-
ermined to worsen the plight of American Negroes (the soclal effed
of this measure), but because a dangerous speculation had broken
out In Federal Securities, the kind of speculation, as the Fed
later explained to Congress, that could have led to a collapse
of the U.,S. dollar on the world market. (in effect, this meant
that because the financiers could not control their own efforts
to undermine the dollar, the working-class would have to suffer!)
The second step in this new policy was manifest in late August,
1958, when all major steel-users began to stockpile heavily (in
the depths of a recession!) as part of an open conspiracy by
bankers, politicians and corporations to attempt to break the
back of the United Steel Workers in a planned lockout for 1959.

Kennedy continued and further developed this anti-labor
policy lmmediately after taking office., Hls first two importaat
measures were to institute “wage and price guidelines" and to make
the first step in a major tax glveaway to the blggest corporations,
the so-called investment tax credit. It was not necessary for Ken-
nedy to resort to new statutes to effectively hold down wages.

He had the active "cooperation" of the leaders of the AFL-CIO; if
dissident factions arose in unions challamed the trade union
bureaucrats, the NLRB machinery could--and did--act selectively

to reward the trade union fakers for theilr treachery by actinzg as
a virtual government goon-squad to help the bureaucrats keep the
dissidents in line. Thus far, according to a former labor bur-
eaucrat now with the NLRB, addressing a union, the Landrum Griffin
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Law has never been applied except with the suppatof the trade u-
nion bureaucracy! The so-called "guarantees of union democracy"
etc, of this law therefore mean in practice: use your goons on
your dissidents, we will only interfere to help you put a dis-
sident local Into receivership, or to help you harrzss an op-
position through dragged-cut ccurt prcceedings. Johnson, in his
State of the Union message ildentiiied Kennedy's wage "guidelines"
as an egsential cornergtons of national policy, a vital guestion
of the "national intercsi."{17) In cther worns, Kennedy and
Johngon, continuing the polizy established uncer Eisenhower; have
effectively held down -wages under conditions of super-speed-up--
WhiT€ GiiEcéting super-reductions in the tax rates cf major cor-
porations through the "investment credit"” double give-away.

It would be a grave error to limit our attention to the
Federal Government's role. The enormous rise in public debt
since World War II has been in State and Local Debt. This has
been a twofold-gift to the financiers out of the pockets (mainly)
of the working-class. First, these State and Local Debt-financed
proJjects amount to an enormcus trough which every major corpor-
ation has gorged itself from, apart from the notorious swindles
public works have come to represent. Secondly, by virtue of an
ancient Supreme Court declslon, the same Debt 1s coentracted
malinly through the big iovectwent baplers as a Source of tax ex-
empt dividends! In sum, borrow from Rockefeller in-order to
pay Rockdfcller's investmente in dorportticns auper-profits,’ and
pay Rockefeller handsome tax-exempt incoms for the privilege!l
If it were not strictly lezal by the book) we could call such
arrangements by their right name. (Because of the way State
and Municipal financing is determined by statute, the City or
State Comptrollers! and Treasurers' offices are virtually nothing
more nor less than the meeting places at which financlers dictate
the terms on which 8tate and City governments will operate. 1In
effect, the Governort!s, Legislatures, Mayors, etc., can not make a
move without clearance from investment bankers, Just as even
the U.,S. Treaury, before issuing new State Bonds or Bills, pro-
vides a closed room in which leading private financial agencles
may review and revise the form, denominations and terms of pro-
posed Government indebtedness.5

The other main wing of post-1958 U.S. Imperialist gﬂicy
was first set before the general public in Eisenhower's 1960
State of the Union message, although detalled discussions of thils
policy already existed in less conspicuous but public records as
earl y as mid-1958, although the new policy was being put into
effect before Eisenhower delgned to let the people in on his new
imperiallst policies.

The ability of U.S. Imperialism to expand 1ts investments
in Latin America, Asia, Africa has been limited by the nature of
the industries in which imperialism had traditionally invested:
mining, plantation crops, etc. Virtually all of the imperlallst
investiients in the colonial and semi-colonial countries have
been in the extraction of ore, etc., in the production of raw
materials and semi-finished commodities in the advanced countries.
Obviously the rate of such investments in Latin America, for
example, is limited by the "demand" for such materials (oil, tin,
copper, ccffae, suesr, ete.) by industrice in the adyancod
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countries; furthermore this "demand" is limited by the rate of
industrial expansion in the exploiting countries.

It would seem, at first glance that imperialism need only
shift 1ts perspective from oil, tin, rubber, coffee, to "runaway"
consumer commodities industries in Brazil, Chlile, India, etc.
However, the superprofits extracted from these countries over
centurles by mercantile capltallats, outright thieves and imper-
ialist investments have so denuded these countries of the capltal
needed for thelr development that these territorles generally lack
(except for a small proportion of the population in a few metro-
politan-type centers) an internal market capable of sustaining
direct imperialist investment along Marshall Plan lines. Finally,
in order to have a surplus labor force capable of being absorbed
in domestic commodity production, 1t is necessary to develop
agriculture to the point that a fraction of the total labor
force engaged 1n food productlion can competently feed the entire
population. But the imperialists involvement in and support of
the plantation system has dlverted the best lands to commodities
of agriculture for consumption (like coffee, sugar, rubber)
only in the exploiting countries. In order to realize super-
profits on plantation investments 1t has been necessary to go
even further, Go take effective measures to curtail the opportun-
ities for making a living in intensive, individual Zarmer, agri-
culture, for the development of healthy intensive farming by
individuals drives up the price of agricultural labor on the plan-
tations. In most of these countries, the existing independent
peasantry can scarsely feed ltself, let alone sustain an 1indus-
trial population,

Up to 1957-58 there was no serious dobt of the continuing
close alliance between the compradore gangs that usually run
Latin American countries, for example, and the U.S, State De-
partment, CIA and Marines. The Latin American Junta, the proto-
type of U.S. foreign policy in the Southern Hemisphere (e.g.

Diem in Viet Nam), was an essential part of Rockefellers', Grace's
United Fruits' branch offices in these countries. But the
"colonels," who generally represented the plantation-owner class
or famllies intricately intermarried with plantation-owners,

after 1958 represented as a class a multiple obstacle to the sol-
ution of increasingly pressing U.,S, needs to open up the inter-
nal markets of their countries (the so-called "infra-structure")
for U.S5. Imperialist investment.

After 1957-58, the U.S, Imperialists committed themselves
to a two-pronged policy of "Marshall Plan" aid to these countries
accompanied by U.S, support for "managed social revolutions," :
as Johnson recently repeated in giving instructions to the repre-
sentatives of Latin American governments. In order to create the
conditions in which "Marshall Plan" aid, like the "Alliance for
Progress," could produce investment opportunities, it was nece-
ssary to eliminate the grip of the plantatlon class. This deep
soclal and economic change could not be accomplished a la U.S.
Ambassador John Peurifoy's direction of fascist Castillo Armas!?
overthrow of the Arbenz government in Guatemala. The U.S. needed
soclal movements, expeclally corrupt social-democratic movements,
like Betancourtt!s in Venezuela, or--so they thought in the State
Department and NY TIMES officeg urt!l Snring, 1959--Castrols in

~o.
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Cuba.

On these grounds the U.S., throughout 1959, strongly
pressed the Belglans to grant Lumumba state power; on these . ~u
grounds, even as Eisenhower was delivering his 1960 State of the
Union address, his State Department was putting signatures on a
treaty with Nehru that gave U.S. and Western European Imperialists
extraordinary privileges and rights in India. (It is scarcely
accidental that India should foment the Sino-Indian border "war"
in the shadow of that treaty with Imperialism.) The vacillating
support of the overthrow of TruJjillo, the subsequent arrangements
to overthrow Bosch, etc., etc., ad nauseam, in Dominica and
Viet Nam policy are, with the history of the Cuban Revolution,
exemplary models of the difficulty whiéh the State Department
and Defense Department has encountered in trying to make this
policy work. The War in Viet Nam can absolutely not be under-
stood in any way, unless we understand that the $2 billion Mekong
River Development project is a scheme to develop this rich rice-
growing area as the means (food-supply) for an imperialist exploi-
tation of the vast porulation of India, an exploitation that can »
not even begin without outside solutions (1like the Mekong pro-
ject) to the crisis of subsistence in India. On the outcome of
the war in Viet Nam hangs, in a very large measure, the lmmediate
determination of whether U,S. Imperialism has any hope of getting
its new expansion launched, or whether 1t has to face the alter--
natives of monetary crisls and even fascism in the advanced coun-
tries. Anyone, on these grounds, who hopes to influence Johnson
to a "saner" course in Viet Nam must be put down as an absolutely
ignorant fool in the domain of current politics.

These are the maln lines of development along which the
current economic situation is translated into 1ts political
counterpart.

86. Again--Economies to Polities

Just because capitalist expansion absorbs the last-to-be-~
employed and the young, capitallst stagnation, or an appreciable -
declline 1in the rate of industrial expansion at home, means a con-
traction in employment for the youth and the working-class minor-
ities.

Just because, again, human behavior must ultimately res-
pond to economic conditions as they affect the reproduction of
classes and sections of classes, the decline in the rate of cap-
italist development has alienated the minorities and youth most
sharply from the "mainstream” of capitalist society. In being
denled access to a means of expressing thelr identities as human
beings, according to their previous status or conception of status,
youth and minorities form the basis for radical ferment well in
advance of the organized working-class. This has been the general
course of soclal movements in this country since 1957-58, a fer-
ment which sharpened under the influence of the rise in pros-
perity--just because the contrast between much-advertised pros-
perity and alienation was the sharper, and also because soclal
movements do not arise instantly, but lag in their initlal forma-
tion benind the pace of events that call them into being.
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Just because of this superficial abnormality in the
emergence of radical ferment (the relative passivity of the or-
ganized working-class) radical currents have ignorantly insti-
tutionalized this transitory state of social ferment into various
ideologies whose common theme is that the important changes in
society must be made without the working-class. These radical
currents, Jjust because of their primitiveness, because of their
lack of any real comprehension of the historlic process of which
they are a fragment, project the passivity of the domestic working
class (even beyond the license of fact) onto a world scale, in
which they see the peasantry in the colonial countries as encir-
cling the "reactionary advanced countries" with revolutions, and,
at the same time demanding programs of victory for youth and
Black Nationalists in the advanced countries without the working-
class.

Carried to their logical concluslon, such views are not
only ignorant, but by virtue of their adventurist character, play
tactically into the hands of the class enemy, It is the essence
of victory to fight on conditions where the advantages of terrailn
and mobilization are the greatest; Moncado barracks escapades,
however heroic, are the acts of incompetents and worse. Victory
is impossible without the working-class; without the organized -
working class it 1s absolutely impossible for the Black National-
ists, for example, to win anything fundamental from Johnson &
Company.

This 1s not to suggest forbearance by Black Nationalists,
but exactly the opposite: to direct their stryggles at all times
to winning the white working-class, for example, to the Black
struggle on the basis of transitional demands, e.g. support for
organized workers! struggles against speed-up and compulsory
overtime while asking organized workers to treat this support
as a campaign for Jjobs for Black workers.

Now we come to the "essence" of scientific practice in
the domain of real politics.

Misguided, if wall-meaning, amateurs in the practice of
Marxist science attempt to explain the relationship between eco-
nomics and politics in terms of the effects of economic and re-
lated individual experiences on the individual as an individual.
In this mispractice migulded radicals only reveal that they have
not overcome the absurdity, the "old wives!' tale" of university
political aciencef which portrays man's socleties and other
organizations as 'compacts," "contractual relations," etcetera,
entered into by individual men more or less in the way -that two
aspiring capitalists form a partnership. The vulgar myth rampant
among ignorant radicals goes somewhat like this: '"Because of
desperate conditions, workers seek out others in the same boat...'
thus and so and so on... And, ultimately, Just because such
hypotheses do not correspond to reallty, these well-meaning bung-
lers reject Marxism, disown the working-class, etc. Yet, in so
re jecting Marxism, the workers, etc., they only liken themselves
to absolute amateurs picking up advanced physics textbooks and
attempting to practice from these sources as "cookbooks;" what
would we say of such bunglers if they cited the "authority" of
their experiments as the basis for repudiating advanced physics?C&ﬂ

t
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It 1s the simplest fact of history and of current life
that men live and express themselves through institutions and as
representatives of particular institutions. Moreover, they donot
choose their ideas according to circumstance, but are compelled
to begin with those i1deas, concepts and ideology which they
already find imposed upon their minds by soclety. If men were
otherwlse zonstituted, how is it posible that the idea of pro-
perty, law, money, et cetera prevent men, under all circumstances
from walking into shops to simply appropriate by force what they
need? It would be absurd to gay that men do otherwise because
they rationally compact to fulfil the "contractual" relations of
property, law and the money'system. Even the empirical evidence
shows, Jjust because so many forms of behavior occur within par-
ticular nations, regions, with such statistical significance, that
the distribution of human behavior in particular (i.e. individual
human behaviors) is not individual, since the frequency-distri-
bution of such behavior exists only for societies, classes, sec=
tions of classes. (19) Even capitalist law, which allows ignor-
ance as a0 excuse for its violation, reveals that it regards the
soclial consensus, socially imposed upon the individual, and not
individual reason, as the governing-principle of human behavior.

Thus, scientific method in sociology and politics does
not procced from individual men to institutlons and ideas, but
from institutions and ruling ideologles to individual men. Since,
as we have already shown, the material existence of the indivi-
dual under capltalism does not depend upon his individual acti-
vity, but upon sociecty's productive forces as a whole, it is ab-
solutely impossible for man to have developed capitalism as an
aggregation of individual men,

How was it possible for Marxists to forsee, in 1958.-1960;

that the 1958 attack on the working-class would lead not to mili-
tancy lmmediately in the organized trade unions, but among youth
and minorities? %20) It was and i1s the paramount fact of the
organized working-class that it has an established institution,
which it must and will defend even to the detriment of the inter-
ests of individual workers and groups of workers. To fail to
grasp this is to ignore the outcome of the Great Depression. If
the AFL-CIO seems to be reactionary, is saddied mainly with a
rotten-reactionary bureaucracy, and is, in an immediate practical
sense, reactionzry in respect to student and minority struggles,
is thls to say tnat the organized trade union movement is itself
a reactionary fermat:icn? On the contrary, the students and
minoritiles, howevar hecolic they may be, cannot solve the fundamen-
tal problems of thiir cwn existence without the alliance of the
organized working cicgs. Together with thet organized working
class, youth ard mizurities represent the effective majority of
society, and the »orking-cl ss, unlike youth and minoritles, 1s
already organized in effcctive combat formations in the trade
unions, It is only necessary for the trade urions to become
transformed from trsde unions as such into formations of a poli-
tically conscious clazg to assure conjunctural victory--once the

of 1958-59 have »isked its indispensable capital, its or-
ganized combat formations, in order to undertake a struggle with-
out the organized aillance of youth and minorities? Absolutely
not; Russia, 1905 proves that point exactly. Until the condi-
tions for political. struagle are socially matured, the trade
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unions must, historically, defend thelr existence as lnstitutions!
It 1s the radical youth, the Negroes, the Puerto Ricans, etc.,
who must engage 1n the radical activity of bullding combat form-
ations of a quality comparable to the trade unions, It 1s at the
point that the trade union movement itself is prcmpted to go over
to the attack, because palpable gains inspire it to do so, or
because 1t must counterattack agalnst efforts by the cgpitalist
to destroy the trade union institution, that the working-class
will definitively take the scene,.

Institutlons of the youth and Negroes, et al, cannot
arigse, like Minerva from the brow of Jove, already formed as
revolutionary organizations of thelr sections of society. They
can only establish institutions which reflect and celebrate theilr
l1dentity as classes, as sections of classes: they must emerge
as student organizations, conscious mainly of their student nat=
ure,: their need for an organization of students. Negroes, sim-
ilarly, can only create institutions which, at first, emphasize
only that they are Negroes, their need for an organization of
Negroes.

As Marxists in our movement forsaw exactly in 1960-61,
it would be impossible to leap over thls initlal character and
1imited (minimal) objectives of those institutions, of the radi-
cal ferment which represented immediately onlg the struggle for
institutions. However, if it was impossible to arm these insti-

tutions with a socialist perspective (as a whole, not excluding
the soclalist perspectives of more advanced members of this fer-
ment), it was possible to distinguish between reformist and po-
tentially revolutionary formations by a single criterion. Some of
these minimal program movements must necessarily advance demands
(politically "innocent" enough in themselves) which pepresented
an absolute confrontation with Kennedy, Johson, Rockefeller &
Company, Just because the asplratlions of these new movements were
diametrically opposed to the policles which the ruling-class
must, in its present desperate interests, maintain and enforce.
All instltutions of capitalist society, Just because they are
products of capitalist society, must emerge as formations alimed
at altering the relations within capitalist society. When their
alms are in fundamental conflict with the necessary policies of
capltalists as capltalists, these formations must either relin-
qulish those aims, reduce them to mere ceremonial demands, or seek
a remedy beyond capltalist society.

Qur party, admittedly belatedly, recognized the transi-
tional character of Black Nationalism, albeit in a crude, not-
Marxist way, in 1963, Fortunately, "Freedom Now," in its reac-
tionary, adventurist-reformist form as exemplified by Reverend
Cleage, James Boggs, et al, collapsed Just as Malcolm X, 1in the
very course of hls own development, demonstrated the reality which
our party overlooked in its 1963 resolutions. Where Cleage re-
presented the bankrupt racewar idlocy and personally opposed and
attempted to crush those in Freedom Now struggling for a program,
Malcolm exemplified the search for a program, of Black Nationalism
becoming something 1t was not at its inception.

It was, of course, extremely difficult for "white" radi-
cals and assimilated Negro radicals to avoid "tail-ending" Cleage,
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Malcolm, et al with masochistic rituals of Jim-Crcw turned upside-
down: Crow-Jim. The worst ultra-Black Negroes have heen, under-
standably, the assimilated radical Negroes who tried to come back
to the Black Ghetto as leaders. Some white-skinned Black Natlon-
alists have offered more grotesque if less effective gestures of
counterfeiting a "Black Man's World-Outlook." The worst feature
of thls process was the degree to which "taill-ending" Blackism
was in more or less exact proportion to a loss of historic con-
fidence in the working-class. Just for this reason, some of the
nicest lately-developed "friends" of the Negro are, in fact,
their most ddadly enemles, because, to the degree that they en-
courage bankrupt perspectives among Blacks they urge these Blacks
toward adventurism, and the masses of the Negro community, out

of actual or portended defeat of adventurisms, into political
demoralization, A "friend" of the Negro is not a guilt-sick
white radical who encourages Negroes in foolish ideas, but a
revolutionary who arms the Negro with a strategy for victory.
The Black Nationalist can not win unless he is armed with revolu-
tionary thepry; hils friend gives him the best weapons in his own
grsenal, and Joins him in the fight where those weapons are to

e used.

: Black Natlonalism, like radical student organizations,
is, %%_lﬁggli a dead-end., However, in SNCC, for example, we
see e step forward that takes both Blaek Nationalism and the
student radical movement out of its dead-end on the road to vic-
tory. The student, Jjust because he is petit-bourgeois in charac-
ter, can only find a place in society as the appendage of elther
the capltalist class or the oppressed. In SNCC and 1n persons
like Mickey Schwerner, in the inevitable turn of the Southern
Freedom Struggle toward labor struggles, we see the germs of the
United Front. When Black Natlionalists picket plants where rank-
and-file trade unionists are struggling agalnst speed-up and
compulsory overtime, the Black Nationalist can support these
demands in his own lmmediate material interests. When Black
Ghetto tenants organize unemployed and hammer at the construction
trades for a housing program, the unity of material interests of
the Joined forces is the germ of the United Front. When such
organizations, such fuslons of sections of the organized poten-
tially revolutionary forces, combine, as we have said before,
each of the separate institutlions they represent change their
autonomous capltalist ideological, character into a socialist
character. When such formatlions see a direct connection between
their programs and the need to give the Unlted Front political
power, all of the essential conditions for a socialist movement
exist.

The same principle applies, in-a different way, to the
manifold radical (socialist and pseudo-socialist) organlizations.
It 1s a general rule, as Marxists in our party forgaw years ~ * 5
before, that today almost any and every radical organization
can recrult if 1t sets 1tself with even blundering competence
to that task. Some leaders of these organizations regard radical
organizations as an extcnsion of petit-bourgeois shopkeeping, and
consequently regard every competitor as any grubby shopkeeper
regards the new competing store down the block. But the 1lnani-
ties which most of these new (and some old) gorupings advance
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as program and theory are not to be taken too seriously in our
relations to them. That is not ¢o suggest that we regard incom-

petence and political errors as less than the most serious 1ssues;
what 1s to be emphasized is that we must not "write off" the rad-
icals in these organizatlons on the grounds of lnanities, etc.,
advanced by their leaders. It 1s inevitable, under present con-
ditions, that new radical organizations, starting from virtual
absolute ignorance of serious politics, should replicate vir-
tually every political idiocy seen in the history of radical and
revolutionary politics and add a few horrors of their own inno-
vation. Our task 1s to develop and present a correct perspec-
tive and program, to win them to this program. It is absolute
idiocy to "write off" this-one, that-one, simply because he digd
not spontaneously arrive at a finished form of the correct pro-
gram., We must not compromise with these organizations to the
extent of one micron on theory, on political principle; but we
must forge a new revolutionary movemeridt out of all that human
material that proves itself capable of mastering Marxist method
in practice.

The course of development of new institutions and manifest
ferment cannot be even. Individuals and institutions do not
respond to the underlylng process at a constant rate, but are
prompted onto the stage of current events by confrontations im-
posed by the ruling-class, by "incidents" which release the ex-
plosive social forces accumulating as potential in the organiza-
tion and "social unconscious" of classes, sections of classes and
the institutions which embody them. (22)

The critical ingredient which the soclalist party must
supply at all times, in all of these struggles and incidents,
whether the issue is crime, new taxes, Viet Nam, Dominica, et
cetera, 1s a penetrating explanation of the enemy's qgli;lggg%gm§,
resources and capacities. For example, the SDS and "Teach-In
movements must not be left to imagine that Johnson's War in
Viet Nam is a mlgguided policy which rational estimates would
correct; the only rational appraisal of Johnson's Viet Nam policy
is that it represents the only possible intelligent course he coul
could follow. It 1s not sufficient to expose Johnson's lies,
because to merely expose these deliberate lles 1s to give credence
to the fable that Johnson is acting on '"bad advice," et eetera.
The exposure of these lies by itself is bankrupt; however, the
exposure of these lies togethe with an explanation of why Johnson
deliberately lies to cover up his real, absolutely rational Viet
Nam policy shows why the United Front must destroy Johnson's
effectiveness to wage that war and ultimately that the mmly sol-
ution to these problems 1s to eliminate the Johnson-Kennedy-
Rockefeller-et al regimes to make room for the government of the
United Front. A policy of "tail-ending," of "patting anti-war
movements on the back" because they are being "nice boys," os ah-
solutely bankrupt. Unless we rip the mask from the face of the
enemy we are the misleaders of the people.

Yet, even this is ineffective, unless we also constantly
present, at least as propaganda, the gencral Mnes of the program
for state power of the United Front. This must be, first of all,
an economic program, the general State Budget of the United Front,
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not in the ivory-tower, empty truisms of the Socialist Labor
Party, but in terms of the current economic situation, current
productive forces, current standard of living, and the exlsting
and emerging institutions of the working-class, students, Black
Nationalists, et al. That is to say, the State Budget must be
concrete and realistic, and aimed constantly, as propaganda, at
provoking a dlalogue with wopksrs in trade unilons, students,
Black Nationalists, Puerto Ricans, et cetera, so that they may
sharpen our State Budget, register the modiflcations required to
meet their needs, and thus make our draft State Budget thelr own,
by virtue of the modifications and other corrections they present.
It is our first, constant and most essential propaganda task to
translate the most abstract (i.e. the totaity of social relations
and productive forces) into the concrete of individual workers'
lives, Our propaganda as well as our agitation must prove our
competence as a leadershp in matters of feeding and clothing the
people, and must elevate thelr individual consciousness of their
own condition so thatthe task of their appropriation of the to-
tality of the productive forces becomes concretely meaningful, as
the basis for the solution to all of theilr problems of life.

In order to accomplish this 1t 1s the first task of the
radical to master Marxist science in his own terms. That is only
the beginning; he must then, through a dialogue with the worlkrs
in motion, translate his abstract scientific knowledge into con-
crete terms sultable to their comprehension, To accomplish this,
it remains our task to deepen our physical penetration into all
elements of the mass movement and its ferments, so that we may be
"there" as a practical matter, and so that we may maintain the
dlalogue wlthout which we, however otherwise brilliant, can learn
to communicate with the mass movement and hear and respond to
what it has to say to us, the orders of the day it, in its cwn way,
will impose upon us.

The consciousness of man, Just as it is ultimately en-
tirely determined by his social condition, his soclal relations;
his mode of reproductionthrough production, is in particular de-
termined by the organizations which are sublated from previous
form§ of organizational 1ifsd, The United Front is a particular
species of oprganization of the class forces and its allles which
affords the unique material basils for a corresponding species of
consciousness In its individual members. This is what socialists
mean by proletarlan or gocialist consciousness. However, Jjust
because such consciousness can not come into general exlstence
before the organization on which it depends materially, it is
impossible for the masses to develop socilalist ideas, programs,
etc. by themselves, Yet, at the instant these specles of organ-
izations, this consciousness emerges, it is already fully capa-
ble of assimllating excellently the theory, the programs which are
the artefacts of socialist consciousness, Just as a newborn babe
is already prepared to competently ingest 1ts appropriate nourish-
ment.

The revolutionary party, however, 1s a germ of the United
Front, a United Front of the most advanced elements from all of
the mass institutions which constitute, later, the United Front
in actuality. The party, through its constant internal struggles
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for correct theory and programs among the inevitable fac-
tions and tendencles which compose it, is therefore the indis-
pensable ingredient which supplies the United Frowt with the
language of 1ts own new consciousness. At the same time, this
same party develops, in a similar way, the theory, the programs
which correspond to each advance in eonsclousness toward Unlted
Front proletarian consclousness through the various-steps of . -
forward organlzation of institutions of the working-class and its
allies, In that way the Leninist party is the essence of the
strategic perspective.

87. Our Immediate Pemspective

We in the SWP are a party in name. Yet we lack today
the most essential characteristic of a Lenlnist party: an active
sighificant connection with the vanguard of the US working-class.
Yet, we are a party by virtue of our intention--our strategic
perspective~--of becoming the party that we are not. We are, in
numbers and our relationship to the working-class, a propaganda
group bent on creating the party that does not yet exist in this
country.

We shall become that party by training intellectual
youths and workers who come to us as Marxist theoreticians, agi-
tators, etec., qualified to develop the programs which will make
our party actually, in competence and other qualities, it to
lead the working-class and its allies in this country to social-
ism. We will obtaln that leadership not because we wear the man-
tle of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky; we shall not obtaln that
leadership by virtue of our traditions, our past accomplishments
in leading %the first great strikes of the CIO period, but because
the working-class and its allies appoint us to that duty. We
shall receive that appointment only 1f we earn it, through, first
of all, our mastery of Marxism as a science, and secondly, the
excellence we develop in practising that science in the living
struggles about us now. We selze Lenin's great work, the work
which founded the victory of the Bolsheviks in Russia, What Is To
Be Done? That is the cornerstone of our victory in The Coming
American Socialist Revolution.

38, The World Situation

Nowhere today does a socialist state exist, nowhere is
there even a true dictatorship of the proletariat. This 1is ap-
parent to anyone who has a clear view & the tasks of socialist
struggle in the U.S., for example. For a worker's government,

a workers'! society, 1s founded, not even on democratic factory
committees, but on "Soviets," the United Front £ransformed into

a state power. Yet, in the USSR, in Eastern Europe, in China,
especially in Cuba, there exist dictatorships in_the name of the
working-class which represent a great step forward for humanity
in two ways. PFirst, the conditions of 1life of thelr people,
however brutally some of the bureaucracies in charge may blunder,
are vastly improved over the conditions of life which would have -
been imposed upon them by a continuation of capitalism. Second-
ly, thetr exlstence is itself a strategic viectory for the socilal-
ist forces. It is absolutely indispensable to be honest about
these matters.
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We call these states, the USSR, Bastern Europe, et al,
degenerated or @eformed workers' states, because in each of
them a state bureaucracy substitutes itself £o6r the United
Front government., Just because of these fundamental distor-
tions of society, the workers' relations to production in these
countries are those of wage-laborers, continuing certain brutal
features of capitalist alienation. Just because of thls condi.»
tion, since the United Front 1s absent, the workers 1n these
countries generally must lack soclalist consciousness; the mat<. ©.
erial effects of this distoriton are great. When the United
Front extablishes its bill of production, the planning and
execution of production is a consclious and effectlive act of
the whole working-calss. When a bureaucracy, however benign
or popular, attempts to substitute 1tself ofr the United Front
in determining the t4ll of production, gross stupidities re-
sembling those common-place in capitalist production are
carried even to the extreme--as is the familiar fact of life
in U.S.S.R. history under Stalin, Khrushchev, Brezhnev, and in
the penalities of a similar kind imposed on Eastern Europe
and other defermed workerst! states.

We are, in this sense, in 1000% agreement with Che ‘
Guevara's principle of "moral incentives" in Guevara's struggle
against the Stalinist hack, Rodriguez, in Cuba. Rodriguez'
advocacy of "material incentives" means that he, in the tra-
dition of ceunterrevolutionary Stalin, regards the workers as
merely wage-laborers, whose only relationship to the means of
production is that of wage-labor. Guevara's call for moral
incentives, means a plan and execution of production based on
the consciousness of the working-class and 1its allles. We
endorse Guevara'’s position fully, and hope for the victory
of the United Front in Cuba, together with the defeat of all
bureaucratic hacks like Rodriguez. For, to keep the Cuban
workers in the political status of wage-laborers in national
economic planning 1is to perpetuate the ideology which is char-
acteristic of capitalist existence, thus undermining the revo-
lutionary morale of the Cuban people, and multiplying the op-
portunitees of imperlialist agents and domestic scum in foment-
ing counterrevolutilonary acts and orgamnization

In the world, as in the United States, only the Uni-
ted Front (or the same form by other names) led by a Leninist
party maximizes the possibility of the workers and peasants
winning and holding state power. Courageols guerilla fighters
may pin down Johnson's "gook-killlers," may hasten the struggle
in the advanced countries, may even, here or there, succeed
in establishing new deformed workers! states. But, as the
history of Latin America since 1959 has shown, this course is
more often the road to defeat and demoralization than victory.
In an advanced country, like the U.S., Britain, France, etc,
such substitutes for the Leninist course are absolutely bank-
rupt and counterrevolutionary. The attempt, for example, to
import the "colonlal revolution" as a conception of the Black
Natlonalist struggle, for example, i1s a conception well-suited
to th; police-provocateur, as recent history in these movements
has shown.
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Equally bankrupt is the notion that the revolution in
Latin America, Asia, Africa is a substitute in this period for
the socialist struggle along Leninist lines in the advanced
capitalist countries. The attempts of the U.S. to strangle
Cuba economically demonstrate the first miserable feature of
this "theory." Secondly, a party in an advanced country which
has this perspective, tust come to a policy of "peaceful co-
existence" with 1ts own capitalist class at home, and must, in
this way, do everything in its power to impede and eliminate
the necessary work of preparation for a conjunctural struggle
in the advanced countries. In the same veln, equally counter-
revolutionary in effect, are those parties and movements which,
centr?st (Stalinist or Social Democratic) parties, or "tail-
ending" China as the symbol of the cotdonlal revolution--as a
substitute for the struggle for socialism at home (22).
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(9) cf. Lenin, op. cit.
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(bottom) 72, ©p. 197-190.

(11) Just because of the foregoing considerations it follows
that the dialeetical world-view is the only historically
accurate world-view, including the domain of so-called

"physical" science., Unfortunately, novice Marxists, too
often of a literary background, digress from the practical,
immediate use of the dialectic into questionable excursions
into the domain of the "physical" aciences. It is of his.
toric significance to note that Engels! own work in this
direction has led to a dialectical view of the material
universe not via "rhrsica" as such, but through Oparin's
(The Origin of Life) and J.B.S. Haldane's work iu biolosx
and evolutionary ecology. But to introduce such questions
here would be, in any case, a digression from the point
at hangd.

(12) Marx, op. cit., p. 66.
(13) Trotsky, op. cit.

(1%) Marcus and Shane Mare resnectively advanced and supported
this view in the S.W.P. Cf. L. Marcus, "Depression Ahead,"
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(16) 1Ivid.
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rroduced in Canada, in the famous "Banks Case," which
rroduced a recent parliamentary crisis in that country.

The AFL-CIO sent hoodlums, with implieit U,S. State Depart.
ment, employers connivance into Canada to bust a Canadian
convict union. In the wake of Banks into Canada came a
trail of heroin, gang.murders.-. and Joe Bananas--the whole
sordid record is now a matter of nublic notice 1n the
proceedings of the Canadian parliament. BRI R RRES

T I S T T AT (After SIU convict-
official Banks had flnally ‘succeeded in his mission of bust-
ing a competing Canadian union, he was indicted on & non-
extradictable charge by the Canadians, put up $ 25,000
bond and managed to elude the Canadian Mounties to find

rest from his labors aboard a union yacht moored off
Brooklyn. )

(18) gigx to Engels, Correspondence, Int. Pub., NY, 1936, p.
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(19) cCf. Engels to -Mehring, Correspondence, Int. Pub., NY,
1936, pp. 510-511. Valuablé work in this direction has
been accomplished by Emile Durkheim (Jaures!' "Kautsky").
Unfortunately, because of the deterioration of the large
Marxist movements after Thermidor in the USSR, there has
been no published effort to put Durkheim in perspective,
as Engels put Morgan in perspective before.

(20) Marcus, 1961 SWP Convention Discussion Bulletin,

(21) cf. L. Troteky, "The Curve of Capitalist Developmert,"
Fourth International, NY, May, 1941.

(22) The most fervent admiration for a revolution abroad, just
to the extent that it diverts movements from attention to
tasks at home, is actually the more counterrevolutionary in
exact degree to its fervor., Cf. Cannon, or. clt, As
Cannon underlines, such sympathy isn't worth much to the
revolution abroad.



EPILOGUE : Cannonism In Perspectivé

The title of the accompanying draft political resolution,
"The Coming American Socialist Revolution," has been selected
to emphasize the relatlion of our present views to that aspect of
"Cannonism" for which Comrades Cannon and Murry Weiss used to be
the best and most vigilant defenders, While we have very
serious differences with "Cannonism,” these are differences con-
cerning the indispensable means for principled objectives we have
in common.

Cannon has best stated the basis for our fundamental
agreement with "Cannonism" respecting objectives. The central
problem of life for any revolutionary party has not been des-
cribed more effectively, more practically, than :*:: in The First
Ten Years of Hmerican Communism: -

"What happened to the Communist Party would happen with-
out fall to any other party, including our own, if it
should abandon its struggle for a social revolution in
this country, as the realistic perspective of our epoch,
and degrade itself to the role of sympathizer of revo-

lutions in other countries.

"I firmly believe that American revolutionists should
indeed sympathize with revolutions in other lands,
and try to help them in every way they can. But the
best way to do that is to bulld a party with a confi-
dent perspective of a revolution in this country.

"Without that perspective, a Communist or Socialist

party belies its name. It ceases to be a help and
becomes a hindrance to the revolutlonary workers! cause
©in “its country. And its sympathy for other revolutions
isn't worth much either." (1)

It is the irony of "Cannonism" that Comrade Cannon should be
aligned today with a political comblnation in the leadership of
our party which has become, in his own words, an "obstacle to

the revolutionary workers' cause" in this country. He is aligned
with a leadership whose " most ac-
credited spokesman before the world, Joseph Hansen, has publicly,
with the support of the Secretariat, with the assent of the
National Committee, written off the socialist revolution in the
leading capitalist countries for our epoch, has written off the
historic role of the working-class and has also discarded the
indispensable role of the Leninist party. (2) Comrade Cannon
has, imonically, solidarized himself organizationally with a
leadership tendency which has gbandoned formally the struggle for
a social revolution in this country as the realistic perspective
of our epoch, a leadership which at the.same time seeks to degrade
our party to the prole of sympathizer of revolutions in other

countries.,
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"Cannonism" is not able to extricate,unaided, itself
from this predicament. While, on the one side, the political
demoralization of our basic cadre has to be explained in terms of
the objective "factors'" of prosperity and reaction, of isolation
from the working-class, etc.f it would be a fraud to overlook
the fatal flaw in "Cannonism" which robbed some of our best
"Cannonites" of the means to resist the deadly virus of American
Exceptionalism. Yet we must not "destroy and cast out the posi-
tive values and achilevements of" "Cannonism;" "Cannonism,"
exactly including all its profound errors, represents the highest
previous stage of political and organizational development of the
American proletarian vanguard. We follow the example of Karl
Marx and, incidently, the prescription of Comrade Cannon, in
seeking to "conserve and build upon" the best and highest expres-
sion of the real proletarian vanguard as we are compelled to seek
it out from among real movements 1ln the real world. Comrade .
Cannon epitomdzes, speaks for--at least generally--the highest
expresseion of the real forces with which the building of a
revolutionary party must be undertaken. (3)

We shall get nowhere in omr efforts to build a revolu-
tionary party in this country unless we start from a candid
admission of the £act that the Socialist Workers! Party is a
very sick party-dif, lndeed, it 1s a party at all. It is sick
because its politically tired central leadership has succumbed
to the same disease that took the Cochranites from its ranks a
decade earller. It is sick because no leading member of this
party 1s able to offer any concrete alternative to a perspective
of indefinite U.S. prosperity and social stability in the main.
It 1s sick because 1ts leadership has lost sight of the Ameri-
can Socialist Revolution (except for ceremonial postures of such
far-sightedness) and is compelled to predicate the fading vestige
of its socialist identity on 1ts sympathy for revolutions in
other countries. We shall get nowhere in our efforts to build a
revolutionary party unless we recognize these plain facts, ex-
plore thelr eauses and resolve upon effective corrective measures.

We partlcularly disassociate ourselves from the view
that, Just because the party is sick, one must not "rock the
boat." That misgulded view occasionally resorts to the histori-
cal fact that the Bolsheviks, on the eve of 1914, had only a
few hundred members. It points to the depth of demoralization
which afflicted the Bolshevik party up to February, 1917. The
moral of that view is: "You cannot exclude - - in advance the
remote posslbility that this leadership will entirely change its
political character under the pressure of great events." That
messianic fahk is, we know, the basis on which a more viable
tendency within the leadershlp, albeit a minority tendency there,
has established and maintained the combination, even to the point
of supporting the most flagrant atrocities committed 1n the name
of that same unprinclipled combination which now monolithically

substitutes 1tself for a political majority.

Our term, "admission," does not represent a resort to a
thetorical device. If the leadership fails to plainly state to
the party ranks that this party is sick, the actual views of the
National Committee and Secretariat are plainly represented 1n
thelr acts. The leading evidence of this kind 1s the growing
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resort to outrageous organizational measures for the purposes of
expelling or otherwlse suppressing sources of serious political
discussion, even within the ranks of the leadership itself.

The most concentrated documentatlon of this fact is found in the
Plenum proceedings of the Robertson expulsion. The majority of
NC speakers on this question argued for the expediancy of this
expulsion on the grounds that the National (and especlally the
NY Local) leadership was incompetent to cope with the political
views expressed by opposition elements within the party. The
most flagrant revelations came from the mouth of Comrade Harry
Ring, whose principal argument for the expulsion consisted of
the fact that the Robertsonites in the NY Local voted for Com-
rade Phelps! motion for a Branch discussion on the "Oswald =
Affair." (The Wohlforthites were expelled thereafter on the
pretext that they had pefitioned comrades to support their re-
quest for a party discussion.) It was represented as party
policy thereafter that no serious discussion could occur except
during biannual three-month pre-convention discussion periods.

We know that this gag rule has been imposed (how effectively we
can not be certain) upon even the ruling bodles of the party
itself. It is also plain that the Party Secretariat, properly
no higher than an administrative arm of the Political Commlttee,
has, in fact, placed i1tself above the ruling bodies of the party.
In evidence of this fact, we need only cite that the Secretariat
took it upon 1itself to suppress a Memorandum submitted to the re-
cent Plenum of the NC, on the pretext that the NC could not re-
view Convention decisions; yet, at the same Plenum, the Secre-
tariat obviously moved and secured an 180° turn in the party's
tactical orlentation. FPFurthermore, that same Plenum endorsed

the stewardshilp of Comrade Hansen, on the | - heels of

Hansen's published repudiation of Trotskyism. The strenuous

and increasing efforts of the paryy apparatus to suppress dis-
cussion processes, tendency exlstence and other essential "norms"
of Leninist life, can only imply that the leadership regards this
party as so sick that any normal processes of political con-
frontation would blow the organization wide open.

We do not suggest that it is exactly news to Comrade

Cannon that he is organizationally allgned with a group of
Cochranites--Cochranites at least in their political if not
yet thelr organizational orientation. There 1s strong evidence
to suggest that he excuses this unprincipled practice on grounds
of the very messianic fable we have already cited. It is im-
Eortant to compare Comrade Cannon's public address to the Sept.

» 1964 West Coast Vacation School, in which he made the most
devastating and generally correct public attack on the party
leadership's program, with his complicity in organizational mea-
surea to strengthen that same leadership. It is true that ,
in thet same speech, Comrade Cannon succumbed to grave errors
respecting the political implications of the "Triple Revolution"
document--those errors are consistent with the outstanding his-

torical record of limited apprecilation for the "subtleties" of
Marxist theory. However, his tactical orientation in that
speech was predicated upon a mainly correct reading of the Tran-
sitional Program, which the present leadership of our party

nas never grasped and which it now most flagrantly rejects in
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practiee. If Cannon's programmatic-> call in that address could
be taken at face value, a profound struggle was launched at that
instant. Subsequent facts show, however, that Cannon was prepared
to do no more than "run it up the flagpole" to see who in tha
party's ranks and leadership would "salute it." He did not,
thereafter, name names and clte documents and events, the
hallmarks of Cannon's course in making a serious political attack.
The address did cause a certaln flutter in the leadership, but
when 1t became evident that Cannon "meant no harm," matters
returned to the normal state of maintaining the unprincipled
leadership combination.

What Comrade Cannon and the "Cannonites" in this party
have thus far refused to face 1s the fact that the allen politicel
tendency now mushrooming in the party leadership is in signi-
ficant measure a Frankenstein of Cannon's own creation. This is
not to discount in the least the "obJjective factors" which pro-
vide the material, sociological basls for the general mood
of political pessimism infecting the party's leadership and
ranks. Our charge against "Cannonism" and against Cannon is that
he misbuilt the central leadership of this party in such a way
as to make it extremely susceptible to the influence of alien
tendencies under the very circumstances which Cannon should have
forseen, particularly after the Cochran Fight. To face that
fact, Cannon would have had to have faced the fundamental flaw
in "Cannonism."

That flaw 1s the myth which grew to such large propor-
tions after the Schachtman Fight: Cannon's distorted conception
of the proletarian party and the conceit that "Cannonism" equals
Leninism. In fact, we have the strongest grounds to kelieve that
the assassination of Comrade Trotsky prevented this myth from
recelving the devastating treatment it urgently required even
then. The wrltten word irrevocahly testifies to the fundamental
differences between Trotsky and Cannon on just this question.
Both, of course, agreed that the significance of the Sbhachtman
Fight was the renegacy of a petlit-bourgeols soclal layer of the
Trotskyist movement of the ‘'thirties. Trotsky's political support
for the "CannonitesY as the "viable tendency" has been gratui-
tously extended by the apologists for the Cannon Myth to imply
that Trotsky's political support could be equated te 100% support
for Cannonism. In fact, Trotsky's and Cannon's conception of the
conditions of membership and role of the intelligentsla in the
party are exactly opposite. 1In failing to grasp the "subtlety"
of Trotsky's dissections of the Schachtman tendency, Comrade
Cannon overlooked and thereby came to repudiate the fundamental
axiom of Leninism: "Without a revolutionary theory there can be
no revolutionary movement;" it 1s, as Lenin and Trotsky have
stated, the way in which a vanguard selects and develops 1its
revolutionary intelligentsia that 1is absolutely decisive in
determining the party's revolutionary character.

The heart of Trotsky's analysis is provided in the
following excerpt from In Defense of Marxism:

M. With a petty bourgeols it is worse. There are, of
course, petty-bourgeois elements organically linked with
the workers, who go over to the proletarian point of
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view without an internal revolution. The matter is

quite different with the academically trained petty
bourgeoisie. Their theoretical pre judices have already
been given a finished form at the school bench. Inasmuch
as they have succeeded in gaining a great deal of knowledg
ledge both useful and useless without the aid of the
dialectic, they belleve they can continue excellently
through 1ife without it. 1In reality they dispense with
the dialectic only to the extent they fall to check, to
polish, and to sharpen theoretically their tools of
thought, and to the extent that they fall to break
practically from the narrow circle of their daily rela-
tionships. When thrown against great events they are
easilly lost and relapse again into petit-bourgeols ways
of thinking." (4

Since the petit bourgools is not steeped in the class struggle
in his daily life, his class origins deprive him of any rudi-
mentary basis for alleglance to the proletarian struggle. He
can not become truly proletarian in this respect by disguising
himself as a proletarian, as by adopting the habit of poverty,
or by otherwise aping the actual or imagined habits of the work-
ing class. Even long years of service in the shops does not
eradicate the fundamental contradiction of his presence in the
proletarian movement. For his previous origins, habits of thought
training permit him to reassimilate himself into petit-bourgeois
ways of life and thought whenever the pressures of the class
struggle should urge him to escape. Only a small minority of
petit bourgeols elements, as Trotsky underlines, can assume a
proletarian mode of existence in a real way. A petlt bourgeois
intellectual, in particular, can only become a proletarian rev-
olutionary in an entirely petit-bourgeols way, according to the
example provided by Marx, Engles, Lenin and Trotsky themselves.
His devotion to the proletarian revolution in particular can

not honestly derive from i' anythling but his thorough, sclenti-
fic, Intellectual comprehension of the necessity and practi-
cabllity of the socialist revolution in his epoch.

Just because this is the only road for a petit boyr-
geols intellectual to become a revolutionary, the revolutionary
intelligentsia of the party, developed in this way, becomes the
indispensable ingredlient which gives that party its active re-
volutionary perspective and character. What they must do each
day of their revolutionary life--if they are to remain revolution-
aries, l.e. constantly apply Marxist theory, advance it, etc.
for the purpose of discovering the real, material connection of
the present to the social revolution, is automatically the mater-
ial which ralses the vanguard of the working class from ignorance
to revolutionary consciousness. This relationship can be 1lik-
ened to symbiosis in the animal kingdom, where the natural by-
products of one species become the means of survival of the
species with which it cohabits. It is through the, admittedly,
tiny fraction of the bourgeols intelligentsia, which thus repli-
cates the path taken by Marx, that the party, alone, acquires
comprehension of "the social rewolution in this country as the
reallistic perspective of our epoch."
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Comrade Cannon, without questlon, wanted the result
which only the revolutionary intelligentsia can provide a party.
Comrade Cannon, in this respect, can be aptly likened to a
housewife who, after hard experience, ultimately discovers
which product is more serviceable without, at the same time,
having the remotest conception of how it is manufactured.
Comrade Cannon's transformation to Trotskylsm has exactly that
character, as he describes 1t so excellently in his own auto-
biograpby. Cannon knows the “product" which makes a party revo-
lutionary, as we see in the thesis from which we have quoted at
the outset of this preface. He has however only vague insight
into the sociological and party-organizational process by which
this "product" is obtained. This is most dramatized by the
Cochranite Fight, in which Comrade Cannon (unlike most of his
collaborators at that time) actually fought for the principle
that a party must base itself on "a perspective of the social
revolution in this country, as the realistic perspectlive of ocur
epoch." However, to the point of the Cochranite argument, the
question of an actual perspective of more or less indefinite U.S.
capitalist prosperity and soclal stabllity, Comrade Cannon was
absolutely incapable of replging in any specific terms.

Comrade Cannon, failing entirely to grasp the signi-
ficance of Lenin's fundamental axiom or Trotsky's dissection of
the petit-bourgeois tendency, used the pretext of the Schacht-
man Fight to subject the main body of petit-bourgeois elements
of our party to the Procrustean bed of "proletarianization,"
except for a tiny fraction of select wretches who were permitted,
by virtue of nothing more nor less than thelr petit bourgeois
training for administrative chores, to perform housekeeping
routines in the party apparatus. Cannon's short-cut, his failure
to grasp or apply the meaning of "internal revolution," had the
effect of demoralizing both the petit bourgeois elements who
were "proletarianized" as well as those who were coopted into
the apparatus. Under the pressure of the first main wave of
conjunctural pessimism, reaction, after the Second World War, the
bulk ‘of our "proletarianized colonists" marched from our ranks
in a body, accompanied by some of Cannon's formerly most prized
petit bourgeois instruments in the apparatus. After that defec-
tion there remained only one comrade with any competence in Marx-
ist economices in our leadership, the late John G. Wright, and
apart from Cannon and Murry Weiss, not a single national leader
of genuine political stature in the realm of developing pollitical
programs.

This 1s not to suggest that petit bourgeois intellectuals
should not be sent into shops. It 1s imperative that our ranks
not be flooded with unemployed or semi-employed petit-bourgeois
youth; colonlizing 1s in periods of actual or approaching social
crisis a political necessity.. However, it is abosoutely dis-
astrous to substitute "proletarianization" or excessive emphasis
on narrow practical party activity for the fundamental approach
a Leninist party must take toward the problems of assimilating
its petit-bourgeois intellectuals, of recruiting from among
these elements the revolutionary intelligentsia without which no
vanguard can become and sustain ltself as a revolutionary party.
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A party does not become proletarian by "proletarianizing"
its petit-bourgeois recruits. Exactly the opposite. By develop-
ing from these recruits a viable revolutionary intellignntsia,
1t qualifies itself, by attaining what the working-class vanguard
can never develop by its own means, to attract the vanguard of
the proletariat into its ranks and peripheries.

The first charge, therefore, is that Cannon's policy of
"proletarianization”" systematically demoralized the social layer
from which our party could recruit its indispensable revolution-
ary intelllgentsia. Our second charge is that Cannon was vir-
tually incapable of dolng otherwise--by himself--since he lacked
comprehension of Marxism as a sclence that must be practiced as
a science. It was sufficient to most Cannonites, if not always
for Cannon himself, that the proletarianized petit-bourgeois
elements "read the books" and thereafter at least maintained
the appearance of using quotatlions appropriately--this practice
laying the basis for the Talmudic or Scholastic School of "Trot-
skyism" which 18 the miserable level of "theoretical development”
of most of our old ecadre and our present influx of youth.

The student recruited to the party will, left to his own
imagination, approach the study of theoretical Marxism with the
same classroom and "homework" habits he has previously cultivated
in bourgeois education. He will work for a 'passing grade,"
aim at ‘"getting the wor'ds into the right formulation,” attempt
to attaln some excellence in recalling who said what on what
oceasion, memorizing (to impress hls teachers and peers) those
phrases which have a particularly felicitous literary or pole-
mical color. He will "know all about Marxism," because he has
"read the books." He needs no teachers, because he can "read
everything he needs to know from the books." He introduces into
the practice of "Marxism" that same fakery which has earned him
passing grades and campus social esteem in the world from which
he has come. His Marxism, in fact, takes the form of a dialogue
wlith his former professors, or with past acquaintances of dorm-
ltory bull-sessions.

His pseudo-knowledge is never put to the test, because
the party provides no "hard school" of real Marxist practice
In which to sift out the Talmudist or Scholastic from the devel-
oping reveolutionary intellectual. How do we know a real revo-
lutionary intellectual? Consider Mgrx, Engles, Lenin, Trotsky!
Seized by the force of revolutionary knowledge, they applied
that lesson with unquenchable appetites to every subject of
human existence, arts, science, psychology, etc. To be exact,
they especlally distinguished themselves from bourgeois culture,
in which knowledge 1s fragmented, each speciality into its own
compartment. Exemplary of Marx and Engels in this respect is the
Dhring affair, of Lenin, the Empirio-Criticism question, nor do
we need to detail the scope tf Trotsky's uncurbed passion for
whatever was relevant to human existence, institutions and acti-
vity. Such intellectuals, as our cases-ln-point demonstrate,
do not merely write in all flelds (Cf. Lenin on "Bolshevik-
swaggering,”") but criticize their own and other such workd
with devastating precision. The revolutionary intelligentsia,
like Marx, 1s seized literally by the Promethean outlook; it is
that Promethean determination to change everything fundamentally
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which compels him to devote himself to the proletarian struggle
however stupid, brutish the workers may be (as they usually are)
and despite the cravenness, apostasy of their comrades and even
whole movements. The revolutionary intelligentsia is the product
of an internal revolution. It is only such an intelligentsia
that can create a revolutionary movement out of the social fer-
ment otherwise brought into being. The practice of Marxist
science has this character, and no one is a qualified Marxist
theoretician until he or she made that lnternal revolutlion, been
sub jected to testing in that quality of Marxist scientific prac-
tice.

Our level of "theoretical" practice in the party at this
time does not differ in principle from the "theory" employed in
any Madison Avenue Advertising Agency. Our "theoretical' organs
(public and internal) are characterized best in the words of
Marx:"...making things easily comprehensible, l1.e. exposltion
for the ignorant. Imagine a Jjournal of chemistry where the rea-
ders' ignorance of chemistry is constantly assumed as the funda-
mental presupposition." (6) The Cannonite School, at least '
through its epigones, has steeped our party in a Proletkult--
exactly of that quality which tore the fiber out of all of the
German Communist movements 1n the period preceding the rise of
Hitler., Many of our rapidly-advancing young petit-bourgeois
recruits show thelr real esteem for the party and its tasks by
the comtemptible sophistries they plainly deem sufficient to
earn them a good reputation in its ranks. They are absolutely
not serious about ldeas: the fervor with which they defend the
officlal 1line on this or that tactical turn (e.g. "Freedom Now")
is only exceeded by the absolute silence with which they abandon
such arguments once a sudden turn 180° to the right supplants it.
There is absolutely no serious discussion, at this point, of
any of the party's p9litical activities. If a few voices of
criticism are raised, meaningless phraseology offered by our
petlt bourgeos youth leaders 1is only a veneer to the hooligan
organizational tactics used to shout down, vote down any pos-
sibility of real discussion--as out of order between convention
periods! ("The majority is the party; the Secretariat is the
ma jority; anything you do or say is all right as long as you
line up 100% in defense of the latest innovation in the official
line."g This present caricature of Cannonism only amounts to
the fact that the laading tendency has succeeded in destroylng
all that was viable in Cannonism while adhering with the utmost
fervor and energy to all of its political flaws.

As a result of this fatal flaw in Cannonism, there 1s
today not a single competent Marxist economist in our national
leadership, to say nothing of persons emerging above the -
rudiments of materialist science to more advanced political sub-
Jects revevant to the social and political superstructure. How
could Cannon expect Comrades Weiss, Dobbs, Kerry et al, or even
himself, to convince themselves ultimately of anything but the
indefinite prosperity and social stability (in the main) of
U.S. Imperialism? How long did Cannon expect the leading cadre
to maintain its conjunctural optimlism on blind faith along?

How long did Cannon expect this party to maintaln a competent
Insight into the historlcal process while that party was brought
down to the abysmal theoretical level of Hansen's weekly re-
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packagings of the New York TIMES? In this sick party of ours
today we have the most consummate demonstration, albelt perver-
sely, of exactly what Lenin meant when he wrote: "Without a
revolutionary theory there can be no revolutionary movement."

Dialectical Materialism

It is, of course, more or less inevitable that the crux
of the leadership's defense of itself against this criticism will
be the cases of Warde and Hansen. If the evidence at their dis-
posal is worse than poor, they have to make the most of the piti-
ful defense exhibits they may pretend to possess. Yet, 1in fact,
such defense exhibits would better serve to hang them than ex-
onerate them. We will summarily review the redolent case of Han-
sen in the next section of this preface. Here, we turn to the
tragic case of Comrade Warde.,

Warde's institutionalized authority in matters of the
dialectic is a grave individual and general political tragedy
which in itself ably demonstrates exactly how Cannonism has
robbed this party of leading Marxist theoreticians. If Warde has
opened any of Marx's books on the subject of dialectics, it
would be kind to assume that either his brain or the light was
turned off at that time. It is not accidental that Warde should
have repeatedly decorated the pages of the ISR w1th the thread-
bare Stalinist fraud about the errors of Marx's "youthful -
writings," since these texts represent the only place in which
we may discover explicitly what Marx has to say on the subject.
It is a tell-tale sign that Warde should, therefore, resort to

‘formulations explicitly rejected by Marx, such as "negation of
the negation,' and resort to an explanation of historical mat-
erialism, "individual greed," which Marx attacked with the most
concentrated vitriol.

There is no special politlcal significance, howaeer, in
Warde's blunders and revisions as personal errors. He came to
the party in that ignoble intellectual estate whlch C.P. Snow
aptly characterizes as the prevailing "Luddism" of our literary
intelligentsia. Since that time he has not diminished in the
least his utter innocence of any knowledge of how the material
necessities of modern life are actually produced. It is quite
consistent with this that hils efforts to speckle his essays with
shop analogies should number among his most pitiable accomplish-
ments. But this 1s not itself of general political significance,
since most petit-bourgeois elements of Warde'!s background and
opportunities haye done even far worse than he in this domain.

The immediate political issue is the "official" status
given to Warde's blunders during two decades. It is even much
worse: poor Comrade Warde's ersatz dialectic has been used as a
stalking-horse in the systematic elimination of most potential
dialecticians In our ranks. This is not a profound political issue
because of the profound political importance attached to dalecti-
calmaterialism by Comrade Trotsky; it is not a mere matter of
Philesophical orthodoxy. If one turns serious attention to those

'youthful" writings (which Warde slanders) of Marx, 1t becomes
clear that dialectical materialism, Marx's economics, historical
materialism, the concept of workers' control, of socialism are

¥
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so interlocked that it is impossible to treat any one of these
apart fPom the other without vulgarizing Marxism as a whole.

Without dialectical materiallism there is no compre-
hension of Marx's economics; without that, it is impossible for
a pary to be revolutionary or Leninist, since without Marxist
economics it is impossible for a party to view "the social rev- "
oclution in this country as the realistic perspective of our epoch.
Nor can such a party otherwise offer the working-class, the Black
Militant, the student, etc. anything more than a messianic hope
of the undefined but wonderful things that will descend miracu-
lously upon them with the establishment of a workers' power which
such a party can not define! such a. party has, actually, nothing
fundamental to offer to the working-class, to the Black Militant,
the student, ete. Since a party without these qualifications has
nothing to offer the working-class, it can not be, in Lenin's
sense a proletarian revolutionary party--however energetically
it suostitutes attitudes and deeds of proletarian militancy,
however energetically it devotes its press to panegyrics on the
morality or other qualities of workers. No party without these
sclentific qualifications can attain anything better than a
messianic perspective of socialism.

Warde's official status as dialectician characterizes
ours as a party which does not great theory seriously, but which
"saves the appearances" by assigning some apparatus hack to mouth
and scribble sultably esoteric Jargon whenever the want of real
theoretical activity may threaten to come to light. Warde is
simply the bureaucrat whose desk sits in a dust closet marked
"Dialectical Materialism Department." To do justice to Warde
as a comrade one should absolutely not mention his pretensions as
a theoretician, but devote the disuussion to his services in
Civil Liberties, etc.; if only Warde himself would permit us
to pursue that course.

Hansen's Disease

In the period immediately following Comrade Trotsky's
assassination, Comrade Hansen continued to glow for some time as
a revolutionary Journalist. As subsequent years were to show, this
this was merely the inevitable florescence of material exposed
to very strong light. Begilnning with the discussion of the -
"Buffer Countries," it became clear that Hansen's former attain-
ments could not be attributed to any internal source of intel-
lectual competence of his own.

It 1s not easy to determine at exactly what rate Hansen
has proceeded to his presently overt gpostasy. He is perhaps
the most consummate "trimmer" in the party's apparatus, a trait
which appears even during the last days of his stewardship under
Comrade Trotsky.(7) In apparent contradiction of this fact, he
sometimes seems to be in advance of the leadership in his publish-
ed formulations of a political position. With one or two
possible exceptions(8) this appearance 1s only an illusion.

Just because this party exists ineapitalist society, it
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is scarcely irrelevant to examine some of the party's own inter-
nal life in terms of "models" abstracted from the trade union
bureaucracy, Democratic Party or even the corporate bureaucracy.
In that respect, it is proper to liken Hansen to the public re-
lations assistant to the corporate president, a position which--
like that of the ordinary advertising executive or continuity
writer-ylaces a premium on the mentality of the "trimmer." For
monthe preceding the presidental assistant's brilliant exposition
of a "ne¥ policy", the sentiments embodied in that exposition have
been expressed, albeit crudely, with lncreasing frequency in the
clique-politicking among company bureaucrats. The trimmer's
existence as a well-paid instrument of the corporate bureaucracy
(or trade-union bureaucracy) depends upon his absolutely feral
senge of self-preservation in reading the direction of the "poli-
tical wind” aright. As long as this trimmer succeeds in merely
articulating a consensus of the most powerful comblnation of
cliques, he generally continues to advance in position and pres-
tige--not unlike the manner in which Stalin rose to a position

of absolute power in the USSR.

This trimmer's Cochranite tendencies revealed themselves
plainly in early 196 :0 to our knowledge. This was manifest: in
his uncomradely, absolutely swinish behavior (reminiscent of the
Cochranites'! jokes about Cannon's American Theses) concerning
s tudies of the current economic situation. While we have not seen
the end of Hansen's apostasy yet, 1t is at least possible to
trace his progress in overt degeneration from his swinish conduct
of early 1960 to his whole-hogged repudiation of Trotskyism at
year-end, 1964.(9) The Gestalt which emerges from the pattern of
that interval permits us to probe deeper, to trace the etiology
of Hansen's Disease to such an early stage as the post-war dis-
cussion of the "Buffer Countries" et al.

As with the case of Warde, what is politically important
in Hansen's personal political degeneration (not excluding that heg
like Lazarus, might arise from the grave) is that he and his
renegade views are both an organic appendage of the leading ap-
paratus. This is boldly underlined by the actions of the recent
Plenum in renewing Hansen's stewardship following the publica-
tion ! " of his comsummate repudiation of Marx-
ism-Leninism in the name of "Trotskylsm."

It would be extremely difficult to expose the contra-
dictions in the Party's position on the Cuban Revolution without
putting that position into the perspective of the preceding dis-
cussion of the "Buffer Countries." That position's flaws are
that 1t did not go far enough by half in supporting the progress
of the Cuban Revolution in practice, while,,at the same time,
it completely overstepped the bounds of any approximation of
Marxism-Leninism in tall-ending the Cuban Revolution as the model
of revolutions to come. In fact, Hansen's position on the Cu-
ban Revolution represents exactly (as his recent apostasy demon-
strates absolutily) the substitution of sympathy for revolutions
in other countries for the social revolution in this country as
the realistic perspective of our epoch. The theoretical roots of
§ansen's 1961 position emerge explicitly in the character of the
Buffer Countries" discussion, more than a decade earlier.
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Trotskyism emerged from World War II with two general
axlomatic perspectives. First, that the War would be followed
by a wave of socialist revolutions in the advanced countries.
Second, that Stalinism was "counterrevolutionary through and
through." True to these perspectives, the end of the War was a
period of general pre-revolutionary and revolutionary social
ferment in Western Europe, with the concomitant emergence of
renewed--though far less advanced--social ferment in the U.S.
itself. If the Frenc h and Italian Communist leaderships had had
a different-than-Stalinist character, they would have seilzed
power in their countries in a period in which the endemic mood of
the U.S. and British troops would have prevented effective U.S.
military intervention against that seizure. The economic and so-
clal consequences of the U.S.' loss of Europe in thils way would
have been the maturing of the economic and social conditions for
a conjunctural crisis in the U.S. But, true to the second axio-
matic perspective, Stalinism, on explicit instructions from Stalin
turned over Western Europe to U.S., Imperialism, thus providing
U.S. imperialism with the real basls for 1ts post-war recovery,
preventing the emergence of condlitions forasocial crisis in the
U.S. and, incidentally, preventing the British Socialist movement
from realising the obJjective conditions for its further development

However, Jjust because the U.S. was not yet able to mar-
shal the conditions for adventures against the Soviet Uninn, there
emerged new deformed workers' states in Eastern Europe and, des-
pite the efferts of Stalin to sell Mao Tse Tung out to Chiang, the
Chinese Revolution. This contradictory development meant to every
empiricist in our movement that Trotskyism had failed on the
count of both of its axiomatic perspectives. To them, Trotskyism
had lost its connection with the social revolution for this per-
1od of history; to them, the only course to save the Trotskylst
organizad®ns was to either adapt as a leftwing of other political
forces, e.g. Stalinism, or to withdraw into a complete sectarian
existence for the indefinite future. Thus, the discussion of the
"Buffer Countries" et al had, at best, the character of an effort
to "save the appearences" of Trotskylsm. The Trotskyist position
of defense of the Soviet Union's revolutionary achievements was
expressed in he description of the "Buffer Countries" as "de-
formed workers' states," while the purely formal appearance of
"Stalinism 1s counterrevolutionary thirougland through" was saved
by equating the epithet, "deformed" mechanically, to the call for
the overthrow of the regimes in those countries. In the course of’
these bankrupt rationalizations, the historic and social content of
a workers'! state were replaced by the yardstick of purely econo-
mic forms of nationalization, central planning and monopoly of
foreign trade.

Hansen, as the documentary record sows, was among the
most muddle-headed of the commentators participating in this
series of discussions.

It soon became clear that this muddle-headed Jjargon
about conditions abroad was only an abstract refraction of the
developing, not-yet-articulated real issues: the growing dis-
affection in Trotskylst ranks with the perspective of social
revolution in each party's own country as the realistic perspec-
tive of our epoch. That reality began to be projected into the
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realm of at least party-corridor discourse during 1949-50, as the
party was compelled to retreat from a leading, active role in

mass work, with the attenuation of both the party's practical ¢
relations and political perspectives of leadership of the U.S.
(for example) working-class. The 'proletarian colonists" inevi-
tably reacted to this development with a deep hatred of the Can-
nonism that had stripped years from theilr lives for the apparently
frultless course of '"proletarianization." At the same time,
petit-bourgeois elements in the apparatus were being driven to
frenzy at the prospective loss of an audience to give homage to
their petit-bourgeois proficiencies. The "colonists" turned away
from the party toward the trade union bureaucracy. The petit-
bourgeois apparatus elements sought a broader avenue for the ap-
preciation of their talents in the still numerically significant
raks of the Stalinist peripheries. This process, a product of
conditions of each Trotskyist movement 1n its own country, was
WU el T BT U S TN IGE By D T U 2%alin
and De..utcher's thesis of an evolutionary reformation of Stalinist
forces. The breszking-point in the party came with Harry Frankel's
long MILITANT article doing homage to Stalinism's slaughter of

the working-class in the East German revolt. But that gabble

in the form of differences over events in other countries finds
1ts true basis in the social conditions and political demoralil-
zation of the @Qochranites and Pabloites in respect to revolu-
tionary perspectives in theri own respective countries.

Joe Hansen's outstanding contribution to the Cochran
Fight was a maundering treatise on the "molecular process," his
own belated, irrelevant effort to formally adapt himself organ-
izationally to Cannon's and Weiss's principled political fight
against American Exceptionalism. (That obscure document today
would best serve as a dipping-place for left-wing existentialists
trying to prove the legitimacy of themszlves as a tendency within
officlal Marxist movements.

When the Cuban Revolution reached the stage at which
Hansen deigned (probably for fear of being outflanked by Gitano
and the Welssites) to recognize the importance of that vevolution,
he dredged up the worst features of the Buffer Countries dis-
cussions, crudely equating abstract property relations with the
historical materialist terms of a workers' state. However, since
he retained the stupid mechanical equation of "deformed" with a
call for the overthrow of the regime, Hansen was compelled, in
order to sympathize with this revolution in another country, to
relegate any discussion of deformity to a very obscure "footnote.'
His propensity to advance sympathy for this revolution in another
country as substitute for a conJunctural perspective at home was
admittedly given special impetus by the success of a competing
tendency, the "Weissites", in making organizational "hay" among
radical peripheries. There can be little doubt of the role ©f
this secondary factor in the light of the way in which the anti-
Wess cliques maneuvered between the Weissite and Wohlforth ten-
dencies (with the ultimate aim of destroying and expelling b-oth)
prior to and following the 1961 Convention. This organizational
consideration, however, is meaningless unless we probe it moxe
deeply, as the historical record no confirms, to uncover the
determination of a demoralized political tendency in the leader-
ship.to sunpress all meaningful forms of internal pq}itical 148fe
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in the S, W,P.; for this is what the Weissites and Wohlforthites,
despite their respective differences, represented: the vital in-
terplay of political factions and tendencies in molding the dev-
elopment of the party. (10)

If we understand and acknowledge that &he thesis cited
from Cannon at the outset of this preface represents the proper
context for a correct position on the Cuban Revolution, no im-
proper constructions can be drawn from the following analysis of
Hanse .n's Cuban Revolution position.

RS ORE S SR ¥

Hansen's approach to the Cuban Revolution was entirely
mechanistic and empirical, exactly as the Soclalist Labor Leagve
has charged, whatever particular differences we may have with the
SLL on its particular analysis of that Revolution. He abstracted
that Revolution entirely from the material and strateglc politi-
cal conditions in the world, and conflned himself, as his own
mendacious formulation has it, "to the facts." The proper in-
terpretation of Hansen's formulations then is now unequivocally
determined by his cited documented renegacy of late 1964. The
material conditions which Hansen excluded from his theses were
the world market conditions which reached a critical point at
the time of the 1957-58 U.S. recession, conditions which exacerb-
ated material conditions in every colonial and semi-colonial
country, conditions which were dramatically manifest in the Cuban
economy from 1957 onward. Secondly, he excluded as a significant
consideration the role of the U.S. State Department and its apolo-
gist, the New York TIMES, in giving propaganda, aid and comfort
to Castro prior to the seizure of power and in simultaneously
witholding from Batista that available military and economic
aid without which Batista could not have defeated or at least
considerably frustrated the victory of the Castro forces in their
then present political development and organization. He entirely
overlooked the change in U.S. foreign policy during and after 1958
which called for a "managed bourgeois-democratic revolution" in
the colonial and semi-colonial countries--as a means for develop-
ing thos economies for a new wave of imperialist exploitation of
their infra-structure. Not only did Hansen and his co-thinkers
fail to consider these decisive material and stragegic political
circumstances of the Cuban Revolution, but Hansen and his fellow
anti-Weiss clique associates (Kerry, Warde) variously attempted
to suppress publication of materials dealing with those conditions
and did suppress Marcus' 1961 Convention document counterposing
exactly that strategic analysis to Hansen's empiricism! (11)

Since the U.S., within three months of Castro's accesslion
to state power, reversed thelr strategic political policy res-
pecting "managed bourgeois-democratic social revolutions"” in the
underdeveloped countries, by the time that Hansen had deigned to
recognize the Cuban Revolution's imports and conditions for a
simple repetition of the Cuban Revolution had ceased to exist!

In fact, the widespread illusions concerning the Cuban Revolution,
that a new short-cut, by-passing Leninism, had been discovered in
guerilla carfare, has been a considerable factor in bringing about
the defeat and demoralization of revolutionary forces in Latin
America. Thus, the practical effect &f Hansen's theses: "They :
made a revolution; we are in no position to openly criticlze any-
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thing about that revolution or their perspectives," was to pre-
pare for the demoralization of our own cadres and to give license
to a disorientetlion which has alded in creating defeats of the
workers' and peasants' of Latin America 1in the course of the
revolutionary situations which have occurred since that time.
In effect, Hansen's theses amounti in practice to a regression
to the old Stalinist perspective of the road to the socialist
revolution through the "bloc of four classes." It is this rene-
gacy, which he now advertises, with Cannon's yet-taclt support, as
the "vindication of Trotskyism." It was in 1961 that Hansen first
began to display those actually counterrevolutionary feathers
which he now displays with such uninhibited apostasy. To this
date there can be no legitimate contention that Hansen is not
"counterrevolutionary through and through."

The Organizational Question

The capsule case studies of the leadership's two chief
ersatz theoreticians demonstrate the outcome of Cannonismbs fatal
flaw, while at the same time giving the lle to any pretense by
the present leadership combination that i1t should in any way be
placed above the realm of the most active internal criticism
between pro forma pre-convention discussion periods. What is
required, at least, is the opening of the party's internal dis-
cussion processes for a complete overhall of the accumulated
rubbish-bins of its "theory" since the death of Trotsky. This

'should not, of course, be an abstract treatment of past discus-
sions, but a correction of our traditions from the standpoint of
a Marxist interpretation of the tasks and perspectives of this
present moment of history.

This is not to argue that many tactical resolutions and
activitles of the SWP have not been significantly correct, nor is
it to state that the party is bankrupt entirely; even many of its
present policles respecting Black Nationalism, etc., have very
useful and necessary agpects. But tactical blunders or achieve-
ments are absolutely third-rate issues when compared with the
fundamental question of whether our party is acutally preparing
to effect a social revolution in this country in our epoch. If
every useful tactical activity were to come to a halt in the
interests of an internal process of discussion which produced a
Leninist strategic perspective, a Leninist party based on the
practlce of the most advanced theory, such a course should be
followed absolutely. In fact, however, such drastic abstention
is exactly not the necessary condition for the process of theore-
tical discussion which must continue from this point ownard. We
may have fewer meaningless subscription drives, but the very pro-
cesses of discussion will inspire comrades to put what they have
learned into practice, to develop their comprehension of theory
by practising it.

In this period of rising radical ferment among youth and
minorities, in a reawakening of the pre-stages, in the form of
rank and file ferment, of left-wing tendencies in the trade uniors,
our first task is to train a cadre of organizers, of Leninist
"poomers," who can take to the boondocks of U.S. society to ex-
plain the current economic situation, to present the strategic
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world and national prospects for socialism, to penetrate every
facet of radical ferment in student, minority and working-class
movements. This will mean penetration of SNCC, SDS, of course.
It will also mean a serious turn toward opponents' work. Just
because none of these tactical opportunities correspond exactly
to any predetermined norms of radical or revolutionary struggles,
this work can not be effectively pursued without a constant
dialectical dissection of these developments for the purpose of
distinguishing thelr appearances. Otherwlse, we shall not free
ourselves from the present form of analysls, which determines only
which ferment to "tail-end" and to get down to the Leninist's

Job of intervening. None of these things are possible unless our
party is based on theory and unless 1t steeps its ranks in the
active practice of real Marxist theory.

It 1s for that reason that we so ¢learly distingulsh
ourselves from other minority tendencies in the party, who are
Preoccupied only with this or that particular question--as 1f the
'right formulation"” on China, etc., could possibly be an entire
remedy for all of the 11ls of this party. Whatever is the right
and wrong of these entirely derivative tactical questions--and
some of them are extremely important--they have absolutely no
historic significance until we first establish this party as a
party which sees the "soeial revolution in its own country as the
realistic psrspective of our epoch." That perspective can not
be an article of falth, it can not be established by scholastic
argumentation from the "books," but must be based on an active
analysis of the current economic situation in which we explore
constantly the interconnection between the dynamics of the materid
basls of our society and the sharpening contradictions those
movements are throwing up into the socid and political super-
structure, We are nothing until we utterly abandon the Hansen
empiricism of "sticking to the facts," and get down to the dia-
lectical process of determining what is becoming.

Thus, while we have particular and strong views on the
correct tactical perspectives at this moment, we subordinate our
persuasion on thaee matters entirely to the fundamental politiecal
question which we put forth in the accompanylng draft Qolitical
resolution. We insist that what is fundamental is to ''get back"
to Leninism, and 1ts policy of always proceeding from a general
strategic perspective, such as our draft resolution embodies, to
the particular questions of tactics in particular current situa-
tions.
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It is an absolutely homeric irony that the Weissites and
Wohlforthites, who bullt the yuti: should all be out of ¢t
the paty today, except for comrades Murry Weiss and Phelps.
Of the second echelon of early ywutnational leaders,
except for Comrade Sherry,and a few others.

only Bzsrry and Pecte , who turned in thelr backbones
for a pat on the back, remain.

We must admit that when he forgets organizational combi-
nations long enough to dabble in real politics, Kerry

has often enough seemed closest to us on many questions.
Perhaps, it is because, underneath his own unprincipled

- organizational trimming, that Kerry knows that we are

politically right that he is the most overtly vicious.
It is typical of Kerry that his prologue to his 1961
trade union report should be virtually a word-for-word
lifting from the Marcus document that he had Jjust
suppressed!



	v25n06-1965-disc-bul139
	v25n06-1965-disc-bul140

