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INTRODUCTION

The faCtsnln the matter of the?document of Comrades Leonard and
Marco which follows are these: . : ‘ : -

Comrade Leonard submitted the article sigried by himself and °
Comrade Liarco to the Editor of the PARTY BULLETIN., ‘The Editor of the
BULLETIHN Informed him of the rule that articles for publicatlion in the
BULLETIN may not exceed 8 pages., This rule was adopted a long time
8go lmi.order to establish some sensible procedure for contributions
to the BULLETIN, .The Party obviously cannot undertake to publish
articles regardless of thelr length simply because a contributor has :
decided by himself and for himself that his article must be 10 or 1S5 or
20 pages long., Naturally, this was never concelved as an absolutely
iron-clad rule to which there are no exceptions. ~‘Provision was also
made for such exceptlons in the case of articles of exceptional impor-
tance, etc., declsion in the matter belng reserved by the Editor of
the BULLETIN or In case of apreal, by the Secretariat or the Political
Committee., The Editor, therefore, requested Comrade Leonard to re-
duce the article to an appropriate size, especlally since Leonard, like
any other Party member, has the full right to conitribute additional
articles on the same subject or any other subject in other BULLETINS.
Leonard simply refused to conform to the rule, Thils 1s not surprising
In view of the fact that Leonard has-taken the positlon that hé is .
obligated to abide by party rules or decisions only insofar as he
happens to agree with them, and to act, even in public, In accordance
with his own views in all other cases, Since we have not ngreed to
convert the Party into a loose federatlon of more or less sovereign
tendencles, we could not share Comrade Leonard!s attitude,

Comrades Leonard and Marco state In the preface to thelr article
- that "The three politicasl dlscussion bulletins issued since the conv-
ention (nos. 18,19,and 20) each contain a contribution of 10 pages or
longer, in spite of a "warning" of a 4 page limit," The implication
1s clear, The edltors request that the authors cut their contribution
to within the 8 page limit was an act of political discrimination.
(Reference to.the "4 psge 1imit", was obviously an error and was
subsequently corrected, as the Comrades Leonard and Marco very well
know,) Let us examine these three "exceptions" to the rule .

Vol 1 No 18 carried a 10 page article by Comrade Forest (Marxism
and the Negro Question), This article was a PRE-CONVENTION disCussion
article submitted to the New International =mnd referred to the
BULLETIN due to lack of space in the N.I,.

Vol 1 No 19 carried a 10 poge RESOLUTION by Comrades Ed end A1
Findley. (Resolution on the Jewish Question) The 8 page limit obvious-
ly doec not refer to resolutions,

Vol 1 No 20 carried an 11 page article by Comrandes Armstrong and
Merrigan (In Defense of "Revisionism") There were two reasons why
the editor o tHe Farty BULLETIN ¢Id not request the authors to cut
this, Pirst, becouse it was submitted as a pre-convention discussion
article to the British section, £nd second, tecause Comrades Armstrong
and Merrigon happen to live in Irelnand
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As stated cbove, the 8 page rule is not an iron clad rule. ' :
‘Several articles of 9 and 10 pages have appesred in both the BULLETIN
and the BUILDER. But in every cnse (except one submitted prior to the
8 page rule in the BUILDER-~Article by Stan Grey on Recrultment--

Party Builder Vol 1 ijo 4) these articles wer~ longer and were returncd

to the author for cutting, In every case the suthors cooperated and .,

reduced the size of thelr article., Comrade Leonard, as in all other
cases of articles which exceeded the page limit, was asked to reduce
‘his article., Only Comrade Leonard refused, - .

Further, Comrade Leonard did not seem to find it necessary to go
- through the simple procedure of appealing the decislon of the Editor
to the Secretarint or the Political Committee. The question of his
article, nevertheless, did erise in the Secretarist and latér in the

~ ‘FC, where more than one discussion was devoted to thls question, This
naturally occasioned a furtker and, it might be added, regrettable
delay in the appearance of the article. Nevertheless, the PC decided
to publlsh the article as submitted, in spite of the fact that it did
‘not conform in length to the rule indiéated above, in order to re-
move ony grounds for confusing the theoretlicsl and politieal discussion
of the question dealt with by Leonard-Marco with any discussion of
Inner organizational or administrative questions, Mesnwhile, however,
Comrade Leonard mimeographed the article himself, in » revised and"
still further lengthened form, mad provided the Natlonal Office with~
coples for distribution in the'Party. e are herewith sending it out
as part of the regular Party Bulletin, . ' ' ,
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- THE CIASS CONCEPT SUBSTITUTED FOR POLITICS

(Note: This article was submitted for the party bulletin
Oct. 25, Six weeks later, we found on inquiry that it had
been rejected because of its length. So we have put 1t out
ourselves, ) ) S

The issue of the Party Builder which appeared shortly after
our article was submitted had a lead statement entitled
"The Builder Needs Liofe Copy." The last Party Builder has
. an article of 11 psges. Ve were told that the 1imit of
- elght pages applied, however, only to the political disc- .
ussion bulletin, The three political discussion bulletins
i1ssued since the convention (nos. 18, 19 and 20) each
contain_a contribution of ten pajges or longer, in spite of
a "warnini" of a four-page limit in no. 19.) ,

.A number of courades have come to us and sgid, "I agree with
many of . your points and criticismsw, and you have some good ideas,
-and suggestions, but I cannot agree with your theoretical generali-
zatlons, what you call 'unionitis'." They go on to say, "Granted
that the party neglects political work outside the unions to some
extent, evengranted that perhaps the party directs.-too much of 1its
attention to the unions, isn't a shift of emphasis all that 1is:
necessary to rectify the situation? Why do you make a principled
question out of 1t3" _ ' ) :

- The answer 1s ‘that 'unionitis' is only the manifestation of the
real trouble, only the particular form. The root of the problem, the
basic cause of the fallure of the party to breask out of its isolation,
1lies in a mistaken conception of the role of the revolutionary party,
'Unionitis! is not .so much the causé as the effect, the symptom, the
place where theoretical blunders have: vecome impotence in practice.

If, for example, the party were to cencentrate 8574 of its work and
attention on veterans' work, veiorans' ~roanizations, contacts with
veterans, discussions of how to function among veterans, etc., the
disease would not be bzsically altered, because the party would still
be conceiving ths class strugglc and itsclf onesidcdly.

g _ v . _ . .

. A worker becomes socialist, not in proportion to his militancy
against the boss, but in proportion as he sees his problems and a
struggles as part of a larger problem and struggle. The party, as the
intellectualizer and broadcner of the scopo of workers! thinking,
functions as the intellectual center of society, Just 2s socialist
urderstanding comes with thc intecgration of ideas, with the perception
of thec relations of 21l classes in soclety, with the rezlization of
the whole struggle cgainst capitalism,. on all its many fronts and with
211 1ts many wezpons, so the revolutionary party must conduct its
“activiities, . o

In its over-cmphasis of the economic struzgles the party has
maneuvered itself into the positien of maintaining that the working
class itself (that is, by the magical power of its class existence
and organization) is everything, that there is no "public" in a strike,

#Contained in our pre-convention discussion article "Political
Party or Trade Union Party", our "Resolution 6n the Party™, and the
. IKD's "The Crisis of Bocialism and How to Ovorcome It," 5 ‘
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and that the working class can administer industry or socicty compe~
tently, *he party members who cchicved the wearing of over-zlls
during the war ousht to reccall vhat they saw rather thon what they
eﬁgected to sec: the workers are cogs in the productive apparatus;

wi shout the trained sections of thc middle class, socicty, and
~especially soclalist socicty, would fall apart, And "trcined sections"

docs not mean only enginecrs; it mcons farmers, school tecachers, pro-
duction managers, professors, artists, writers, intellectuals,
scientists, - ' ' o

]

The party is the indispensable catalyst, the all-important third
ingredient, by memns of which the objective calamities of caplitallism
recct upcp thec subjective feclings and ideas of thc people to produce
an orgenized movemont for the renaissance of soclety. - The gartg is
the only instrument by which the working class can become competent,

and the party must thercfore cttract compctents to itself, and train
the workers vho ¢ome to the party so that they are competent in the
“theorctical and practical cspects of revoluticnary work, Our party

is no such instrumcnt todny. It is sven furthcr behind its historic
tasks vhen we remember thot it 1s much casier to take povicr than to
‘hold it; i.e., the party must not only lecad the revolution, but it must
- lezad socicty eftcrwards, L ‘ )

our party conceives of thc revolutionary process as o parade, witl
the WP and the Reuther wing of the UAW at the hcad, thcn the rest of
the CIO, thcn the rest of the working class, and bringing up the rear,
the -middle clpsses. The assumption is that the union workcrs see what
good lcaders the party members are in the unions--and the rest of the
‘masses fall in bechind., For it has been forctold by St. Marx in the.
- Reveleations of Capital, =nc as 1t has been prophedcd,so it shall.
_come to pass. You seg, the workers must leaé the rcvolution, so we
“will recruit them first, thon the middle classes will fall in...

' There will be those vho cannot sce anything in the above para-
graphs except an implication that the party should orient toward the
middle cla sscs. Thoy cannot. sco that organizing workers into the
revolutionary party mesns changing them and, in o sense, making inte-
llectuals out of them; that 1t is not = qestion of appealing to gHy
class, 28 a class, but of appecling ‘to the morc progressive groupE“Th
.socicty os political pcoplc, of winning the wore politically advanced
layers to us. Some comradcs cannot understand that. because the best
elcments, In general, will turn out to be the vorker clecments that one
does not, on that account, makec-a blind jamp-into working class org-
enizations. The problem of how to get the workers I not solved that
 §imply. Tho same comrades cannot understand that the party by its
very naturc connot be all-inclusive;that an organization 1s more imp-
ortantly judged by its political composition than by its social comp-
osition; that the cconomic strugglcs and the political strugglcs arc.
not mochanically comnected in rcel 1life. ( For <xample, we saw »
.during the war that the only union which again and again was willing
to go out on strike egeinst the national defense program, against thoe
government, aga.nst the entire scrcaming bourgeolsic and the rest of
crganizcd lcbor's lcadership was--the backward United Mine Workers,
Converscly, in the UAW therc was lzuchcd tho reuther plan for making
morc tanks faster,) . '

, The Cannonitcs carry Lhe a-political conce-tinn of class to the
nth degrec: Their faétion represcnts one class, and their "comrade"

opponents' znother. This kind of "analysis" is found in chapter 2 of
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M,J, 0lgin's "Trotskylsm--Counter-Revolutlon in Disgulse" ("The Sncial
Basls of Trotskyism"). Our party never assimilated the methodological
error involved; the mechnonical derivation of politics from economlc
fectors, ‘'Ye would not declde the character of a war directly from an
economlc analysis, but «e decide our orientatlon =nd arenas of political
work in this over-simplified way, :

- The consequence has been that the conception of the revolutionary
party has been-seriously vulgarized., Draper's re~issued "APC of
larxism" contains such things. as "The revolutionary party...consists
of...workers, who organize themselves .(shades of Johnson's "self-
mobilization of the mosses").., and act as a dlrecting staff.:.other..,
parties sre incnpable of carrying on o militant and consistent struggle
against the bosses...because of their position in the productive pro-
‘c€ss,.," Erber's educationel-bulletin on "The Rolé of the Party" talks
nore cbout unions and workers than about the party, The list of '
"demands" in Labor Action was hesded " WP Program for Organlized Labor,"
tnd so on,’ ' ST : o

The party has come to equnte class struggle with economic struggle, -
‘The whole pollticel struggle ngainst the bourgeois state, all the~
1ssues which can set masses in motion, are subordinated and except for
"recognition" in Labor Action, lgnored, In the riame of "practical’
politics" the WP has become a-political; under the slogan of being
realistic("we have limited forces at our dlsposal") the WP has thrown
political toctics out of the window ancd substituted instead a Jopn~-
sonlte conceptlon of "Capital®™ as n political gulde. Historical
perspective (the historical ‘role of»%ﬁe proletariat) replaces an
approach to the problems of today on thelr own level, =nd "practlical
considerations" lead to abstentionlst sectarianism, . C

The party believes that it is tzking sufficlent cognizance of a
political lssue if ‘it features some articles in Labor Actlon. Literary
activity is s necessary part of most politicsl struggles, but why
doesn't the party content itself with-this type of activity on trade
union questions? The party belleves that one must be in the unions and
shops to do effective work, but for political issues 1T 1s content with
8 couple.of .'demandg'l.in Labop.hction, Why the dichotomy? INustn!t.we
be in the psliticeal ‘arenas, participants:in the political struggles and
in the most promising nnd active organizations? ' :

At all stages of the struggle 1t 1s necessary to build political
~capitel, Only a party of many thousands can go into the trade unions
as a concentration; for us it ls necessary to function, work and gain
- @ reputation n2s a party; our two or ten people In a factory must be
members of the porty thot did-this or is doing that. Then our members
in the uniong wITI gain o real hearing and blowing: "These guys ore
connected with the Workers Party, Yhat's the party that held the
demonstration on X; 1s active in Y.or%anizatlon;-predicted that Z would
‘heppen,.,,cxposed, rnllled, said, dida,".. ’ ' '

We will never bé able to fight the Stalinist machlnes as $molated -
members of an unknown party, (Our members have forgotten the days when
We used to junt:Stalinists out, 1:filtrate orgenizations they controll::
bait’ them politically, 2nd bent them so often that they wrote into ttroir
constitution "Ho personal or political relations with Trotskylises...")
- It is the party, its functioning, its press, i‘s reputation, thmt will
give us the basis for golng into the unions and forming our own machiner
Today the only way our people get influence in the unions is ns unlnonis:

irber remnarked in reporting on his tour, that o ,
| | ISos
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the Detroit branch is "in a stalemate” and what it nceds to break the
stal emate is "A new strike w-ove," Isn't this tail-ending the masscs?)

Wle hove been puttig the cart uvcfore the horse. First,we hope
tc build 2 porty, thon we will function as a perty. FIrst, we will

- work on contacts, then wc will try to form, say, a pricing committce
with them. The party bullctins cndlessly repeat -the stupid advice:

- ™ie must ask peoplc to join. Our comrades o not ask people to Join
but wait for thc contact to suggest joining." Anycne vho has recruitec
to the party as a2 result of political work (that is, activity where
party members and non-party members have functionsd together around
some political issuc or issues) knows that recrulting is not primarily
an organizationcl problem, and certainrly not & problem in ctiquette,

]

In Bayonne, vhere a branch of wiinorityite SWP membors functions,

- four members orgcnized s housewives! committeec, They got: 'two mass
domonstraticns supported by threc unions and one veterans! crganizatio
front-page publicity in thc newspp ors, and recal roots and contacts.
Of course, this vias only a flash in thc pan;” the activity of one
branch cannot substitute for the all-inclusive activity that a party
should cecrry out. But it ought to suggest that we are not going to
link our party with the politicsl masscs until we engage 1n serious,
bold, znd varied politiel work. 4&nd that means rcvising our concepte
ion of what thc party should be.

SO | . SOME CRITICISMS

" 1) "You place too much cmphasis on leading the masscs. *he
party'%'continued isolaticn 1s due to the discoirzging vierld develop- .
ments, " ’ ” '

- If the party camnot grow 2s long as th: working class is not
winning victories, then the party is cimgl, . *+»~» tail-cnd of the
working class movemont., Thc party must teke the intitative in
rallying the masses; the defcats of the l:st quartcer of 2 century
arc. morc 2 constguence of the failurc of leazdership than ¢ czuse of th
non=cxistence of such lcadership., There has been no shortage of
rcvolutionary situations curine the last 20 years; the shertage s
tson in reve.ms!onary. parties thot mew how to Place themselves at the

Y

hezd of the awss movements.

Our party is caucht in a vicious, closed circles the failings of
¢ the Fourth are due to the working class defeats, but thé working class
E: defeats are due to the faillure of the Fourth to lead. To break out of

this circle there is needed, despzrately needad, the kind of a party
that will be in 2 position to set t e date fcr the revolution (mot .
predict, but set). Those comrades who talk glibly of mass revolutione
ary parties need to "understand t at without the 'dozen' of tried and
talented leaders....no class in modern society is capable of conductin
-a determined strug-le." Those comrades who spre.d the uiyth that the
Bolsheviks owed their success to their "practical" slogons (like "Peace
~Lend, and Bread") and slide over tue. fact that they hed painstakingly
built up o sacialist working clecss do not unders:sond thet Meadership!
~means leading at all stages of 2ll strug-les. The Bolsheviks could
lead .on.big questions becausc they hed led on small orncs; they could
make proper use of “practicalslogens because they nade proper use of
"improctical® ones (like thcir un*i&:-ar slogans), Vhat does our part,

-~ lead today? : _ -
| 1506
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2) In 1935-39 the American Trotskylst movement wos an

esoteric, romantic scct contemplating 1ts cwn navel, (viany comrades
th.nk this wmeans thot we were a propcosonds group.). then came the
war, the prognosis that we were in a pre-revolutionsry situation and
the decision to "proietaricnize". (Ornc comrcde remarked, "It is bio-
logiczolly impossible,") Ue -are asked by our critics, "”asn't this a
step forwcrd, a 1opking'outwar¢, an e¢nd to our scct crionism?"

Fwtre - L0 ALY that vas cﬂcom911shed was that for o time we sto“ned stewing
’ "thweur own-gklce oné started erwnlng anmong the maszcs. Pura adorically,
the mors we concentrated on the unions, the less-able we were to
politicalize sur work in the unions. This was to be exXpceted, not
becouse inadeguete. forces were left to cﬂzﬂy on DQlitiCﬂl cctivity
outside the unlons, vut becausec tho pur ¥ wvent to thc woriers lg
Eereral, a-politically, znc¢ had there fore to. concentrate its cfforts
on ascimilotion, on trade union politics. The more we tried to
"prolct“rlnniac" udeCqu~, thc more v¢ come to roo.rd the rcvolution- .
ary nﬁrtv, not as le ding, but cs cdvising uol;fical strug~les, The
concept of ths party as "avisors vnos vrchangsd from the "closcd scet"
cays: the masscs were golng to cowe to us ther becouse our 1deas were
better thon anyone clsc's, TA1Y ve alé wvoas substitute’ thc miﬂutinc of
union faction f; hts for ;1tcr“ry criticlsms.

3) "How can tho pogty have urlunitis when 1§ss'thah_cg¢hth1rd
of our menbors are in the unions’" - ¥

The p“rty's faiiure to ao anyth-n~ with 1ts members who are not
in unions (Erber spoke of "branches on whcols™) 1s not due to care-
lessncss, but to the party's apsrouch to politiecl work, For examplc,
t2ko the Coolid~e position on the negro question, It asserts that
thé Negro cannot hopc to emancipzte niuself ¢xcept in clliance with
the white working clsss, This is truc historically; the strugzlec o
“the Negroes for democratic rights is cCoomed if it remains limited to
¥egro orgunizﬂticns. But the Coolidgec position foes on to conclude,
both in thecory =znd in practice, that today we should concentrate all
-our efforts for i cgro rights in the unions. This means, and has
meant for iho past few years, thaot thc party hos looked to the unlons
instc.d of to 1tstlf as the lntegr.tor of politfccl strugsles, and thot
the party has, in proctice,turncd its back on Fcgro crganizeations )
.end serious political work emonz the Fegroes, (Individusl contacting,
or gotting LA subs in a nC"IO projcct is not the samc thine.) The
pﬂrtv has fcoiled to perceive thvt the struzgle of tho Nciroes in thelr
-own behalf 1s thc prc-requisite for crawinc white workers into “the
utrugglc.

Trhe story repcats itszlf with ev;ry noliticnl issuc anc¢ arer-.,
and docs not dvpond upon iow .aany corrsges hold n-vn cardas, or -will
succecd in gotting foctory jebs in the next year, Yo ¢o not let the
“historical truth thot the Jews cannot solve their problem under
capitclism deter us from. 1rit1“, in our prograun ths slogan for frcs

immigrotion to Palecstine, But becousc we do not waderstond that thls
'slog-n althov » i °+o"ically utopian” con galvanize thl working
cliss into action {that is, the J sws todawy can, to o certiin cxtent,
“1lewd the workers) the only pl“ o we cre 1liable to usc the slojon is
in the unions. One could go shroujh the entirs transitionzl progr~:
and show, on issue uftcr issuc whore we "ralse" correct sloz ansg, IV
wilonitis as o gpthod of thinking orovents hha porty from "making

“politica,®
| 507
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Even those comr:des who are in the unions are Lamstrung. The
concept of "getting roots™ has prevented their tzaking the lead on such
issues as prices, or our ~103an of nationalization of the meat industry.
This article and its predecessors is not an objection to sending
comrades into unicns, but 2 challenge to the reascns vhy we send them
there, Given the correct rezsons, persnective, and orientcstion, our
unicn work would prosper (2s it hos not for the past six years) nlong
withh the other work with which 1t would be 1ntegrated

4) "Boesn't your position boil down to acdvocating electlon
comp-igns ond street corher meetings?"

Vle cre talking of a different method of building the revolution“ry
purty, not doorbell ringing or soap-box oratory. The party has lost
the road, ond we are proposing o new slant on how to root its program |
in the masses. Ve advocate, not Burnhcom's 1940 principle of a "campalg:
party," but on zll-sided party. Not only unions, but any other one,
or two ocrenas of work are too narrow for socialist activity,

Our positicn is not limited to Gifferent orgonizational and
agitaticnal tactics; it includes prop.ganda also. This means, not a
perpetual cheving of the liarxist Bibles o la Johnson, but such guestion:
as vocational versus academic education (The Dewey-iutchins contro-
versy, for example); the capitzlist versus the socinlist conception of -
penolozy; the importance of democratic rights in the concepticn of
historical progress- scme real thinking 5n answering the theories of
the Hooks, E stmuns, Burnhcoms, Xocestlers, Lruckers, end llacdonalds; the
extension of Mhrxist economic theory; a critique of psycho-analysis.

the revoluticnary party hopes to lead the masses it must better the
efforts of the bourgeoisie in all spheres, und especially inall
intellectual spheres. Capitclist decline has increased the number,
the weight and the urgency of the P- rty's tasks; in carrying them out
the porty will be recdying itself in the only pcssible way for the
socialist rcorganization of society.

ALL INCLUSIVE 2 RTY--4ITH CADRE

In a trade union or other mass organization, there ore many
people who are on the right side for the wrong reasons. It would be
sectarian to insist that eVerythlna be rlght in evayone's mind;
organizations must seek to be inclusive.

It is otherwise with the arxist party. The party is the "idea-

giver" of socliety; the party bears =z different tvge of relationship

to the prevailing iceolosies from that of any ctaer organization. Ve

are not just aonother politlc;l party, not just another collection of
ideas, not just cnother bomd of would-be "leaders. The party cannot be
all-inclusive in the scme sense as 2 trade-~union; it cannot be content
w it "willingness to funci.-~n loyally toward coqmonly accepted gocls."s
Lenin split the Russian party in 1903 on this question. It proved to
be an historically significant ques»ion, but the ilarxist movement hes
not assimilated the lesson. .

Vevertheless, the party must, in Shachtman's phrose "preserve
Inconsistency." It is not simply 2 question of democratic procedures,
or that "whcrc everyone thinks the same, nobody thinks very much,"

It 1s a question of the method by which the purty defends and changes
its ideos, trains its members, ensures its ideological growth, and
prepares itseclf for coming to ower. Parodoxically, the party must
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prescrve inconsistency by fighting cgainst 1nconsistency. Because _
there will never be a purty vhose members have all thought out thelr -
positions clearly to. the end;, znd all of whom zagree, the party can
_never achieve complete ideologicsl homogeneity. On the other hand, it -
is only by constantly trying to force everytcndency and opinlen in the
party to push jtself to its logiccl conclusion that the party will be
able to develop itself in « he-lthy ViaYe

- Just what does 1t medn to meke a minority ‘in ‘the party draw 211
the conclusions from tleir position? lon't that drive every opposi=-
tion and minority out of the party? Wot £t 2ll, The only ones it will
drive out will b¢ those that -should zo out. A hecalthy party docs not.
need to rely primcrily on orgzanizational measurecs or on o sectarian
list of "basic propwsitions” (checking off how many the herétic has
called into question) to purve itseLf the sheep and the zoats sepa-
r“te themselvbs. _ '

Fo one who supports the coniapt of an 2ll- 1nclusivo porty can
cnswer the question: "How can the Jarty preserve inconsistencys They
cennot cnsver because  they cre ofraid that to fight properly ogcinst .
such & minority as the Johmscnites vould drive soms of the Johnsonites
-~out of thc party. And why doos this rrosocct‘trrifj them? Beeause

we are so smell, Ve cannot afford suc¢h a loss, “Later perhups, we
- will try to act like s oolsuevik party, but now we must forget the
diffcrence betwecen the larxist party ond a mass organization, ( If
the party really believed, that it w cs seriously hcmpered: by "incde-
. gquate forces,” it would conCentrate, not colenize, its forces so that
it could function somewhere with adequate forcos )

 We called Trotsky o "shome-faced defensist" when he- did not .
declare publicly for the victory of the Red Army in 1940, We polnted
out what his positicn implied and dared hi.. to tcke his own position
~seriously., Basically, that is the method of attacking a politiecal
opponent, Auly end loyally done, cveryene learns from it.  The
majcrity ond minority must expect each othor to-have the-tourage-ef
their own convicticns (if for no other reason, bccause the revolution-

. ary party and 21l the tendencios wit xin it seek to k:hd the masses,.) °

A group ched v1th the horriblc consequcnces of their position
(2) modify thoir position and mové toward thelr sttackers' positic:
'(b)stop cead in their theoretical trac.:. or (c) accept the implicae
tions ond decpen their error. The last alternative corrics the risk
of splitting t. e party, but he vho Torgoes attack niz ‘an opponent cut
of fear of forcing a split pPGfng unity to claritv--ond "prestige
polifics" tocxenocracy. :

There cre those in the o*rty n1o will agrec vlth the ~bove para-
grophs as far &s they apply to the CP-SP dispute, or the L:bor Party

- . question., But whot about the Johnsoriites? The Johnsonites . .- mnd

to be t .¢ Bolshevik tendency in thé party, yet tncy dissolved thelr

focticn, and turncd the warJ(n~ ciass cver to the licnshevik wing,-
Instcad of wirning back the cetter clcments cmong tl’ Johnsovnlites,
the mejority prefers to "let sleeping dogs lio (e They =nopc, like

liberzls, to lkcep peace by "not stirrin:; up’ brouble." By lctting
Johnsun kccp wuis “emucusioépge the ma jority only postpones the
strugglese and lovers the 1uvcq of the portye.

, ' . |5°9
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. %hy doesn't the majority sey: " Your crguments indicate that you
believe you could attract the masscs with your propagcnda. Why don't
you put out your own organ? If your ideas are effective, the move-
ment will gain; if you expose yourself =s a windbag--the moverment will
‘gain clso.t The mcjority 1is afraid to say this, especially as 1t knows
that a Johnsonite or-on would disvrace the movement, But isn't this
just a backhanded wayof saying that the Johnsonites are a tendency
that should not be in the party? How can the party (on & permanent = -
basis, not just in regard to an occasional political bender of one or
two comrades) insist on keeping within its ranks a tendency 1t wounld
not allow to- "disgroace the movement?" How can we believe that we nust
keep the Johnsonite tendency in the pcrty, permently, at the same time
that we believe that if they won a mcjority we would split andllecve -

them? AR N

| J

Johnson's doctrine of pre-revolutionary situations clearly implles
Zinoviev's theory of the offensive, but the majority does not belleve
in "pushing" Johnson. lthe very process of production has matured

revolitiionary consciousness cmong the workets.

All that is needed to

shake up the workers, to start the beli.z *ling, is for the party to
sound the call to action, put up a fow barricaces, or .aybe plent a ,
little dynamite under some public building. The workers cren't in the.
strects today, right now, only becouse our party doesn't oifer to lead
_them to socialism, So--the porty must prodaim its revolutionary
intentions in thec strongest ond wost immedinte fashion; the workers
will see that tl.e revolution is "on" cnd will swarm to use ' '

. % . . \ . .
The majority's attituée toward Johnsonism has not kept the John-
sonites from developins ncw and decper differences at cvery turn, but

1t has z2llowecd Johnson tc take the offcnsive in

every discussion, to

mark out the area of the discussions and the level on vhich they will
be held. But the Johnsonites hove been ~~=i~1 the right of propor-
tional representation cn the. Hatlonal Comuurttee, which is only a Gise-
honest way of s aying that the Johisonites do no%t belong in the party.
If there is a qualitiative differcnce between the Johnsonite minority

and other minorities in the party, what is this

differcnce except

incompatibility in the so-called all-inclusive party? If we belleve ,
in nmaking all opponcnts bear full responsibility for what they say and -
do, wo zust insist that the minority acopt it. share of X adership '

in the partys

Ihe concept of an zll-inclusiveparty implies that minorities. -

are to be regorded as embodying purely platonic

aiffercnces, to be

airecd at stated intervols. A minority is supposed to be "1oyal",
that 1s, suppress any differences that might rupture the party. The

" content of the dispute 1s rc

oll-1.clusive crust, or inside =zn intcrnal bullctin. Theré has

resulted on emphasis on discipline, a belief the
stands hBigher then loyalty to one's own ideas,
totaliterianism, :

't loyzalty to the party
Thig I~ the road to

- 'The part: has come to act as 1f democracy consigted in tolerating
minority views °"We include 'em all") rat er than in insisting that:

tle minority try to tzke over the lcadership of
implics searching for ncw idens ond criticisms,

the party. Democracy
not nercly providing

en official chenncl for their oxpression. The low theoretical lovel
of the party and the failurc of the party to devclop ncw cadre pateris

‘are ominous signs,

—— S e e i e et ee—————— AT
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A TiLi OF TUO CITInS--WP Al SWP

In 1940 the imcrieen frots&yisn movemcn: split into tws sections
of necrly equal size. Counting the YPSL, we hod 2 slight majori ty,
In the jC rs sincc thc sn1 it thc SWP, in spltc of 2 hisgh turnover
about which thcy do not: spcak, has grown faster thon the WP, Todzy it
has a functioning ratio to the WP of nearly 3 to 1. In addition the
SWP is "rooted" in the unions, ond the end of the war dd not dislodge
them as it did us., The¢se thipgs have a profound effect on 2 party
1ike ours, ‘ .- -

The WP and the SWP are moving in the samc diroction. there
exists within our party alrezdy’'a group who ténd: strongly to theSWP's
way of tﬁink*nc cven on the thoorctical qucstions in dispute., It is
alre ady-azcecd by thc entire lecdership’ that we =nd the Crnnonites can
live to*ethcr in one’ pu.ty. lloreover, Shachtmen cnd Erber and others
have repeatedly,reforred to our "all-inclusive" type of party as
"on exporiment, . If the ekpcriment continues to lcad nowhere, if our
porty contlnucs"to stand s8till, and if thc SWP should secm to be
growing, therc arc references already. among some comrades to a "new
French tnrn" (1nto on SWP uCh la rger than the WP). '

Thc WP hos Décn unablc t o mzkc a nistorical cvaluation of the
Cannonite tendcney, to draw a real politiecal balance sheet between
thoB 2nd us. Bureeucr:tism docs not grow bocausc Cannon is & mean n

QN3 nor can we usc 2 a foumulcs " they -or¢ burcaucratic,- that's vay
thoy make politicel- mistgk\ " “The devil theory of- ourcaucrhtiSﬂ is
as unshtisfactory as the devil theory ‘of war (wars rg caused by

mnan's nugna01oasncss and the grceds of nations,, or thc devil theory
of capitalism (the bosscs oﬂploit the w orkers becausc they are
selfish and grasping). If burczucratism.is scrlous and - decp-rooted,
it must corrcspond to the type oi work the party is doing a2nd not . . .
doing. The way to mna lyze burcuu01ati°m,or to fight 1t, 1s to attack
vhat it does wrong, thot 1s, tho-weak.tsses and .failings in the party!
work. A corollary is: a party that follows & wrong politiczal line,
that remains isolgted or snarlod up in reactionary politics, will
become bureaucratic. Democracy is not -simply = question of vigilcnec
it 1s a qucstion of correct politics. - The  WPshold give souie thought
to why Cannon has had such on easy-time cop: turing the various scctior
of thc Fourth International. The WP Bust answer thc question: Where
are the Cocnnonftes headed? ' .

Pcrhaps Favill is n'fo"ﬂrunner. Navile, o former Cannonite
leacder of the Prench section, has written o beolztclling the acsses
of Europc to wclcome thc Kcd Army. 1z Stelinlst bookstorcs-sell
this book. The: prosnuct'of'tbc WP ‘going b“c& to such a swamp in
hopc of "hitcéhing up with & going c- ne¢rn™ is rot pleasants It is
too early to scy yct whc*hcr 2'cection of tho SWP will make a
rapprocacacnt with Stalinism, but 1t is not too ezrly to say that the
SWP grovis on thu sams hils tor;c 1 baels as’ the Communist Par*y.

This docs not mcan thot thc TP c041a not unite. with tno SWP
and convert it, but it docs assumo that the WP would hove to have o
clear political oricntation if it is to defcat. the Cannonite tendency
politically. ‘he mcncuveristic conceptions of Shachtmaen, Géldman
and Cannon, as displayed during the unity negotiationg, will not
sufficec. In thc opin on of the authors of tulS article, the WP will
not find any consistont Tundeuental position between the SWP ~nd the
IXD; ttre WP will either ceopltullite to Cannonism (which can happsn
without organizaotional unity) or choose the line of "The Crisis of
Socia ligm."

/ ~ . 15
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The split and collzpse of the fourth International is a conse-
quence of the fallure of thc Fourth to extend its influence, recch
political maturity, or link itself up with the mass movements., Our
explanation of that faillure is given in the articles referred to in
- the footnote on the first page of this article, =nd in this article.

These some idecs cre dealt with <lso in the last chapter of Lenin's
"L¢ft-uing Communism” cnd in %Walter Held's article in‘Fourth Intcr-
notion=l of Decembcr, 1942, ond Jan unry, titled "why the German
‘Revolution Foiled," , -

- The S%P cnd thc WP are founded, zond foundered, on the same rock,
“The SWP 1s worse off; but precisely because they have more nearly
coumpletely given up the concept ond practice of a Leninist party, they
arc not hell back os much as we, who are half on and half off. A
consistent line, even when wrong, i: often more cffecctive than a
muddlod one. Even so, it 1s extremely ooubtful that the Cannonites
will ever become 2 rczl forcc in America,.# .

The Cannonitc leadership 1s bureaucratic for the usual reason--
1t is politieclly helpless. (Of course, the interaction works both
ways, but thc two directions sre not equally importcont.) Thelr theory
that Russia is still s workers' statc is not so much the source of
thelr helplessness &s an outirowth of 1it, Thcy believe 1in the
. "worker formula"; Russia is a big trage union, the UAW 1s a smaller
trade union, the party is a gfoup of trade unionists, e¢tc. The
" Cannonites, cven sicker than we are with unionitis, have converted
“their party into o tr:de union party, ond their thinking follows the
same lines. Thcy are more sonsistent than we are; they really set out
to "gct roots" in unions, cnd we hav: ssen tho cowardly results in more.
than one situstion, Similarly, the autoamatic dependence of politiccl
strugglcs upon cconomic ("Class") factors has led them into vhite -

" washing the Stallnists bcecause Russis has nationalizcd property. Conno
can build a party, perhaps, but he cannot bulld a2 Marxist party. The
P 1s cn obstacle to 2 truly revolutionary p"rty, historic 11y, it is
rcactionary. Politics is a tough rocket; if you arc 907 right, you

arc wrong. Just os o single discord can ruir ‘s harmony, or one o

mistoken digit makes the wholu calculation usc10°s, so in the SWP a
formally corrcct sct of slogans only s¢rve ‘to cover up a monolithic,
dead-end orgqnization.

" Tee tondencies are developing in our party, One tends today to
accept the precscnt state of affairs, This implics the idea that the
party will, =2nd should, ‘rcmnin tiny and isolzted until the week before
. the revolution. The mcmbers of the Socialist Lator Party Rave '
reconciled themselves in this way, Our resolutions uscd to speak of
recruiting masscs; now, without any political motivation for the
chenge, the rcsolutions speak "realistically” of “ones and twos."

This 1s the same tendency that talks forcver of advertising the
name of the party, cs though politiecs werc like selling a brand of
toothpaste, Our party has held two "mass" mcetings in the last six
months: (1) the Goldmanites coming over to the WP, 2nd (2) the sixth
anniversary of Trotsky's death. hhqt kind of "practical" politics is
% Notc added «ftir SWP convention: The proletarizi iation policy is
proving its_1f sterile in practice. In spite of their 14 union loscal
_Prosidents, the SVWP hos had to curtoil its staff of functionaries, cut

the Militant to 6 pages, ~ and Fourth Intcrnatlonal to 16 pages.

lSn;
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behind this "tr:dition"? heptings5of'hhis kind, given our isolation
from politieczl currants. ;ndicutc that thc WP codre thinks Zike a
hopnless scct, , A

‘ "The same cynics attack thc IKD fuction as beliuvinv in a "magic
formula." Thegy have glven up the bolief thot our pnrty can breéak
out of 1its isolation, so they regard aos foolishly optimistic any
position which claims that a correct party oricntation would haVe
profound results., But the cynicism cannot find solace forever in tho
sweet lemon theory Mwe likc things just as they are; if we¢ had 1t to
do »ver again, we'd do it tho same way." The cynics may reczch the
conclusion that our “experimentzl"party is not working out .too well,
and that "the obvious th.ng to do" is unify mith thc SWP. This is
capituktion to Cannonlsm. ' : o

~ Not all the cynics will embrace Cunnonism. "Therc is a turnover
in our memberchip, a dropping out of the movement by those cynics who
‘prefer ~cknowledging "tiredness" to new forms of cynicism. Every frank
- recognition of failure carries the danger of decmoralization, the black
- prospect - of ‘making a fresh becinning., And noth;ng less than a
thorough -:~ing new turn" is requxred._ »

There is anothcr tendcney dnvalopinr in ‘our pﬂrt"--tho IKD faction
More and more comrcdes arc coming to ‘sece that-the p“rty's fcilures,
and tho failurcs of the Fourth, h:ive = s"stematic ccuse. They dre
looking ‘for the kcys to the problcms that have’ stymied ‘thc movemcnt,
end fhey ere finding themselves in cgreemcnt with the IKD'érs. At
the very least; they arc looxlng 'na discussing, rcther than excusing
and giving e~ch ‘other "pepat-i'a," The flrst step in scientific '
inquiry is to clearly posc the problem. You cannot discuss altérnative
solutions’ with . person who sces nothxnc to be solved,

H

: I.PPE‘ JI}&

. *he first post-"qr convention of the no rby wes unprccedcntcdlv
long ( 5 days), =nd the pre-convcntion discussion wus unpreccdcentedly
short (90,3ays). *hc convention was & drcopry affair which decided
nothing, and the pre-convention psriod was featured by NC rcsolutions
appearing towards the end of the discussion, and Johnsonites concent=-
- rating the discussion around thcms»lves. !

Since the convention, the party has becn going all out for .
Yefficiency." ¥Xew rules for upplication for mcmbership; new booke
keeping on ducs; lists; "break-downs"; o long "minutcs of the conven-
tion" instead of = muunirpful rcport on “vhat transpired; weckly
"letters" to the mombership; arithmetical "balonce shects™; mimeo-
graphed forms to he fillod out by members who go contacting (what an
insult to our membersl), and printcd forms of "notification of removal
- from mémbcrship rolls." that 1s to be expected of our party in power if
1f ~lready it is fouling itsclf with red-tape =nd "chicken?" The party,
accordl g to th: first Porty Builder, hos” »1qht national committees
cnd departmegn nts in ~ddtion to:-thc National LCommittec itself, amd each’
of them is \Weing thot 1t will prove 1ts rloht to pxistcncc by

1qsu1nv dlructhpS. oL , .

Another unhappy as poct of the new pirit of gettingdthihgs-donc-
whilc-standing~in~onc~place that has comc over our leadership is the
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new emphasis on disciplinc., In the traditional fashion of bureaucracy
-everywhere, the Jroblem of morale is being met by insistence on :
obedience. The basic upon which the party rests, the ideology thnt is
our reason for being and doing, are put into the baclground; instead,
comrades who miss assignments are threatersl with "chargcs." Those who
aren't up on dues,- or who have let thelir feelings be betrayed by missing
- meetings are told, "Ws have rules, znd to hold the p=rty together we mus:
enforce them." As always with burezucracy, tho technicalities come to ‘'
the fore, the procedural questions drown the political questions. Party
growth and functioniny ond morale are political questions, but the
. leadership does not know the answers, so we are being trected tothe onl?'
answer they do know: "Tightcn up the orgarization." :

- Shachtman is fond of ‘comparing thc failure of our party t§?2¥nce
1ts inception to the decline of thc Bolsheviks from 1908 to 1910. The
.. Bolshecviks, Shachtman said at the New York mceting on the state of the

party, "lost thousands." Shachtman forgets th:t the Bolsheviks had

thousands to lose because of the leading role they played in the
‘Revolution of 19085. Whtt revolutdonzry movement have we led that is
- now in deccline after & defeat? Does an 2nalysis of the amcrican scenc
L Justify the usc of the "objective situation™ zs an oxcusc for our
fallure to extend our influcnce? The resoluticns passed at every
‘convention 2ssert that the situation is fovorstle for the party making
real strides, ond anyone with half a politicecl eyé csn sce thot today
gignificant scctions of the population are restlossly scarching for
lcadorship and cla rity, end havc been for some time.  Gates ard some
of the other lsaders escape this difficulty by being = 1little more
vague than Shachtman: They speak of the ups cond downs of the party the
- way Republicans speak of the business cycle. "There arc periods of .
- growth, cnd there are pcriods of stagnation. . No onec should be slarmed.,
There has clways becn a period of growth after & pcriod of stagnction.”

o The end of the war precipitated a difficult situation in our party,
Our comrcdes wore thrown out of.industry almost at once; the veterans
~came back to a party even more isolited thon the one they left., The
question arises: Wh7y did we losc our roots so completely and so
quickly? It is not merely, orprimsrily, a matter of cur pcople not

i; ‘Having job scniority, but of what happencd to our political work, the

oots.wc put cown among the. workers. W%e lost 211 our contacts; with

he collapsc of our indiustrial froctions, the branches collcopsed zlse,

The blame"for this cannot bc passed off onto the bourgeoisie zond the

inconsiderate way they ended their war; the blame lids with the kind

of roots thé parry obtained with its orientation.  If we had mode o
olitical dent in the factorics, thc pcople we had affected would not

Eﬁve-secome inaccessible to us vhen we kost our jobs, and the war years

would not hzve been so fruitlecss for us. - - *

. The perty tried a2 mayoralty compoign, o sub drive, a fund drive
and 2 convention.” Now it is trying 2 half-hearted cxploration of .
veteran and degro organizatiors, a Congressional election campaign in
. New York City, an cight-pzge Labor iction, ond an inceroascd smount of-
~ internzl mimeogrzphed orgunizational material, This is the history of
‘the party since the end of the war, - : : '

THE NYC ‘ZL.CTION CuiiPAIGHE

; The current éldctiqh'campaign.in New York is conceived of as an
¢ Anterruption of party political work. All the errors of tho
miscrable . . - _ . A - - 1514
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mayoralty campalign are being repeated, The leadership simply

cannot understand the difference between a political campalgn and

an organizational campaign, that the former is simed at involving
outside people wille the latter is simply a technical afTalr of times,
places and arrangemers for leaflet distribution or loud speakers,

_ The City Committee made no effort to involve any of the masses
the party wants to lead., In getting signatures on the petitions, it
‘never occurred to them to involve -outsiders..  (In Buffalo, .sonre

- yesrs ago, two party members ran an entire election campaign. The

Negrees who had been involved politically, i,e,, around issues on
which the party was active, although none of them were %hen members
of the party,got the s'gnatures on petitions,) I

The r est of the campaign has been concelved in the same spirit,
Pointing the campaign toward the workefs, getting invited to speak
before organlzations, bringing up proposals for debates in unlons or
veterans! and Negro organizations, agitoting around "laws we will
introduce if we are elected." studying the record of the incumbents
and exposing them, organizing neighborhood committees on prices and
other issues, studying the neighborhoods and showing a full knowledge
of employment and housing statistlics in the area<-these and many
other proposals were suggested in vain, The party appears before
the people is just another redical sect, functlioning in the seme
- way as the bourgeols parties and taking advantage of the tribunal

provided by the bourgeois election campalgns to run off at the mouth
before disappearing Into obscurity again, (ieny people, when asked to
sign the petitions, snswered: "But I've nemer heard of him or his
party; how do I know what kind of a party it 1s?" oOr, "ihere 1s he
the rest of the year?") .

. The oarty cannot, by such tactics, expeot to be taken seriously
by the people, to be chosen as an alternsative to the other parties,
The fact is that the party ltself does not take seriously what it
says in electioneering. To say that we have not masde an impressive
showing even compared to the bourgeois parties (with whom there is
. mass disgust) is understeting. e have hardly shown ourselves at all.

The only thing that got lcKinney to speak in Harlem more than two
weeks.before election day was~--mind you, with a dozen "hot " lssueés
on all sides-- a protest meeting ngoinst hls being kept off the '
‘ballot, which was attended by as many outsiders as you might expect.
Shach man and lcKinney have not appeared five times before "thelir
.electorate; even street meetings without our candlidates have been
few and snarled up by pcor arrangements for loud speakers.

_ Political ingenuity was consplcuous by its sbsence. "Reaching

“the workers" 1s not considered a political question but simply a

matter of passing out leaflets or shouiing s speech that begins,

"Our party's program...” (To make matters worse, the lesflets

- flomed with such originsl slogans as "Smash the Profiteers" or "Break
the Lynchk ®ystem,") o o

Five minutes of serious thought about the housing situation
would bring forth such suggestions as: the real solution lies in
filling in and building up the ten square miles of Jersey marsh
~which could be made only 15 minutes from Times Square by subway.
Or, a leaflet pointing out the slmllarity between the meat shortage
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and the shortage in building materinls, and advocating as an

answer to the sit-down strike of industry, governmental "competition"
or-nationalization, i/e eould show sur seriousness on the discrimina-
tion question in Harlem by organizing a committee around, say, a
proposed law to forbld refusal of dwelling space on account of race.
e mlight have gone through every apartment in some slum block and
publicized the results, with pictures; we might have even be: able
to organize a housing committee in this way, e could hav

attacked the Republicens and Democrats' by playing up how t° | each
repuclate thelr own Tafts, Hoovers, Bilbos and Rankins. ' could
have explolited the way the ALP withheld itz support from vemocrats
who had -patronage disagreements with Marcantonio, And so on and on,

Our leadership chose, instead, to continue Red Sundays (in spite
of M. Slater’s unamswerable pre-convention article "On Sub Drives"),
They chose to answer all suggestions with "we haven't the forces" at
the same tlmeﬁ%ﬁ@y.steadfastly refused to amalgamate the brgnéhed
activities Into,the two election areas, This article is written
‘bafore election day, so we ds not know. vet how many votes will f all
into our hopper. But we do know that the election campalign has
falled to raise the party's stature in the eyes of the people,

S : Joe Leonard
Chet Mqrco
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THE THRVITARILITY OF £OCIALISH
AND THE LAWJS OF LOTION CF CAPITALIST SOCITTY

A Reply to Comrade Gates'
By F. Forest

I. The Dialectical llethod

: Com. Gates has' found it necessary to taxe :1ssue with the final
section of myv Outline of Capital, entitled the "Law of Motlon of
Capltalist SocTety." By the time he reaches the conclusion of his
criticism, he cdeclaims: ‘ S L

"It would be an exéeediﬁgly sad day foriour mdvemenﬁ, ir
its younger, inexperlenced, and not-yet ecducated elerents,
were to be educated with this kind of 'historlcal material-

ism!, and in the spirit which gives rise to it."

What, may.I ask, i1s the "spirit" which engenders my allegedly .
distored view of historical materlalism? Com. Gates's zeal to save- -
the youth and the "not-yet-educated elements" in the party from "a =
foolish error which is exactly contrary to Marxisn dialectleal thought“
end method" 1s cormendable, but isn't he butting 1t on rather -thick"?
In any case, since I fall to understand sll the lmplicatlons -in Con. -
Gates's reference to. the "spirit" which has cauded me to present ’

Merxism as Hegelianism, I shall proceed to handle more tengible things. -

I wrote:,"“It;ié becsuse Harx based himself on the inevitablility
' of soclalism thet he could discern the law of motion of
capitalist society, the inevitabllity of its collapse.”

I had added, further, that it was this concept of the lnevitabil- .-
1ty of soclalism that gave Caplital its profundity, force and direction,
Since Com, Gates does not quote thnis final statement that followed the
above quotation, I do not know his viliew of it. But Com. Gates leaves
no doubt at all that he considers the above quotation "pure ldealism,"
from which would flow the conclusion that, had liarx not based himgelf
_on the concept of the inevitability of soclalism, he would have been
unable to perceive the inevitabllity of ceplitalist .collapse. "Yet, -
actuslly," concluded CGates, "it wns because Marx discerned 'the law of
motion of capit-1list socliety, the inevitability of its collapse,'! that
he was able to affirm the 'inevitability! of socialism." R,

Rerend the sbove statement and ysu will see that- what 1is involved -
here is nothing less than the whole method of dinlé.tlical mnteriglism,
Com, Gates's interpretrotion of the méthod of historical meterialism
transforms dialectics into the sheerest kind of empiricism, He )
evidently thinks that one is scientific if one discerns, and then pre-
dicts; the discernment arises out of conemplation oveér assembled datn.

Unfortunntely, using a similar point of departure, the bourgeols
ond petty bourgeols critics 5T Marx proved, to their own satisfaction,
that Coplianl is on unscientific work because larx had believed in °
socinITsm Iong before he gathered drta about the economic orgsnism of
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capltalism. Kevolutionary marxism, on the other hand, asserted that
“had Marx not based himself on the inevitablllity of sociallsm, he could
not have discerned the law of capit-list collopse; he would have been
unable to get out of the web of capltallst phenomena to percelve 1its
contrndictory essence. In this age of ctom-smashing, must we really go

“boack to 2 conception of science which is 2o narrow as to bury the

dlﬁlectic in the debris of prqgmqtlsm9

' Let me refresh Com. Gates's memory with Rosa Luxemburg'!s revo-
-1lutionary defense of the historic concept of the inevitablility of
soclinlism ns o prerequisi*e to n sciontlfic "nﬂlvsls of capltalism:

'hat preclisely was the key which enabled Marx to open the door
to the secrrts of copitnlist phenomena md solve, a2s if in play, the
problcms thnat wer~ not even suspected by the grentest minds of classic
bourgeols political cconomy?" asked Luzemburg in her Heform or Revolu-
tion. "It was his conception of cnpitallst economy as nn hist-oric
prensmenon--not merely 1n the scnsc. recognized In the best ~f cnses by
~the classis egono nists, that 1s,  wvhen 1t concerns the feudsl pnst of
caplitalism--but 2ls> in 35 f=r as it concerns the -s>cinlist future »f -
the world," shz answered, nna proceeded further to explain: "fne sccret
of Eﬁrx's theory of vqluo, of hls anolysis of the problem >f money, of
“his theory of capital, of the thoory of the rate of profit, ~nd con-
sequently of the entire existing eccononle system, 1s fsrund in the
‘transitory charncter of cnpl*nﬂst cconomy, the lnevitabllity of 1its
"collnpse, le~ alng--ﬂnd this is only anothor cgpect of the same phenom-
“enon-~t> saclallism, It is anly beecause NMarx looked ot copltelism from
the socinllistts viowpnint, throt Is, from the hlstoric viewpsint, that h
.wa3 cantlcd to decipher the hiﬂrglvphics oI c~plt-list ~conmy. £nd
it 1s.prccisely bocausc he £k tho soclallst viewpolnt ns n polnt ~f
departure for his asnniwvsis of bourgenis soclety, that he was In the
- posIti-n t5 glve n sclentiflic Ehse tﬁ the swcinliSE moverent, i (Ibid,
:'p. 34, my cﬂphﬂsis, 1) .

- It 1s 1mpossible that = leader of our movement should be unnware
of this classis stotcment of the concept of the inevitnbllity of
socinlism ns the only possible basis for sclentific s»ocinlism. Vhy,
then,did Com, Gntes ign-re it? 7TIs he reandy t> class this among the

sllly things" that have been sald on the subject 'of inevitnbility?
Was Luxemburg onc of the "early socislist writers snd theoreticians

{who) deolt u_th this questiosn in a false wny, more precisely, in an
"i1denlistic manner, trenting s -cialism as .though its realization was
automatic."? Surely, the guestlon of "ﬂutOﬂﬂtla.ty" appenrs nowhere in
my outline, Agalnst whom is Com. Gates arguing? More important still,
whaot 1s he arguing ngninst? Com. Gates's key to knowledge 'Is a key
thot flts many lacks, but opens few doors, nnd least of all the door to’
the Mﬁrxian dinlectical method. '

Com, Gates qppcnrs rmch ﬁgitﬂted and I d5 n»t dvubt his nnxiety

to save "the inexperienced” from the "pure idealism", if not shecep
mysticism, of Forest's- views. But, in hils desire to ncc‘m,plish his
ﬂiﬂ, he has frced the "not-yet- -educnated" from 86 many unspecified

“s.1ly things" nbsut the inevitqbility of soclniism, that he hns léft
the door wide open to one philosophic method, the method of unadult-
ersted Arerican pragmatism, Ales, he himself hns walked into that .
oben doox hoth In the mntter of the Inevitability ~f socinlism ns in-
the annlysis.of the law of m tion ~f oenltolist sneletw , hia other
.Criticlsm of mygoutlina, , N . ‘5‘8
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II. The Slngle Cppltalist Soclety vs, The Single World Trust

1, The Outllne of Capital "nd the Russiﬂn 0uestlon

: -Com, Gates vlolentlv opposes the following paragrapb in my
"outline"
«+« .+ =+ "he centralizatian of the meniis’ of prodnctlon ends, flrst, in
. trustification, end, ultimately, ‘in statificatlion...This dialectical
development 1s accompanied by centralization reaching 2 point where
.4he entire soclal copitql is 'united, elther In the hands of one single
capitelist, or in those of = slngle corporation.'"» ‘ R
Com. Gates nccuses me of combining "a visible fact about capltal-
§st development (centralization of meons of production and trustifica-
tion)...with a possible development, a proghosls rniade by Marx in
recognition of a tendency." I have thus made it "appear that Marx
unconditionally predicted the realization of the tendency...Forest -
~has amputated llarx!s thoughtto serve her own ends," lay I ask: what
ends? S
To answer that Com, Gstes descends from his lofty realm of
~unconscisus spirit, But he desacends not upon the ground upon which
~ the dlspute 1s being held --my Outline of Capltal--but charges boldly
- into territories unchortered there. ~ )
- For the benefit of the readers who may ‘be unaware that Com, Gates
. has bv now entlrely departed from the Outline, and who may be further
mystified about the abstract persons In whose hdnds a passage from
.Engels! Anti-Duhring "has been mutilnted, misrepresented and misin-
“terpreted”, let mé hurry to Inform them that the passage quoted by
Gates has indeed been used by me--not, it is true, in the Qutline,
but i my.orticles on Russia (See N.I,, Jan, 1947), Now, place the F,
" Forest of ‘Nature of the Russian Economy next to the F, Forest of "the
- -Outline, and ycu willsee that, to serve my "own ends", I have not
-only "mutilated" Marx!'s stqtement that the extreme development of the
law of centralizafion 1s reached when the entire sdcial capital 1is
“¢-neentrated in the hands of "one single capitalist", but have like-
wise mutilated Engels who had written that statification of the means
of production "does not deprive the productive f orces of theilr chara-
cter of capital." And all this, dear renders, I (parddn me, the un-
smed persons) *d "for the sole purpose of proving that capltalism
. exists in Russia today."- o

- Finally the cst 1s out of the bag, - What 1is bothering'Com. Gates
1s not my Outline, but my Russion position. If he wlshes to discuss
the Russian question, why not say so? For six years I have been
writing that Russia 1s as tote capitallst society, without too much
response from Com, Gates, If he now wishes to“engage In such a dis~
cussisn, I am ready as I always have been, But I shall strongly
resist bringing thils dispute into an education al Outline of Marx!s

Caglt°1 )

"I am opposed,”a argues Com, Gotes, to presenting theory in such
a way that the reader is forced to accept Implicatlons which are
contrary to the spirit of Marxist inquiry and to pqwty policy as
well," (hv emphnsis, ff) .
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What is the porty pslicy on the question? I was unaware 3f any
Party Resolution on the questlon »f Marx's theory »f capltallist ~
production, I am aware of a Party Resolutian on the question that
Russia 13 na new social order, "bureccucrotic collectivism! But I ~
shall leave the question of party pollicy till lnter, and now limit
myself to n defense »f my Outline, Far from violn tlng "the spirit
2f Marxist inquiry," my outllne 1s on ottempt at populnrlzing Marx!s
monument ol work, It ils the first venture of 1ts kind in the Trotsky-
{st movement, Com. Gates evidently does nct'&nnk ‘highly of this
venture. Good.# But let us come to grips with the problem invnlved,
and not hide behind the shleld, who: correctly represents the party
policy, and whﬂ does not,

2. The Prablcn nt Stake
y EPEN . : A
' Befosre his deﬂth in 1883 Mqrx was nrok‘ng 5n . a new German cdition
of Copital, In which he was lncorparﬂtlng the chnanges he hnd intro- ~
duced Into> the French ecdltion.’ Engels completed the work, ~nd Capltsl
de-we now know it includes tliese chﬂnges. Marx swnsldered these
additi-ns to be -f such na scrisus nature that he ~dvised the reader -
who was acquninted only with the originasl German edition 5f his work to
¢ nsult the French edition since "it posscss n sclentific vdve inde-
Pendent of the ariglnﬂl " (Dona Torr cdition, p 842). - From the
'scientific value" of these chqnges IEnrxists of this generrtion have n
great lesson to learn, Let us 'see how Gotes grasped this lesson,

The most iﬂportnnt of these cha anges lncludes the pnssage presently

under dispute, which reads: "Thls 1limit would n~t be reached in any
particulsr soclety until the entire scocianl cnpital would be united,
either in the hands of oane single capltalist, >r iIn those »f one -
single corporation." (C~plital, I p. 688) : :

' Gntés hns much to say ab ut my "mutilation" of Marx, but what has
he to say about the passage a2s linre wrotc 1t? Supposing thet I stated
thnt I was wrong, in 1947, 1n a brief surmation of the first volune,

a few short pnges after the aurte was mnde in full,## to use the

word "Is™ where Morx, in 1875, used the word, "Wﬁuld" how would that
chnngc anything in the cruuinl matter ns to vhether Mﬂrx did, or did
not, nwstulqte such an abstrﬂctiun as glven single capit llst
goclety 74 ; . e AN U

S>> befuddled has Gntes become by his farued qttempt to 1ntroduce
the Russinn question into the dispute on the Qutline th-~t it is =
impossible t> mnke hend or tail 3ut of his nrgumen"s. He begon to

# The nnj ﬂritv 5 the comrndes, unxﬁrtUﬂ”tCl” 're in no position tﬂ

judge fﬂr themselves since, due t» short-ge 0f pﬂper, ﬂnl" " fcw ~op1ﬂs

5f the Outline hnve been .releasecd,

## Gom, Gntes writes nas if I had never glven the full tcxt ~f the quo-
tatt-n, No drubt thnt utterly fnlse idean arises from the frct th-t he
rushed to criticlize osne scctinn befare'ho had hnd "the »pportunity to
- exanmine the whole -utline carefully." The comrndes cnan find the quo-
takion when the Outlino is relensed, on p.43. - '

#it The eXPronﬂiJn Merx ‘used in hia ¢h0ﬁr1es ~f burplus Vqluc wass
"an iz olated natim," - 51.0
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criticize my outline becruse I hnd there combined "a visible fact...
with n pragnnsis", It now develops that this prignssis wns not even
‘Implied by Marx! :

"Forest presents the tendency ns n finished, completed process
in 2 sentence whose grammatical structure suggosts something which
Harx did not say, explicitly or implicitly." (The last three words
are underlined by me, FF) -

Hold there! Did, or d4id nst, Morx gastulnte such an abstraction?
Are you now Implying, Com. Gates, thnat sInce arx said.that this
extreme-linlt t5 the law of centreolizatisn "would not be reached until
oo’ that, In actuslity, Marx did not "explicitly or implicitly"
forrulate such o thesrctlc possibility? If that is so, I con snly
state that there Hught to be 2 linmit t> what case one is permitted to
elabornrte on the bBasis of o "grarmatlcal construction") ot

Without explnining his contradictory statement, Com, Grtes
contlnues: : o
"The task of Marxists tadny is t- determine how tendencles
develop, whether nr nst they have been renlized Tm modern
saclety, or whether society hns token sther turns, in oppos=-
ition to the tendency." ’ RS

: 4nd whot turn h-s nﬁdcrn‘swciety taken "in oppositi-n to thre
tendency"? Gotes hns nothing to »ffer,###: He writes Ehat "The big
BnurgeﬂEsie, the dominent moncpolists sre competled to Jppise stati-"
ficati-n," Since they are compelled to oppose, the oppositi-n cannot
be merely because of their Tree will, they would prefer not.ts hove
thelir menns of producti-n ststifled, Morxlsts, In =ny case, know
that bourgeols soclety is government by economicz laws, iWhat economic
law corpels them to sppose statificati-n? : :

Com. Gntes continues: "As n matter of fnct, twnh parallel develop-
ments occur in madern bourgecis ssclety springing from o cormon cause,”

_ These Include centrallization In = given soclety, with which we nre
“acqualnted, nnd "the tendency. to:ard wopld monopoly, t-ward the single
world capltallst trust.™ What i3 thelr "common cause"? The law of
centrallization? If so, the "two parallel developments® are not
opporsing tendencles but different manifestati-n: ~f the same law,

I? the parallel tendenciSs cre opposing tendencies, then What c srmon
source do they spring fron? Surely,. it wruld be o discovery wotthy
"of note i1f Com, Gates had discerned ~n econonic lew that had not been
discerned by larx In his time. Why kcep It o sccret? :

' - In nmny case Morx did not postulate.the varinnt 'of a single world
trust; X-utsky 4d, Lenin contended thnt, glven the inter~inmperinlist
rivalry and the shorpness -f the class struggle, such = possiblility
was "not concelvable", This writer thinks that 1f such a possibility
-'did'accur, th~t is, If =2 single world truss existed ~nd the world-

¥#die are ch-oritable en-uch t- disregnrd the instance »f reprivn-
tization of sowme decropit Industires in dlazi Germany {udt Com, Gates
eltws in . the hope #hnt 1% 1s only <n instonce ~nd nit - tendency,
. - AnstTnce “nag st pencency.
1 . 1521
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market were nbolished, e wwuld nos longer be living in n copitalist
s~clety.  But what has this t- do with the Qutline? What relation to
the.Outline hns Gates's further flights on The quostisn ~f stote

" capitnllsn "under conditi-ns of praletxrlﬂn strte power"? If any such
state caplitn nlisn were Implied in =y Qutline, then, indeed, the "spIrit™
which Xed me t5 "mutilate” YNarx ~nd mIseducnte the youth, furned
rround and mutileted (with-ut quotatisn marks) my own. polnt of view of
Russia as a stote caplitnlist societv..

3. Russin Again | - | ; IR

Against whom ls Conm., Gates arguing Jhen he writes that "ie have
alss learned t>dcy th-t nere nationnlization, even where it 1s complete,
it 1s not necessarily progressive,.."? Is he trying to square things
with his own, snd the party's pnst positiosnj thot: "The social order
of bureaucratic collectivlism ls distinguished from the socinl ordexy of
capitalisn prim*rlly in that the former 1s based upon new ~nd more
ndvanced fcrm of property, nnmely, state prancruy.? (see PﬂrtV’s Thesis
sn The Russlan Questiosn in the Bulletin under that name,)

Surely he isn't qrguing ngninst Forest, who, back in 1941, suppor~
ted 2 resslutisn which stated that stnte capltallsm, under totalitar-
fen politics, mnde Russia n "fasclst state"! What_is bothering Conm,
Gates? : o » —

. In one place, Com, Gates writes: MA doncrete etarinﬂtion of
bourgeols society reveals that tthe centrnllzati-n of the means of
praductian' hng not rnywhere ended 'ultimntely in stotification,t"

In s~nother plrce, he writes "Statificati-n of ec-nomy is t5 be
found unly in sne country in the world: St 1inist Russia,"

After sudden y ~dnitting the existence of the stotiflcntion of
production, Com, Gates mnkes two qualificati-ns: (1) It came about in
Russlia 2s a result of o proletarisn revolution, rmad (2) "st“tificatlan
reveals 1tsclf now as an ~nti-capltnlist tendency.”

v Only one paint needs t be made regarding the first queclification,
5 and in cssence, lHarx hes mnde thﬂt point back 1In 1875, Right boslow '

- the dIspufed passnge, Marx wrote ™vhether centralizalization is -
accoriplished by the violent rntnsd of snnexati-n...or whether the fuslor
of a number of capltsls... tnkes plece by the samdsther.method of
joInt<stock company fArmatisn--the economic effect remoins the. s"ne.

In ~ny case, I was not writing a history of s3clety and wns not
Interested in how statificotiosn had sccurred, I was interested only in
tracing liarxts nnalysis of the lﬁglcnl davelopment of an economic law 7
of capltnlism--centralization of the me~ns »f producti-n--in srder to
show that n~ne of the ecomonic lawsi we analyzed obvlﬁted the "quﬁlufe
general 1ow": "Thls ultinnte development in nd war", I wrote on p.
"saves cnapltnllst productinn from its tabsolute generﬂl law!-=~the
reserve army of laboar", which signnls the d>-n of cqpitﬂligL....¢iho
law »of motion of cnpit-list, s.clnfd is thercfore tho low of 1its
C'\,[]_”pﬂc." (f) RS _

- And, finally, we mus t de~l with the second quqlifiCﬂtinn of Gﬂtes,
that "statification revenls itself now as an antl-capitnlist tendency,"
This brinvo us bnck t> the question of party policy. I know of no 2

, - 52




2] ~=mmm

Resslu*ion whizh stntes thnt stetificati-n of nrﬂfuc 1;n 23 such 1is
"anti-copit-list", I - well awnre Hf 2 Party resslutisn which stotes
thot Russia 13 ~ new socinl créer, Now, I wich to ask Com. Gotes: Is
he Impiying thet T Include the peorty pollvv an Russiﬂ in n study
.utllne of CAPITAL? .

Why not leave to the Stc liﬂiats rnﬁﬁjons of Capltnl to sult cvery
chen n*irg party ooli*v? '
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> By E. Garrett and M, Shachtman

Having been g0 sternly rebuked in Johnson's article on the general
- 8trike, 1t would seem ‘hat we are under en obligatlon to.make some
gomment, Fortunately .r unfortunately, our comment is brief because
of the dilemmsz in ”hica the article places us, ‘ N

0ur own views on the clogan of the general strike are well knéwn,
They are not open to,;dsinterpretation. "\'e have set themf orth In
8everal dlscussiong in the Political Sommittee and have dealt with

- them in the public party press, The reasons for our views have also
been presented, even if briefly,

We are not in favor cf emplbying the'slogén of the general strike as

an active political slogan of the party at the present time, and we
arg‘certainly.nqt in favor of making'it our main slogan, .

While we hold this view firmly, we are bPrepared, " as always, to be
persuaded by superior erguments to adopt the confrary view, But for

- No such luck, Hence oup dilerma,

In the recent period the Political Committee has had mope than one -
discussion of the strikes that have taken place and tHe partyts
Position toward them, Almost as often, Johnson has raised the"
question of the general strike slogan, Did Johnson Topose that the
party put forward the slogan of the genersl atrike? E“ﬁ%?'?bcqrds of
the Political Committee answep with an unambiguous "jo", Diq
Johnson ever make 3. motion that the Party put forward the slogan of
the general strike? ~7 e P.C, records agein are unambiguous: ¥o,
Did Johnson in general favor the party's sdoption of the géneral
strikes slogan? ot a2 single member of the Political Committee can
answer that question, All that can be sald Is that Johnson spoke
' about‘the;slogan, but made no proposal or motion for the: slogan,

€ merit of these assertions, unlike many of those contained in
Johnson's article, is that ours are easy to confirm, - ’

In order to put an end to this unedifying siutetion, the Political
Committee adopted a motion inviting Jolmson to present his views on
the general strike in the Party BULLETTY so that the party as a
whole might know what hls views are, This would make possibile a
frultful discussion, Johnson svalled himself of this invitation;
To expound his views he even required more than the ordinary dlotment
of space which was, in his case, granted by the PC, In the aprticle
he emphasizes thot he hesltated for some time before declding fo
bring up the guestion for discussion, - (Why anyone shoild have to
hesitate about opening up o discussion on such a question in the
Workers Party, where discussion is not prohibited or aven Trowned
upon, only God knows,) KHe lays emphasis upon the fact that the
PPoceas of the statifiocation of production tontinues in the United

L

States, This iden is very interesting and very Ilmportant, even though,

having been proclaimed in the Communist movement for more than g

q uarter of a centry nnd been Incorporated repeatedly in resolutiong,
doeuments angd articles in our own party, it is not an entirely new
idea.. He includes in his article mony other ideas, some of which®

- Lare interesting, some of which are not, some of which ure oogent to
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the maln quéétion'to be discussed, most of which are not, But In
the article, which was supposed to open up the discussion on the

glogan of the general strike - that, as we recall, 1s vhat Johnson .

was invited to write on - we do not find even one sentence which”
says, In language that people like ourselves can understand, that:
. Johnson is for the slogan of the general strike be ~g ralsed now
or that he proposes that the party put that slogan . ward, Hence
our dilemma, ' o

- We cannot deny a certain prejudice In our approach to Johnson's ~
~writings. This prejudice has graduslly seeped into-us as a result
of many experiences. These experiences have imposed upon us the

oonclusion that Johnson's politlcal writings are something less
than a model of clarity, preciseness, cdncreteness and g¢sgency. -
Oour prejudice has even driven us, reluctartly, to the conclusion
that these defects, as they might be called, are not due to a lack
of literary abillity or style. Since we are:very conscious of thils
“prejudice and are anxious not to have it influence unduly our
conclusions, we must ask the help of others in extricating ws from
"our understandable dilemma, Lo o - " .
8o we refer all readers. once more to Johnson's article, especially
those readers who are not handicapped by our prejudice, and we ask
them: - ‘hat, as you read andé understand 1t, 1s Johnson's position
on the slogan of the generhl strike? Is he for the slogan? If he
- is, what purpose 1s the slogan to serve? If he 1is, what 1s the
- glogen to lead to, whet perspective would it open up in the class”
struggle? If he is not, what is he for? - Hes he ever proposed that
the party should adopt and popularize thls glogan? ~ If so, when '
d1d he propose 1t? If he hasn't proposed 1t, why not? (Perhaps
_becouse dur leadership does not ‘tolerate the preséntation of
"~ different opinions in the Committee or in the party as a whole?)
‘Lastly, does he propose now that the party should adopt the slogan
of the general strike and make a compalgn for 1t zs the main or
‘outatanding political slogan of the party? R S

Whether or not an answer to theée,questioné would help Johmmon, we’
‘are not in a position to say. Us, at least, it -would help,

| .,‘;5,25‘_
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- THE THE QUESTION - PHRASTS SOLUTION
THE PALESTTNE QUESTION - PHRASTS AND SOLUTIONS _ o) o

In the Janunry 20th issue of Labor Actiosn there appeared an
analysis of the Zionist Congress by '/illie~m Gorman, which gives us -
-an opportunity to write s-me comments, niot only on this article, but
nlso on other nnd more important, oplnisns on thé Jewlsh question R
which have been expressed in +the Marxist movement during the past
year or so, : :

Comrnde Gorman finds nothing whatsoever in the deliberations
of the csongress to take serl-sly enough to snalyze, comment upon,
and Indicate what, glven the same problems, the Bolshevik solution
for the Jewish people would be. He finds it sufficient, from the
vantage polnt of ~n enlightened ilerxist, to lzugh ot the whole pr- -
cedure, solutions and problems alike, Yet he does think thnt the
speech of Zrubavel a Left-Poale Zion representative, to the effect
that "the best chance for the realization of Zionism lles in the honds
of the workers of the world, British =nd Arak included, who do not
agree with their rulers","is much closer t> the solution." Yet, he
continues,  "Zrubavel and his followers fall t5 realize thnt it is
utterly impossible to expect the Jewlsh bourgeolsie which controls
the Zionist movement to join hends with the workers of Britain and
the Arab countries, Only the Jewisgh workers themselves can do this,"
If the Jewlsh workers did thls, then we would have the solution 5
the problen, v L : ' o ﬁ .

This, of course, ls a very good conclusion - for =an article in

a newspaper, But since th s 1s advanced as a solution, i.e, 85 a
course of action, just what con it possibly mean? How do the

- Jewlsh workers go about "joining hends" with the British and Arab
workers? Should they go to the marketplace, hunt up proletarians
of British and Arab origin, ond attempt to hold hands.with them? But
obvisusly this is rildiculous, The British and Arabs would object -~
and perhaps so would the Jews, It might even have such serious con-
sequences as to lead to a permanent and irreparable rupture between .
them, which might endure even after the triumph of sod alism. No,

. In all soberness, we rmust reject this tactic, o .

PerhapsComrade Gorman will give us a clearer idea of what he has
in mind later on? 1In the lnst paragraph we find this: "They must
begin to look elsewhere - to the peoples of Egypt, India, Indo=-Chinsa,
Burma, Malay, the Philippines, Indonesia - all of whom are struggling
vallantly to free themselves from imperialls éxploitation and terror.
when the Jewish people join in this decisive struggle, 1t will sound
the final death knell of political Zionlsm, ond the beginning of
national and social liberation," ' _

oy

: a
£hl Now we have a more definite picture of what 1s in Comrede :

Gorman's mind. Only, again, theret!s thts business of jolning in

there, ‘e suspect that Comrade Gormen hos invented a secrét and
mnrketable hand-shake which will énable the Jewlish people to join

hands nost only with Arabs and Britishers, but with all kinds of
assorted peoples from all over the world, (Note: Only a while ~go

‘the trouble with Zrubavel l2y in his fallure to differentiate the
proletariat from the rest of the Jewish people. XNow the Jewish

people are good enough for Comrade Gormsan hims3-f, Maybe there's"
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something to this business of joining hnnds all ar~und after nll,
Note also: all the other peoples wvhom Comrnde Gorman mentiosns, he
supports simply by virtue of the £A0t thnt they ~re struggling agalnst
imperialism, md lays down no other canditlﬁn for his support. . For
the Jews however, thls 1s not ennugh, - They must not only struggle
agninst British imperialism (which they are doinﬁ, nd which 1s the
only serisus menning that the phr-se "join hands" can have), but they
must 2lso shoke honds with all kinds of exotlc peoples before Cbmrﬂde
Gormon will supnort them, )

But of course we have tnken Comrade Gormaon too literally, He has
n> secret handelasp at all, What he renlly means 1s thnt the.Jews
should simply take up ~rms and start fighting the British., ~But nol
He h~s already tnld us thot unless they hold hands with someosne, this
would be sheer terrorism which no Marxist can support. '/ell then, he
menns thnt they should support the politicnl parties of the proletariat
all over the world, This nen ns, ~bove-cll of course, that they must
" .throw their full strength behind the Lﬂbor Partv of Britain. But
walt--thls tpo doesn't seem right, The Labor Party 1s preclsely the
one which had made it " tr-~glc -joke" to spenk of Pnlestlne 23 a
"natiosnal home", ~nd hos converted it into "an ~rmed comp on the brink
of n gigantie bloodletting" (It doesn't occur to Comrade Gormen
that o Homeland mny beconme qn armed ¢amp, or conversely, that an
armed camp may become 2 Homelond,) This too connot be his meoning,

But enaugh of this forced f"cetiousness. What Comr~de Gorman .

~  really means, if he means nanything nt nll, is thet the Jews of

Palestine should nccept the progrem of the Trotskyist Party, naturally
the Trotskyist Porty of Englond and of Palestine, Let us examine
“seriously this psssibility, Leon Trotsky stnted that it is the duty
of the revslutionary parts to raln the confidence of an oppressed '
nation. How has the REVOLUTIONARY .COMMU:'IST PARTY OF BRITAIN fulfllled
this dictum in relation to the Jews?

“Throughout the war, the British government wqged what was in
effeet 2 wnr In ollisnce with Germany against the Jews; while the
latter carried out the .rmrders, the former conducted o blocknde of
Pnlestine, the only possible source of mnss escnrpe, dgﬂinst the Jews,
" Under the circumstances, i1t might have been reasannble to expect the
RCP to ¢onduct » struggle agninst its government on this question,
Well, if not a struggle, then o protest, some token of dlsapproval,
just for the record? But if there 1s ‘'such a record, nelther we nor
gnyone else we know of has henred of it.  Can it be possible that
this is bhe sne phase of the conduct of the war by the British
gavernment with which the RCP found itself in ngreement? Let us see,

During the war, while the henrt »f the Jewish nation wns being
slarughtered, the RCP found no renson to express ltself on this
question, But immmedintely after the wqr, when British police hend-
qu-rters were blown.up in Tel Aviv, ~nd o physical strurgle developed
tetween Rritisn ixiperinlism-~nd the Jews, suddenly the RCP w-ke up,
nnd tﬂok/ ctive position on this question - ﬂgﬂinst the Jews!

“hat wasthe essense of the struggle between the Jews nnd the
British Empire? Above all, it concerned the. right of Jewlsh refugees
to migrnte to Prlestine, There was not the slightest possibility for
the Jews to come omt victorious in this fight, except through the
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mobillzation of popular opinion in their behalf, above 211 in

America and in England., As Zrnest Bevin recently sn»id,:"I could

have solved the Palestins problem In a war which woulZd have insured
peace for twenty years, except for the pressure of American Zionists"-
on the basis of securing the agreement of the Airab delegates to
continue admitting 18,000 Jews into the country In a year! On whose
side is the RCP fighting in thla extremely important battle for

popular support ?
One quotation from thelr paper, the Socialist :Appeal (Supplement
Mid-October, 1945) will suffice. "Is ther® any fruth In The claim
that these survivipg: want to go to Palestine? The answer is no,"
- (the 1talfe.s are S.A'S) "The Jews never really wanted to go to
Pale stine. ~‘They were forced to go there, because the gates of =nll
other countries were closed to them." This 1s the essence of theé role
of the RCP in the struggle, they nnd thelr Palestinlsn theoreticlsn
T. Ciiff, supply the necessniy ideologicel armunition from the Left,
with whith to combat the struggle of the Jewish nation to survive,
In thi country the SUP parrots thelir position, nnd in our p-rty tdo,
Comr~des Gates 1s of the opinion that "with world borders closed o -
.the Jews, they have turned to Palestine.,," (N.I. 8/46), In conirast
to the rest of the world, .the gates of Falestine are, of course, wide
open to the Jews - as any fool cnn plainly see,

. &m I reading too mudh 1n§o *his quoﬁntion? Then'let us see
more fully what the position of the British Trotskyist party is on
Palestine, (From thz same issue of the S.4.): '

"Ever since the Zlonist colonization in Palestine started, the
Arab masses trled to resist by one menns or another, this invasion
of their land. BEvery four or five years, the 4rnb masses led, or
. more correctly, misled, by the most renctionary eclements nmong the
Effendls, would rise ngainst the unweicome invaders, only to be
‘betrayed agnin md agaln by the snme lenders, The Ar-b landowners,
like the feudolists In all other feudnl or semi-feudal countries,
nre the stongest supporters of Imperi-~lism, and once the masses get
involved in 2 struggle, these snme "leaders" quickly bring the
struggle to °n cnd and come to terms with British imperinlism,

"But this is only half of their betraynl. it the very same time
that the nmen whom they rallied to the strusgle perish in battle...
the so-called lenders moké profltable business by sclling thelr land
to the Zionists: Ag n result of which, hundreds more peasnnts ' nre

expelled from the 1and.," :

Could n~nything bc more clenr? The Arab masses rise against the
invaders-th~t is, not rgninst the Znglish, but ngalnst the Jews~
but thelr le~ders betroy them by bringing the struggle to ~n end,
What then does *he RUT require of a loyal ~nd honest Arab le~dershin?
Quite obviously, =n honest le:dership, one acceptable to the British
. Fourth Internntionalists, wo ld not call the struggle off until -

until what? - until every Jew in Palestine is sither killed or

driven from the lond. No? Is thers some other riecaning, too subtle
and rccondite for me to grasp in the sentences I have just quoted?
If a0, someoirc nlensc show me what it is.

But this is onlyx L)i.lé"hﬁlf of theﬁetrnyf:l. The /l'abs who s ell _
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thelr 1and to the Jews nrec ~lso traltors - for "hundmls ~oPe pénsants
- ore rcxpelled from the 1~2nd", Iin this wry, In hls excellent article
on the Stnlinist record on the Jewish gy uestion, Li 2/3/47, Comr-dec
41, Tindlay pointed out thnt the "number of pensants londless as a
result of Jewlsh settlement" nmounted to no more than 600, In the
opiaion of our fellow historical mnterinlists of Englnnd, the signif=-
lcance of 600 l-ncdless ircbs oukbwelghs the fact that the rermnant.

of o whole nntion, through Leroic efforts, h~s Leen given n fighting
chnance *o survive, Incidentally, note how cleverly the RCP leaders
both creante the impression of va2st numbers of 'rnbs being driven off
the l1and ("hundreds more will be expelled") ~nd yet at the some time
stey within the confines of litercl truth, After nll, dldn't they
spe~k only of hundreds? Aren't the Jewlsh mnagsses lucky to have such
clever chrmplons In Englnnd? : -

- Since then, this party has not chonged its positilon, Its Pales-
tininn theoreticinn, T. CLIff, writes artlcles which cen only be
termed as gl-onderous to the vews, Iike the RCP lenders, he nlso 1is
very clever, ~nd does not write ‘anything which is literally untrue,
In every articlec he mentions n cert in /Arab market which is plicketed
by some dewish boys; he implies that the rmnagnitude of the Jewish
problem in Falestine 1s simply on o por with thet of the Jews in
Egypt; in estlinnting the number of proletnriaas in the Middle ZEsst,
this lMarxist excludes the v¢cows from his figures becorusc, you sce,
they n~re not proletarlinns, btut Zlioaists, ctec, .

With remariknbly penctrating insight, the RCP infirms its
readers (todayl) th-t "the Britlsh deliberntely imported Jews into
Palestine tor this reason-rlone: as a2 br-ke in-%he struggle of the
Arnb mnsses for independence." They nare, consequently, not only
opposed to the ndmlssion of 100,C00 Jews into PAlestine, but they
~attack ths British government for having permitted ns mony Jews to
enter the country os.it did: " The effect of the limited immigration
which Britlsh imperinlism has alloved hns been to sidetrnack the
antl-lvperinlist struggle of the Arab mnsses, "nd turn it into ~nti-
Semitlc chrnnela. )S.4. #ug. 46¥% is though there ls osny countpy
inth~ world to which any nntlion~lity could nigr-te in ~ny great
“number, without on upsurge of natiosnnlistic feeling) (n o muéh
smaller scnle, the difficultics of the Polish soldiers in Scotlnand
might be cited.) They ralsed the slogan of "open the gates of all
countries (except Prlestine - L.S.,) to the oppressed dews", which
they knd not rnised during the wnr, nand which no one t-kes seriously
now, but which does have the purpose ond effect of shoking the
determinntion of the Jews nnd thelr suprorters by instilling doubts
s to the justice of their strugde to enter Palestine, the only.
country where o struggle for their survival ns 2 nation is possible.

On the whole one ¢an say that %his party's le~ders ngree with
-the opinisn of VW, Brooks (who has essentinlly thelr position) thnt
"the .irnb world is nwnkening. It is only ~ qucstlon of time whenno
powerful moverient for national liber~tion nnd unification will set
in," .nd since no equnlly powerful movernent of Jdewish refugees can
.be envisnged, they understrnd, quibte as well ns Braoks, theot it
.behooves then "to tnke sides far the rnbs." (H.I, 11/46) (ns =n
1aide 1t Is Interesting, though h~rdly surprising, to note that this
some Comrnde Prosks 1s of the opinion that "Zisnlsm , =s all varleties
of Jewleh natiin~lism, 1s baced -n 2 raclnlist icsology ~nd is at
least ns 214 wa, and, b¥ no menne ou » hirhel “ovel lian, Hitlewts"
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and that "this’ ideolog, pornentes a1l stratn of the Je'q, unfortunnte
ly including the working classes..." 4is n natter of cw L. sity, it
is intcresting t» speculatc ns to what wohuld hﬂve happen.d 2f
Comrnde Brooks had expresscd the spinion that "all varietles" of say,
Polish or Itnllan natlonallsn were "racialist", and "by no'menns of
a higher level thon Hitler's"? Would he have been booted out .2 the
rmoventent? I do not of course, dare to even wonder what would have .
happened if he hnd suggested thrt Germuan nationalism "of all varlietles'
" was on no higher a plane than Hitler'!s, But sinze it 1s only Jews ‘
"sf nll strata" whom he has insulted, of course 1t 1s underst-ndable
thnt the NI editorial board should see no resson why he should not be
invited -to review books dealing with Jewish subject matters for the
theoreticnl orgm of aur pﬂrty-where of course, he has repeated the
some highly objective opinions absut Jewish nationallisn, -

. (However, I w1sh to make it cleqr that the RCP has no cﬁnnection
with thls particular opinian of V. Braoks.)

Trotsky once said: "The deslre of a ruling nation to. maintain
‘the status quo frequently dressecs up ns o superisrity to natlonnllsn,
just ns the desire of o victorious n~tion t5 hong »n to its booty,
easlly takes the form of pacifism, Thus lacDon~ld in the fr~ce of
Ghandi feels as though.he were oan internntionnlist, Thus t50 the
gravitation of the »ustrlﬂng taiqrd Gerninny sppenrs to Polncnre nn
offense agnlnshoFrench pccxfism. Brooks, 1n hls desire t» be on
the side of the more powerful, Airab netion, (but above all, in his
desire not to be nssocioted to5 closely with the threntened nnd
strotegically hopelss Jewish minority in his own country), inveighs
"biltterly ngdinst dewish'choauvinlsm! and "raclisn", And unfortunntely
1t 15 neceas~ry to say, T. Cliff ond the British Trotskylte- party
In the face of the rermmnnt of the Jewish nastlon fighting with 1ts
lnst breth %o survive, ~dopt =a 1ofty M"internationnlist" attitude .

towapd it all

“vlden*lv this too 1s not the party Comrnde Gorman hnd in ﬂind
when he spoke nbout joining hnands as o sslution,

One more possibility remﬂins, ~3 to what he me~nt, He meant
‘that the Jews of Polestine should re-d the m~jority resoslution of the
WP, c~s interpreted by silbert Gates, who has becoie the pnrty spokes-
man on the Jewish question, nnd apply to to the Pea lestininn situation,
Let us exnmine thls last remnining possibllity,

There is no.camparision between the positi-n of the RCP of
Britnin nnd that of the WP on the Palestine questlion, The resolution
of the WP, despite its nany errors, does not confuse siwple nanbi-
Jewish prejudice with internationalism, Its intenti~ns are good, but
unfartunqtelv cowpleuelv incap~ble »f offering the Jews ~ sslutiosn
to their problems, The following ~re some of the resolutions more
basic ﬂiut kes:

e

Fiv,t, its categoricnl rejection of the riiht of sclf determin~
atisn for the Jews:" It is not o problem of uouﬂv, of self-determina-
tion of Jexs =against .rab rule OP‘Vlce'VePSQ, but of Palestinian
self-dcternination agninst British rule." .n n~nalagous position
would have been if in 1917 the opolsheviks had decided to deny the
. right of self-determinntion to the Ukranions, o grent many of them
- whom lived in Poland, on the busis thak it was "not a problem of self-
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determlnation of Ukrani~ns ng-inst Polls rule srwice versa, but of
Foland's self-determination ~gninst Russian rule," W-uld a single
Ukranisn have been won wer to the Bolshevilk side in such n case?.

Second, (~nc this 1s b-sic {5 the resalutisn) there 1s the ldea
that 1t will be on the basis of 2 Jolnt econonlc struggle ngainst
explaltation that the unity of the two notlanolities will be secured:
"he proletarinan class struggle ngalnst ~conomic exploitatiosn urites
all toilers =nd serves as the bridge a2cross all re~ctisnary nati-nal-
~1st barriers," Rub our eyes ns we may, the sentence st11l remnins,
e have 0o space to explain the anti-Leninist character of this very
importont, fundament-l mistake, ‘e will only say th-t had the
Bolshevlks decided that this,the Joint strikes let us 8y of Russisn.-
and Finnish workers -for some econsnic advanteges, rothéw-than theé slog
of natlinsnnl self-dcternination, wes She type of ~ctivity by which
unlty of the nationnlitles of Russia would be ‘achived, there wsuld
never hove been » successful Russlon revolutisn, /nd we cnn say qulte
categorically that 1if we. depend 'primarily upon Joint economic nction
by Jewish ~nd /irnb workers to unite the two peoples, there will never
be Jewish- irab unity in Palestine, o -

There is als> the Inevit-ple repetition >f Trotsky'!s opiniom
that the attexpt to achicve n Jewish stote under crplteollisn "is €5
p2se a renctionary Utopia", | Let us ~sk, courades, why 3?2 Is it
the contention of the Majorlty th-~t the struggle to nchive independ-
ent politicnrl statehond under capitalism by ~ny oppressed nntisn
is o renctisnary utonpla, o2r 1is thls Jdictum rescrved onlr for the Jews?
If the former, then 1t 1s simpls one =are fuadarent~l ~nd voary f-lse -

- revisisn of Lenin's. ¢concepts on the nati-nnl question, which 1t 1s

the duty of the NC to explnin, If the latter, then agnin we rmust :
ask, what is the reasoning behind 1t? Is it due to the exceptinnnlly
wenk strateglc positisn of the Jewlsh notlon? But if thére 1s anly
this pracitcal reason, then 1t 1s ~ur menifest duty t» strengthen
this positi-n, rather thon t- repent unrenssned phrases ab-ut
"reactionnry utopias" which only weaken 1it, '

In his défense >f tho ¥njority(s denial ~f the right of self-" -
deterninntion to the Jews, Ccurade Gntes hns emerged in the complete~
1y unexpected rolea 5f » great explorer of ‘the twentieth century: He
has discovered, nll by himself, the exlstence of = P~lestine nation
(hitherto we had slway thiught thet Palestine wns not = nation, but a -
country, In which lived tw> mrtions: the Jews nnd the irebs), Just to
nnke sure that no one nnkes o miatelre ng to what kind of a nntion
it ls, Comrnce Gotes sars; ",..The fact 1s thot Pelostine is am -
4rab natlon," It is upon the inventisn of this fantnstlc md non-
exlstent nation that the whnle defense f the mnjarity position is
based, How else could n denlel of the fundsrentnl right ~f self=-
cetermination be justified? '

Corirnde Gates assures us thot if ~n independent Arab state were
estblished, the Jews nced nnt fear n repetition of their fate At the
honis of the Gernons, the Pales, ctc. fThe f~ct, ho tells us, thet
thie relatisnship of the populstion 1s "~s tws ta ane nd not 1€0 to
me (Germmy),., in Ltself crentes a better possibility for harmaoni-
ous ¢ohabitetion of the pevples..." This is another of Conr~de Gntes!
orisin~l dizcoveries. (ue le~ve nside the frot -thet if the Jews hed
fo2llowed fateg!t ndvice, they would never have achieved thisg PYo-
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portion of the populntisn whether in Pnlestine or asnywhere else in
the first place.) The reat of us hove sbserved the exact opposite:
by ~nd large, uader copitniism the greater the praoportion »f the
ninority to the dominant population, the grenter 1s the fricti»n ~nd
bitterness between then, (Unless f course, the zminority srgnanizes
itseclf into n powerful millitont orgeonizatiosn in defense of its
rights, In this case, ~cts ns 2 natlonjbut this 1s in fundamentel
conflict with Cowmirnde Gntes'! pragran for the Jews.)

-nd last -~nysne rencin unconvinced, Comrnde Gates nssures us ¢
th-t it 1s only due to» the attitude of re~ctionary Zionism that
there 1s any antagonlsm namng the .rab nnsses against the Jews, and
that "the Jews could appear bafore them cs liber~tars if they adoptes
s correct policy free of irpeérialist overtones."
: Viclous, childish chatter] The Jews hnve alwnys fought in the
ward of liberctisn of the varl-uvs Europern countires; in Polend ~
especlally they hnve been conspicious in these wars, both ngainst
the Russians, ~nd, in the last war, agalnst the Germons, Yet some-
how the res=—lt has never been thot they came to be looked upon as
"liberators" or even nas co-fighters for liberty, but rrther they
have always been rewcorded with n new and ever nore intense wave of
anti-senitism among the people., Has Comrade Go*es thought about
the menning »f this fnct? .nti-scmlitism hos ~risen where the Jews
were led by socinllists Bungd (in Pol-nd), Zlionists (in Palestine)
and where they have had no lendership nt all, (Germnany), In the pnst
there there has not been 2 Buropenn nntl-semitism nnmong the /irabs
for two reasons: one, the coaprratively undeveloped state of arnb
nationnlisn; ond two, the relative strength of the Jews., But 1if
Polestine 1s set up as an independent Ar~b state (ns Svria and
Lebcnon have teen) 1t can be predicted with nathematical certalnty -
thot the first result wouvld be the srganization of an nnti-semitic
campoign which, as In Europe, would end in the destruction of the
Jews, ‘

The re~son for this is thnt in decndent capitnlist society the
state iIs héld together t2 2 lorge cdegree with 1deolnglcnl cement, the
most irmportant element of which is natlonalism, It 1s for this
reaso>n that notional minorities, n2 mntter how "good" thelr behavior
come to be tolerated less ~nd less, Thls is the bnsic cause of
nodern arnti-semitism. 7This, incldent~lly, 1ls-alss the reasson for
the pressure for aossinilation exerted by nll countries, nd also £
externinntion, which is simply nn extension of the policy of
assinil~tion by other neans, '

Comr~de Gates stntes th~t the trouble with the Jews lies in .
their "rejecting a policy of genulne eguality in resrect to the .radb
populntion” =nd he tells us ~lso thot the reactisnsry position of
the Jews 1s shown precisely in thelr rciecting n constituent n~ssemily,
bnsed on universal suffrnge -nd najority rule.

4hnt con one do when confronted with such statenents by n lender
of the Party? Throw up one's hands in despnir? Doesn 't Comrnde
Gates, :nd everyone else wore than two venrs in the Harxist rove -
Qent know that every ninority nntionnlity thrsugh-ut the world renche
In precisely this way? So, for example, Leon Trotsky, in spenking
uf thoe Pebrunry revolation, duted," The pragleamekhion 2f egunl rights
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mennt nothing to the Finns especinlly, for they did nnt deslire
equality with the Russisns, but independence of Russia, It gnove
nothing to the Ukr~ninns for their rights h~d been equal befsre,
they “hoving been forcibly procleined t» be Russian" (History of
the Russion Rev3lut13n, Vol 3, p 39) "They ¢id not desire equelity,
‘Isn't this cle~r enosugh? ..nd soaehow the Balsheviks, instead of
praclaining that the tr-uble with the Finns w~s thot, bosing then' -
selves »n thelr superlor culture, +hev didn't want equality with |
the rest of the popul~tlion of Russia, mnde this the cornerstone

of their policy on the nationel questiun - the proclanmation of the
right of self-deternination for ench people.

"So .algo f2r the slogen of a constituent assembly., In specking
of the osppressed nation~litlies of Russin, Trotsky notes that
"references to a future constituent asserbly osnly irritated ther,"
¥hy so? Becrnuse these peasples understood thﬂt this nssembly would
only contlnue "t5 defend the tradition »>f Russific~tion", Clear
' enough" Is it any wonder tihen that references to the cofistituent
nssembly only irritate the Jews now, mmd would only ilrritate the
Arabs in the future, if the Jews should succeed in getting a
mnjority of the population? (The slogan of n constltuent assembdly
‘hns a place in Palestine, but only if linked ~nd subordinnted to
the slognrn 5f the right of self-determinstion for the 4Lrabs and
‘the Jews.)

- I connot hers set forth =y own ideas on ~ Leninist positinn
for Palestine, But it 1s necessory to mentlinon the twn basis
principles which.Lenln devel:ped on the nati-nnl question: one,
~tiere can be no unity cetwe°n netio-nelitles withrut equoltity Two,

there c¢an be ns talk of equnlity without the right of self-detér-
minntion, including the right of separatiosn, (Compare this with
Gate's opinion thnt "Equql‘tv lies precisely in the fact that the
najority can exercise its nnjority,)

Abstrnctly, 1t would be correcct for o  Balshevik party to
~chanplion the right of the Jews to n sepnrnte existence, but nt the
sane tilne alsa t2 urge their unity with the .Arobs (even under a
setupr >f mnjority rule, if the two nations agree to this), Jctunlly
ﬁowever, there 1s no gmestisn that in this historical siltuatinon the
Jews would choose to form a stote of thelr own. Under soclaliam,
1t would be the duty of the stronger natisn, the Arbs, to win the
- confidence of the Jews, so as to nake then willing to give up
their own state ~nd become 2 port of an Lrrob-Jewish Federation,

Is there no plnce then, whatsoever, for n policy of inter-
national "jolning handés" in the struggle for Jewlsh frecdom? In
view of the fcregoing, surprisingly enough, there is, Its plnce
1s here: we must urge the worker s of nli countrles, especlally
those »f Englond, to "joln honds" by demonstr-tions, etc., wit“ ‘
the Jews 1s support »f the struggle that they are nctunlly con t-
ing, agninst British irperi-lisn. This In itself 1s our simple
duty ns soaclalists nnd rev2luti-nists., Such n policy would dso
pernit us to begin to galn the confidence of the Jewlsh nnasses ,
anong whorn the idens of snclallism troditi-nnlly have o far m-ore
pawelful root than among those of any other nntion in the world,"

t would nlso permit us t2 begin t» repl-ce the heralc, but short~
sighted ~nd chnruvinistic youths who =re nt present lending the
Jewlsh resistance wn1n<;t Britoin, -nd ennble us to conduct it in
such n way (inuicqteﬁ nbove) as £ permit the nchivement of o unitr
Arab and Jewish stiuggle agalnst British imperialism, g

1523



