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NOTE
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The following resolutions are prosented

to the ISL by the PC as matérial for the

. R ) . I ,
pre-convention discussion period, The '

A

reéolutions dn the war’and Great Britain

are partéll_and 2 of thh Intemastional

- -

“Resolutions Two additional sections,

~

Jﬁgoslavia ahd Asia, will be complefed

shortly, to complete that resolution,
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INDIPENDIKT _SOCIALISM AND THR THIRD WORLD WAR

1) Since the last convention of tho ISL, war has actually brokén
out in.the world. To be surs, the Korean war is not yot the third
world war but it 1s universaliy recognized as a prelimina¥y to it.

we'end0rse the analysis and position taken by the Political Committee
in its. Doclaration on tho outbreak of the Koroan war. The conse-

quences of the Korean war fully confirm the viows thers osxpressed on
the reactionary character .of the foreign policy and aims of Washington

. °  and Moscow,

2) “The outbroak of the Korean war has given riss in all U.S, poli-
tical circles to new dsbates and discussions on tho war thrsat. In
this so-called "Great Debate", thers have baan espaclally counter-
t ' posed (a) tho 1ins of tho Truman-Acheson adninistration, and (b)
k- proposals from various sectors of bourgsois and liberal thought for
_policies which are put forward as means of eliminating or lessening
the war danger, as compared with the Truman-Acheson line. :

A The way in which“the two hava been: counterposed to each othar pesrmits
L -~ .us once agaln to underline the distinotive features of the Indepen- .
.7 dent socialism which opposes and:rejects them both,

f . 3) The Administration line, as tho current and prevailing policy of
- U.S, imperialism, may be surmarizod as follows: ' ~

'’ - @) It is necéssary, in the intsrosts of maintaining and ex-
E panding the power of U.S, capitalism in the world, to carry on an

- a§gressive foreign and military policy to stop -and drive back Stall-
.on . :

s

sm and Stalinist-Russian sxpansion.
- b) This is to be done by relying primarily and minly on

i military force (as in Korea, Indo-China, Malaya) and by building up
' more military force through an armaments race, atomic warfare pro-

- parations and power alliances. S ' :

L ¢) These military (and secoi.darily diplomatic) steps ars

' entirely subordinated to the reactionary social and political program

k' of U,S. capitalism, which is incapable of making any effective appeal

F .~ to the peoplss of the world outside of that framework. In consequance

i ‘then, nowhere does the U,S. seriously attempt to mset Stalinism, in

I - Turope or Asia, with political weapons which can countor its appeal,

f.-- It 1s for this reason, not marely shortsightednoess or stupidity, that
its perspoective for the struzgle against Stalinism 1s an essentially
military one ~- war and destruction to the bittor end, with only
pious hopes that this will not entail the feared consequences of

. destroying the heart of civilization along with the Kromlin's power,

.. even if it 1s militarily successful. | : ' ..

d) In line with this perspective, the U,S, ‘has (incroasingly

_since Korea) openly followed tha policy of sesking military alliance

with every reactionary forcs and power in ths world wiich is also

opposed to Moscow: Franco, Chiang Kai-shek and his remnants on For+

. mosa (roversing tho White Paper policy), Syngman Riaee, Bao Dai, etec.

3 Its policy has forced aven thoe Indian Nehru government into open op-
i position in the UN, where it has pushed through its line with a

f . ‘display of blacknail and threats rivaling in cynicism the activitios

E: of the Moscow imperialists themselves. . 7_4_80
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4) U.S. policy banks any hopa of avoiding full-scals atomic warfaro
~only on frightening its Russian rival into quiescence. To poeople of
mora than one school of thought, this age-old claim of "presorving
peace through supsrior nilitary power", which preceded both World Wap
- -1 and IT, can have no different result in this pre-war period.,. In
‘reactlon against-the Truman-Achason var policy, & group of proposals
arise vhich mark themsolves off from it WITH RTSPRCT TO ITS POINT (a)
ABOVZ, This is thoir corron point of approach. Thrao varietioss of
this approach have been put before the hrarican people: ﬁ

S 'a) The line put forward in its starkest form by Herbert
“~Haovoer, in attenuatod -degree by -Senator Taft, and informing much of
~what is left of isolationist sentiment in the U.S,, by and largo oma-

~ - nating from some of the more reactionary sections of U,S, capitalism:

- - retroat in foroign policy to the Uasteranemisphere and its conver-
sion into a "fortrass", This policy, vhich, 1ike that of Achoson--

‘. Truman, sess no effactive political moeans of combatting Stalinism,
'goes even further in its involuntary acknowladgment of tho bankruptcy
of world capitalisnm inasmuch as it finds no reason for relying upon
Vest-Turopean capitalism's will or abllity to defend itsslf from B

. Stallnist conquest. It is falso to chargd Hooverism, as tho Acheson- .

., Truman supporters do, that it s3es no nssd for allies in the war ’

.- agalnst Stalinism. Vhat is true is that it frankly sess no Buropean

' . and Franco, to serve as the only reliabls bulwark of democracy on the
- continent) and is rasi%nad to fighting for survival virtually alono.

- Its porspoctive for a beleagusrac "capitalism in one country", bris-

- tling with arms, could only mean a spoesdier acceleration of ~the trenc.

. toward the rmilitarization, bureaucratization and totalitarianigation
of the country. ' . L

b) "Noutralist" or "third-force" policios basad on the theory
of "peaceful cooxistonce' of the two worlds, Tt is tho basic program-
matic element in. views as various otherwise as thosc of many Arcrican

. antl-Stalinist liberals, Stalinoid liberals, as well as tho World .
Fedoralists and Titoists. Its contral plea is that the U.S. and
I’ Russia‘ "learn to livo togethor", and not tho nood to stop and dsstroy,
b Stalinism. Although not often explicitly, the practical program 1is
. a form of appsasoment —- going under tho nare of "negotiations for
peacoe”, 1,0., a deal botwsoen Impoerialist roegimss for a momontarily
accoptabls division of -tho world, as at Tohoran, Yalta and Potsdanm;
in another 'form, its practical program 1s “world govarnrment", a utopic
80 long as the imparialist reginos are maintained; in another, its
program depsnds on the illusion that tho Kromlin's aggressiveness is
- a roaction to "Western encirclorent" and/or that the West's war fover
1s the product simply of basocloess foar, All of tasse variants aro
naivas or suilecidal, But it must be rocognized that a positive aspect. .
of theso schools of foreign policy 1s that their supportors are froed;
by €he tsrms of their 1dets, to be highly and justly critical of the
gctual forelign poligy and acts of both Amorican end Russian imperial- -
sm, , . o '

'¢) The policy of a brenthing spell -- postponement of war --
by any moans, on tho ground that anything is bottor than an outbreak
of atomic war. Since this approach does not nscoessarily dopond on '
any of tho political views or illusions notad above, it is to bo -
. found oven in socialist and pacifist cireclas. Thoro can be no qarral
k- by Indopondent Socialists with the gonoral idoa that ths postpono-~
. mont of war for as long as possible is a positive good, since it 1»,4-8I

allies in existonco (except ZIngland, to sorve as an American airfield, |
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“permits ths longest possible time for that roegroupment and rovival
of socialist forces which is crucial to any progrsssive solution of
‘the world crisis. But this considoration does not point to & poeace-
‘at-any-price idoology. A "broathing spell" gainod at tho exponse of
-moro basic considerations only ensuros the worst possible outcome of
. tho crisis and disarms tho working class and Third. Camp forces. In
~ 'any case, ovar-omphasis on the rood for a "broeathing spoll” as &n
 overriding consideration cen serve the delstoerious end of proeparing
_their thinking for reactionary solutions. L e
~ 5) Wo rejoct entirely all such proposals which, in reection to tho
- Truman-icheson line of anti-Russian belligerency, aim to or tond to : _
- abandon or de-emphasize the NW%ID TO FIGHT FOR THY D3ISTRUCTION OF : o
i STALINISM, oven if this 1s done under tho slogan of "Poacel" o S
" take this stand in the interest .of and from the viewpoint of the ‘ -
' working class and the future of the socialist struggle, for the fol-
' lowing roasons: S T 5 S - o

- @) Labor and socialism CANNOT "coexist peacefully” with A
}  Stalinism in tha same world. The robullding and the victory of tho r
. soclalist movemont require the destruction of all Stalinist influence .. -
£ /in the working class -~ indeed, it can be robuilt only through & pro- .

j.-gram which includes an uncompromising fight for the d9struct19n-°f B
¢ Stalinism, - .. R _ ST T . . C

B,

R

: ' b) Givon tho fact that tho antagonism botwoon the Stalinist . .. .° .
“and capitalist soctors of the world is a basic one, rootoed In tho
~ inheraont antagonism botwoeen those two rival social systGmS“bOth s
. forced to roach out for comploto domination of tho world, cooxls~ .
* tence" for any longth of timo can noither be "poacoful" nor porma- .
nent. It moans no resolution of tho world crisis but ratheor a = .
porspective of cold-war-in-parmanence ‘-- 8 perspective which can bo
accompaniaed, in tho U.S. and the West, only by & concomitant porma-
nent war oconormy and the doopering and hastoning of all roactionary
tondoncies in presont-day capitaliam. c - S : S

o c) ‘Not least of all, furthormoro, is the fact that wo, &S
. intornationalist socialists, capnot callously tako tho attitudo that
k. it is no concorn of ours.if oho-third of the world suffgors undor tho )
¥ .most monstrous totalitarian slavery. This 1s no considoration for . '
.- tho U,S, bourgooisie, which can and would be thoroughly.upconcarnod
by tho fate of any othor peoplos, if it wore not that thoir powsr and
! aims aro at stake., = ' . '

s o i R R A

' The Indopendent Socialist movement, however, which is founded on the
¥ struggloe for socialist democracy against both capitalism and Stali-
i nism, is tho MOST IRRECONCILABLT onomy of Stalinism in tho fullest
sonse. (a) The Amorican bourgcoisie and govarnment, for thoe roeasons
noted above, are not, .While their intorosts inovitably drivo thom

| into conflict with tho Stalinist ompire, and this confliet in tho

l . long run cannot bo raconcilad, this takes place IN SPITT OF thoir

{- own proferonce (if it wero possible) to strike-a deal with Moscow

- which would confine ths lattor to & minor pertion of tho earth, 8t

| the .oxponsa of tha working class and peopla of any and ovory country,

. Sections of tho bourgeoisioc and government are anxious to do this
- right now. REvon tho Truman-Achoson policy-makors (Moscow w7illing)

E may come to sore such over-the-counter arrangomont, tomporary as it
F may bo. (b) Nor is tho Indopendont Soclialist movemont poisonod by
k. the - concoptions rife in some parts of thoe world socielist movemont (

4 ,\ggtggliooks on Stalinist axpansion as somo kind of road toward o4 82
' am, A oL _ o ' : . . - L
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If the dostruction of Stalinist tyranny and its roplacoment by a | &
democratic rogime -- not the maintonance and oxpansion of U.S. S
capitalism ---woro RBALLY the politics from vhich Washington's foroign..
policy flowed, socialists would bo in duty bound to support (however

eritically) its proparations for war and tho war "itself. But tho
claim that this is so is a 1lie -~ provod a 1io by overy concrote _
aspoct of 1ts actual policy and -acts, including its A-bomb diplomacy.
But it is this side of the Truman-icheson 1line, its "strong" policy
against Stalinist expansion, which attracts a mass of workers (not >

the most backward eithor!) in support of its foroign policy, while B
othor soctions of the massss of paople are attractod to countor- e
programs on tho basis of their fear of war. Foar of Stalinism or Y
foar of war, the nood to fight against Stalinism or tho noad to fight ~ ~

.against war, hatrad of the old systom of exploitation or droad .of the

'nev. one- --- these .are tho poles botweon vhich tho progrossivo aspira-
tions of tho peoples ars divided. Tho task of Independont Socialists
is to domonstrate that its program alone offors d road to fight both
Stalinism and war, both tho old systom of capitalism gnd the now -
‘tyranny of burcaucratic colloctivism., That is why wo roject any pro-
gram which illusorily subordinatds tho neod to dostroy. Stalinism to
the nood for poaco, just as 'wo rsjoct any program to mako poeacos with
capitalism in order to fight Stalinism. o

6) It is & fundamontal error, bocause of tho CONCRETZ nature of tho
coming imporialist war, evon to POST TH% PROBL"M in torms of : Which
is moro important -~ to continus the traditional socialist struggle -
against capitalism and imporiallism at home, or to fight tho new ‘enemy
Stalinism? ' S o ’ . S

Warxists do not baso their opposition to imperialist wars simply on
the abstract ground that imporialist govirnments aro involved and
‘that support of war by any.imporialist govarnment is oxcluded on

8 wriori principlos. In oach case, a CONCRWTR analysis is nocossary
of a given imperialist war, S e L e C
In the present world crisis, tho Marxist CONCRSTIZATION of the impo-
rialist and reactionary charactor of the third world war is basod. on
procisely the NBW foatures which distinguish thls war from tho pro- . °
teding world wars of our opoch. Thesec new foeaturos are throo: :

, a) ‘It is a war‘hot'horaly'betwoon two rival imperialist blocs,
but_botwcen two difforont and mutually antagonistic social systoms.,

b) - It is a'war not rerely for a rodistribution of tho coloniel
and undavoloped areas of the world botwosn difforont oxploitors, but
8 strugglc for domination and control of the sntire world, including

thoe leading nations themsolvos..

_ c) It is a struggle which boars within itsclf tho poton-
tlality for tho destruction of all civilization, if not of tha world
itsolf. Wo rocognize it as a fact that this potentiality oxists
today for the first time, as a rosult of tho distortion of modorn
‘8clonco and tochnology into a monstor rathor than a benefactor. Any
'war which depends on tha matching of th2 now atomic arms to the bittor
#nd of mutual annihilation raisos & NSW (though not an indepondont)
- ®lomont in tho considorations of socialists on tho war ‘quostion,

Bach ono of thoso factors pbintékto'a R?INFORCEMENT of thoe Indopondant
Bocialist policy of opposition to both war blocs., At bottom, this 1Is

2483
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so becausc cach one is a concroto cxproésion in today's torms of tho
imporialist nature of tho struggle for tha world, .

"7) I. THS SIGNIFIG.NCT OF TH% SOCIAL ANTAGONISM, -- This has

. 8lroady beon doalt with basically in tho 1948 rosolution of the ISL
‘on Capitalisnm, Stalinism and the War, summod up in soctions 8, 14,
67, 68. ' '

Bocauso of its anti-capitalist character, Stalinism can and doos

mako & political and ideological appcal to the pooplas of tho capi-
talist and semi-foudal world against thoir capitalist and impsrialist
rulers, an appoeal which has bizn a tromondous woapon in its expension
and-a potent ono in its "little wars". To thoso pcoploes who havs

had as yot no oxporioncc under its rule, 1t demagogicelly offors a
rovolutionary and dynamic program of changs from tho old systom of
oxploitation (landlordisn, capitalisr and capitalist imporialism)
“which tho peoplo know too woll and which thoy aroc dotermined to des-
troy. Even to people under its rule and disillusionod by knowlodga

' 'that this change is TO a now systor of oppression, tho rosult tonds

“to be, not active rovolt, but passivity, confusion and illusions
»' about "democratization" of Stalinism, as long as the only altornative
- offarad is a rostoration of tho old systom of capitalism,

-+ Capitalism, any appsal basaed on capltalism, and any power which fights
in tho namo of capitalism cannot gain the active, sacrifice~stirring
dovotion of tho masses of tha pooples such as could bring down tho
Stalinist ompire by crumbling it from within. Noither tho Stalinist

S ompire nor Russia 1s as monolithic, solid and unitad undor torror as

?f _both its loadors and bourgeois onomios ofton mako it out to ba.

uf7It is possible, to bs suroc, for tha Stalinist ompirs to bo defoented
- by puroly roactionary military force -- but not without leying wvasto

tho world and not without the consoequoncos for capitalist socioty it-
solf (intensification of all tronds toward.bureaucratization, mili-
tarization and totalitarlanization) which ars analyzod in tho 1948

©..rosolution., ‘.

Ths Wostorn capitallst war bloc cannot dofoat Stalinism without such
reactlonary consaquoncss, both for tho pooples of* tho world and at
homoe, as to mako tho "defonse of bourgsois domocracy against Stalinist
totalitariamism" through support of war a suicidal illusion.

" “Tho U.S. war bloc may dafeat RUSSIA militarily -- if indoed thoro is

any distlnction botwosn victor and vanquishod -- but CAPITALISM CAN-
NOT DiFEZAT STALINISM in any sanso which moans victory for any of the

. progrossivoe aspirations of tho paoplo,

-+ II, THT SIGNIFICANCR OF MHR NM.LTIOFAT, BL™MTNT, -- Tho war blocs fight

for: control of ocach othors' nations, not simply for control over
backward peoplos. This rmoans that OF BOTH SIDES -~ for tho pcoplo
as woll as for tho ruling classes and govornments -- tho vary oxis-
tonco of thoe nation (national indopendence) is in poril. Fow othor
facts undorlins so cloarly tha roactiqQnary naturs of such a war ovon

in comparison with World War I and with World War II (vhore this
elomont already partly showod itsolf).

.. This fact has two moro concrots significations:

Ca) It roinforces our viow that Indopondont Socialism must 2484
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" rejoct any "peaco" program which abandons the fight for tho dostruc-
tion of Stalinism, If it is truo that capitalism cannot dofoat
Stalinism without roactionary consequoncos -- any morce than Stalinism
can dofeat capitalism without oqually and oven moro roactionary con-
- 8oquences -- 1t 1s also truo that only OUR road of strugglo can, in
8ny progrossivo sonse, DRUFIND THS NATION sgainst tho enemy without
.-and DRWFIND TH% PSOPLE ggalnst tho class oppressor at homec. Evon from -
tho point of viow of the Amorican pooplo, capitalist imporialism can
defend thoir nationzl existonce only at tho oxponse of tho national
‘oxistonco of all othor pooples and at ths oxponso of  thoir own social’
exlstonco. ~ - S S -

" - b)_ But if tho national oxistonco of ths Amorican poople is
endangorsd by defoat in a military strugglo, THIS IS ALSO TRUT FOR
THE RUSSI4AN PROPLE. It 1is not truo that tho massos who suffor under

l*ﬁ,Stalin‘s iron hool are indifferont to tho national considoration: .
i 'thls was domonstratod by them in Russia's war against German invasion -
. in Vorld VWar IT, at least by sufficiont numbers of them to mako cloar

that tho charactor of tho coming war as an imporialist strugglo for

. control of tho whole world serves to TI® THT RUSSIAN PROPLE CLOSTR TO
. - THEIR OWN OPPRWSSORS, makos more difficult tho destruction of STALI-
g . NIM (as distinct from tho occupstion of the Kromlin by an American

?, Military Government) and assuras that an Amorican impoerialist vic~

320toryfcan bo achioved only through atomic-war-to-the-bittar-ond.

L III. THY SIGNIFICANCT OF THT nTOMIC WiR. -~ Tho abolition or rostric-
;. -tion of atomic woapons (or of any of tho nou waapons spawmod) by
i agrooment botween tho existing powors is a utopia, ¥No PROGR:M can

. be foundad on the hopo -that the coming war can bo kopt from boling an.
f: atomic war. But this is procisoly why OPPOSITION to tho war is doublj

reinforcod by this now eloment and why it is nocossary for socialists o

.to combat the war dangor on this ground also, .

 For us it 1s not a PACIFIST ground, politically spoaking. Not to °

£ ' spoak of tho Stalinist dictatorship (winose lack of scruplos about

¢ using any and all weapons naad not be discussod), tho fact that tho
‘U.S. has no othor woapons at its disposal oxcopt thp throat of fright-

ful military powor doterminos the koy rolo of atomic warfaro in ITS

calculaticns, - " : : .

- Tho potontialitins for dostruction raiscd by atomic warfaré must flo-

b wor in any resolution of tho world crisis vhich is military or

"decisively military. Tho only program which can destroy tho Stalinist

i omplre without war -- or at.loast, without war to thoe bittor (atomic)

4. ond -- 1s ono which can blow up that ompiro from within. Such roevolt
© can be stirr:d only on tho basis of an appoal vhich 1s not only anti-.

Stalinist but anti-capitalist. But it doos not wvelt only on the .

coming to powsr of genuine working class govarnmonts in ths Wost,

b ' Short of that, tho robsllion of Stalin's onslavad pcoplos will be

. glvon Impotus and oncouragemont by domonstrations of tho West's wor-

‘'king class that THEY are not tiod to their imporialists' chariots,

.- fhat thero 1s a forco in tha Wost which offors a road to a solution

I which doos not rovolvo botwsen capltalism and Stalinism: . that is,

a strong, powerful and rmoaningful Third Camp of socialist democracy.

¥ Our road, vhich sasks to build such a Third Camp, is & road which can
j: 8vold atomic dostruction, It is not tho loast of roasons why wo drivce
}. along that road with all onorgy and dotormination, ' ‘
.0 TR RbLooneTey | . 1483
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- Th> Indepondont Socialist Langus, whils rsjaciing. tho stondpoint

- .that it is nacossory to support .Amarican imporialisr in ths war o
‘with Stalinist Russia, is, howovor,not indifforant to. tho guirstion |

of the conduct of tho war or its outcom:, It rojocts as raactionary

- and criminal tho policy, put forvard in tihe nams of socialism, of -
"defense of tho Soviot Union" - unconditional or othsrwisc - a policy
which servoes, at hest, as a clo2k and apology for Stalinist imporial-
ism, its onslavsmont of tho working classoss, its subjugation of
natlons and its extirpation of the soqig}ist.rqvamcnt.

"’7- ) ' | _N"y

. ' It rojocts as roeactionary and dscoitful the policy,put forward in N

tho name of domocracy, of supportins /morican imporialism in ths war

or pro-wer porlod - a policy. which, at best, confars upon tho last

bulwark of rotting capitalism th> task of saving dormocracy which it

i cannot possibly parforn and .which, by subordirating ths working class

i ° .to imporialism, procludos it from porforming th> tasks of doarocracy ’

‘and socialism it is called upon to accomplish., Ons of thoss tasks ,

in tho proesont poriod is pracisoly ths dofins: of thos mation and of Y

| - tho only consistontly progrossive and demogratic class in tho nation, B

.- the workirg class., In tho Third World ver, wnliko. tho First, tho ' L=

' national intogrity and indeperdence’of tho country arce at stake, .

{ This applies both to Russia and to thy Unitod Statos.  Tho T...L. .-

. racognizos that if tha vorking classes zr> unobl: to.provent the out- el

.- break of ths Third World War, and they slono can prevont it, the = = ' %

f © triumph of Stalinisnm in thas war would moan the subjugation of tho R

t” United Statos and most. othor nations and th3 onslavirant of the

¢ working class by th> totalitarian bureaucracy. . But thiso:ars oxactly

£ “thy dangers that canrot ba warded off by entrusting tho "dsfsnss of \

' domocracy" to tas inpsrlalist, ronctionary bourgroisis of tho U.8.. -

. It is not at all concornsd with tho quastion of tho frascdom or on-

g-8lavimont of the working class but only +ith its prassrvation as a

' © producer of unlimited profits. It is not at all concarned with tho

i quostion of tho dafanso of ths nmation's intogrity, oxcopt in the

P sense of an imporialist motropolis vhich is in a position to dominats

. and dictate to the rost of th» warld and to chock or roprass all LT

popular derocratic moverints throughout th: vorild, that" 1s, it 1is LT

- animatod by those very considorations which havs-brought world-wides oo

£ discradit upon thoe nation anu producod tho very situation and war .

| dangor that imparil th> nation and its working classos, The socialist

{ movement. doss not hava, and the vorking class should not navgd, the
slightest confidonce in th»s democratic pratansions or intentions of

. tho Anorican capitalist class, its “ovornnoent, its war, its conduct

§  of the war, its war objoctives, .its war alliss, Tho socialist move-
mont placoes its confidonce oxcluslvoly in that class whoss vory .

i+ political oxistonce rmalkos indispensabls and irmpirative its attachmort

¢ - to domocracy, democratic rights and irnstitutions, narely, ths working

[ dlass and its labor moverant., Tais appliss to th3y urz-var poriod ‘

f. end, if it is not avartod, to ths war itsslf. Faced by tho corming

j war crisis, ths socialist rovemoent will roro urgontly than.evor call

f. upon ths working-class rovomont to taks com-and of tho ration and, -

i should it prov> nocessery as a rasult of tho roactionary and imporigl-

. Ist drive of Stalinism, to taks command also of ths defonso of tho

|- -nation, W{yon if, at tho outset, a labor govarrmornt, which takos ovor

. ths nation and dofonds ths interast of ths working poopls on tho \

i basis of a genuinoly darocratic courss in foroign and domostic policy

 Vhich is no* in fact subordinated to tho intorests of cpitalisrm and

f. impsrialism, should not Yot be a socialist labor govornmont, the

f socialist movomont standspladgad to snpprt and dafsnd it in vord 6
| ) | LT T T34 86
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-+ and in doed in any warin which it is throatsnod by a reactionary
. enomy, Stalinist Russia includoed., It is pracisecly by confiding.
the national dafenso to the reactionary capitalist class, tvhich has
and can havs only reactionary purposas, that the vorking-class mova-
.+ mont abandons its groat roesponsibility to the truc and best interests
- of the nation, to thc truo and best intorssts of itsolf, and what .
18 related to thom, %o tho truo and best intiroests of democracy.
all over ths world. Tho task of tho doforss of the derocratic nation
1s ths task of ths working class itself, : : . - ‘
8) Wo uso ths torm “Third Camp" as a vivid pointer into the koy idoz
of tho Indoperidont Socialist position on tue war. On ths nagative ;
.81do, 1t reans political opposition to both war blocs in tho struggle
for ths world today. On the positive side, it cen only mean-in tho
last analysis a rsbuilt and risvived socialist working-class struggle
against both capitalism snd Stalinism, e T .

. 1t thus points up a PROGR:M"iTIC DIRECTIMN,; a political 1ins. Tho
- problem is tho creation of & le bor and socialist rass movemoant which
‘will fight along that 1linos. Suoch slements rot only sxist but oxist
in abundance in tho world today., Thoy ars unorganized, inchoate,
politically confused, immobilizzd by thae samc dilermas which have
‘waakenoed ths socialist movemant its3lf. But in .evaery country of . the
world, massos grops toward a 1ins which ;7111 pormit thenm to oppose .
consistently both systams and botn »loes. Incorsistently, hesitating- -
¥ 1y, as yot without a broad political parspoctivo, rillions already
¥ think along these linoss. o N L

" Th> altsrnativo programs whicih ars discussed ahov> (Scection 4) are, .
. to be sure, blind alleys or worse, but it is indisputable that ruch
.of. thsir popular apneal to supportsrs (and thyir roaning TO THOSE ;
SUPPORTERS) exists bocause ths latter are thinking along these linss.
This 1s trus of "noutralism" in its various forms, in part of tho
world govornment movoment, tho pacifist rovarmont and tho like., &
distinction rust alvays bo rade bstwsen the loadors of .these movemort s
- 'and ths following thny arouse, botwesn the illusoriness of the formal
k. program and the popular aspirations they oxprass to ono dsgree or

‘another. This is of the utmost importance in detsrrining at once our

eritical and sympathetic approach to thosp movaronts and its ideolog~
les. ‘ SR ' S ; : . .

- Such Third Camp tondoncias are a natural reservoir of strength for a

i revival of ths socialist moviment., But vhils most soctions of the

~ soclalist 1oft ars still weak, ths saro tondercios ranifsst themselve:

and exert thair pressurs and avon influence through othor channsls, -

f: It is ossential that Indsporndent Socialists be roady to saize upon,

¢ point to, and furthor develop ALL tordencies in this diroction,
vherever they appear, in ordsr to facilitate thoir devolopmant toward
ths conslstont and fully thousht-out Third Camp position vhich char-

actorizes Indepordent Soclalism, ' : .

' Among othor things, it must bs undorstood that in th» jurior partnors
- of ths Vestorn bloc, ospscially th> smalloar countries, aven  the
bourgeoisies and movernmant circlas of thos2 countrises have littlo o

E no anthusiasm for the coming war, win or loso, sincoe U,S. victory--

¥ 'wilth accompanying destruction and .smarican hasgamony == offsrs sven

k- the junilor capitalist partnors 1ittls to fighf for. It-goss without

- 8aylng that such circlos themselves, vhatever the dogroe to which

t thoy tend to "neutralist" sympathioes now, 111 not onter into tho7_487 '
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2 .and purposa,

} . 9) .o this end, thoe Independent Socialisté,'as’always, do not 1limit

3

. 10) Such domands would include the following:

% .

'building of a Tﬁird Camp forco.

"= O
But evon thoeir hssitations today
refldet in soms reasure not only thoir own doubts but also the
pressures of tho masses behind them. .nd to ths dogrec that they
separate thoemselves from the rore adventuristic and narrowv~natjional-
lstic performances of Washington, to that degroe the workirg-class
vanguard must point to these phonomena and utilizs them to drive home
their own ressaga to the paople. Offar groator significanco and .
symptcniatic importance for the power of the forcos of the Third Camp,
is tho course followed in foreign policy by the British Labor 5§V~
ernmont and the Nehru nationalist government. To ths extont that
thoy follow and will continus to follow ths loadership. of American
imperialism in tha war and tho proeparations for the wap, they dis-

- closo thoir failurd to break out of ths rsactionary framewvork of

Imporialism and th:ir economic and military dependency upon fimericsn

J;-fcapitalism. Howover, both governronts are distinguished from all

others in the American bloc by the fact that thoy ars the dirocct
.product, in 'the ono case, of a powerful socialist working-~cless up-

. , surgo, and in the othsr case, of a no loss powerful national-rov-
( ‘olutionary and anti-imporialist peopla's movimant, In both countries,

tho peoples represent the most advarced forces of ths Third Camp in

-existence anywhore in the world, in that both striva vigorously to

fres themsolves from attachrment and subordination to :iimerican im-
porialism without showing any indication of supporting or coming

;;? under the coritrol of Stelinist imporiallsm. Th2 fact that both tho
-~ Laborite and Nehru governmsnts havs coms into roroe-or 1loss opencon-
‘- flict with the American governmant on questions of international and

war policy, rasflacts, at bottom, tho pressure of thes powerful popular

forces they ropresent. Likawise, it constitutes a striking confir-

mation of the oxistence of vast forcos of thao Third Camp, which
require, for thair victory, only groatsr organization and greator

¢ consistancy of expression then can be given by tho governmants now

reprosonting thom. It 1s a socialist task to point up the signif i-
cance of these forces, today bost ropresontad by the Indien and

L British peoples, to dofend thsm from malicious and reactionary attacks,

to utillze their oxample and aspirations for political education

- everywhere, airing only to rally support to thom and to give the move-

ment they .represont rore cohesivaness, desper understanding, clarity

‘.

themselves simply to proposing socialisr as ths enswyasr to the -
threatoned” world war, It is, furthsrwors, a central view of Inde-
poendsnt Socialism that "ths kay to the struggle for socialism today
is the struzgle for democracy -- ths fight to awaken a rass moveonmoent

behind the rost thorough-goirg democratic demands as an indispensable

| means of leading this fight on to socialism." (1948 I8L Rasolution.)

Therefore, as against the war dangoer, we rust pfbposo == in tho first
blace, as a foroign policy for the american labor movaemoent, wvhich
today has virtually no foroign policy of 1ts own but tags after that

" of the Fair Deal administration -- prograrmmatic: derands which aim at

both the threat of Stalinism and the throat of war by this capitalist
government., What is noeded i1s a program to fight Stalinist expansion

~which counters it with its oun rovolutionary, dynemic AYND DIOCR/.TIC

appaal,

. -

LY

e
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a. Complite and unconditional solidarity with and support
- of tha fight against imporialist domination and for full
.national independsnce of all ths peoples of iisia, /.friea
- and Latin America, - - : TR o L
- be Complete and unconditional solidarity with and support
of all popular democratic, ravolutionary and reform riovements
in colonial,- seri-colonial and otherwise opprossed countries.
c. Irreconcilable opposition to political or military support .
‘to any Impoerialist government engaged in any action to maintain
its rule over other countries or to deprive them in eny way of
- their elementary democratic right to self-detarmination,
- d. Wlthdrawal, in particular, of all political and rilitary
- ald to puppet regimes like Chiang Kai-shok's in. Formosa or PBao
Dai's in Indo-China, to "ngland in its suppression of Malaya
and dorination of Hong Kong, tb France in its suppression of -
Indo-Chinza -and Morocco, atc, : e
@. No political, economic or military alliance with or aid to
such ultra-reactionary ragimss as Franco's in Spdin. ' :
f. Withdrawal of all occupational forces from Japan and Gormany,
recognition of their comploste indepardence and national sov-
-eroalgnty, immedliate peace treaties with these nations without
‘annexations or tribute and th3s granting of thair unrestricted
right to dstormire thelr own-economic and political, as wsll as
military, lifs, P St - P
8. A conplate revérsal of th: prevailingtrsnd to convert the
) Marshall Plen rore and rore into a raasns of facilitating and
.+~ evan forcing the militarization and depsndency upon Amarican
- imperialist policy of ths countries included in the Plan.
h, " Th2 slaboration of a world-wido program of fratsrnal
. financial and tachnical ald to all undordevelopod, underprivile=-.
ged and backward countriss with no political strings attachod,
with no lmperialist concossions eracted, and with unambiguous
guarantoes against imperialist exploitation. 2

i 11) We Independent Socialists do mot boslisve that a DIMOCRATIC

. foraign policy can be expoected of this government or any capitalist
. goverrment, e know, however, that rost smericen workers will not

i agreoe with this Qpnciusion today. Ve invite thom to fight for such
£: & policy -~ not mersly for this or tuat partial concoession to such a
| policy, espocially thoso that cost littlas rors than wvords, but for a
f foreign policy which as a whole can accomplish thhe needed onds, Ve
.. aro confident that such a fight, if carrisd on consistently and

;. Without rotreat, if carriod on vigorously and as an appoeal to the

' people will 8peodily domonstrate that th> intorosts of the working

- class, and ths intoroests of democracy and peaco, cannot bs dafendad
.. by tho capitalist class and its govornment, with whose interests thoy
§ conflict at 3very important polnt, and taat thzir consistant and

| eff2ctive dofenso rosquires that labor taks its rightful place at the
| hoad of the nation, , : ' .

t On ths question of war, unlike some spscific question of wagos, there
. 18 no room for lasting compromise batveon th>s aims and intorosts of

b Amorican capitelist imperislism and vhat tho vorklng class wants,

} 'and wants to fight for. Such a program, as a meaningful whols, could
- bo carrioed out in tho U.3. only by a worksrs' sovernmant which does

| not hesitate to movs outside ths frarmowork of capitalist intorosts amd

NECIIRY S T 2489
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= pdlicy, ﬁhichwcarrieé it through rigardless of and agaiﬁst‘the !

«lle
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opposition of the capitallst class. Tho creation of such a govern-
ment =~ and in the first place of an independsnt labor political

~ movoment toward it -- 1s ths prims responsibility of the Arerican

labor movement toward the peace of the world and ths progress rather
than the destruction of civilization. ‘ - '

< .
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'THE MEANING OF TH? BRITISH IABOR GOVRRNMENT
| .

1) The five yoars of existence of the British Labor govermment con-
fronts the Marxist movement with a now political problen., Its record
of achleverient i1s in important respects one unanticipated by Marxists,
in the light of previous exparience with social-reformism in office.
While the 1948 convention resolution of the ISL on "Capitalisn,

- Stalinism and the War", particularly Section I-D on "The Rols of the
Soclal-Denocracy", is our starting point for a consideration of this
new phenomenon, a fuller examination 1s required of the specific
development of the Labor govermment and its meaning for the socialist
movement of the world. = - - R

The great significance of the Labor government development will remain .
even 1f a new election should restore the Tory party to power. That
developrent mey than cane to a temporary halt or slow-down, but this
would nelther elininate its influence on British society nor diminish -

" the importence of understanding it.

' 2) The ehormous progressive potential of ILabor's victory in Britain
was conferred upon 1t and still exists today by virtue of two facts:

. 8) Emerging directly out of the Second World War, in 1945,
the workers and declsive sections of the middle class repudiated the
. soclal leadership of the Tories and Churchill -- that is, of the capi-
talist class -- and voted for the Labor Party as the standard-bearer :
of a socialist reorganization of society, for the first time giving =2
clear soclalist mandate to the Labor Party which took over the govern-
ment with an absolute majority in Parliament. Never before had the
British workers so clearly and unitedly menifested their socialist
aspirations. After years of uninterrupted defeats inflicted on the
working classes of RBurope and the world by the Stalinists, by the
fascists and by the bourgeolsie, the workers of Britain demonstrated
that the working class is capable of organizing itself in virtual com-
> plete political solidarity and winning a major victory over its class
~enemy. For the workers of the world, they gave an exariple which came
at a vital point in historical development. For no country of the
world is this example rore important than for the politically backward
-American working class, which still faces the task of creating its
own political arm., The victory in Britain demonstrated thet the poli-
tical forces of labor can take over the nation; that the masses of the
people, including the rmiddle class, will turn to labor as the bour-
geolsie shows its inability and unwillingness to satisfy their needs
» and interests. This fact alone is of trermendous importance. The
British workers opened for.themselves & road of political opportunity
- unequaled anywhere since the days of the Spanish revolution and civil
war, : . ' ' ,
, b) The labor governnment in power proceeded to nationalize
decisive sections of the basic industry of the country, including
steel, thereby undermining bourgeois property relations. This occurs,
moreover, at a decisive conjuncture in world history: the deep-going
j degeneration and disintegration of world capitalism alongside the
e omergence of Stalinism as a world soclal, political and military force
;. embracing a third of the globe. In Britain itself, in particular, the
e, capltalist ruling class is a weak and decaylng class, its empire fallen
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apart, reduced to junlor partnership in the Western capitalist bloc ,

in subordination to the U.S.; while the position of the working class,

|  better organized and more cohesive than ever, has improved and strength-
. ened, While the decay of the capitalist class made the Labor victory

‘ possible, the anti-capitalist measures taken by the vioctorious Labor

. government in its turn are striking at the heart of capitalist soclety.

Never more than in the case of this post-war upsurge of the British

‘workers have soclalists been justified in their confidence in the

g recuperative powers of the working class and its ne cessary emergence
i~ a3 the only progressive force in socilety. : '

3) As against the Tories, we stand as unconditional defenders of the
Labor Party and its govermnment, urging the firm conviction' that it is

.the duty of British Marxist socilalists to be the most energetic and
enthusiastic supporters in every electoral contest of the malntenance
of the Labor Party at the head of the government and the nation, while
within the Labor Party they settle the vital .questions’of program and

. policy which will decide the historic course of the Labor victory.

' In the United States, where the whole bourgeoisie, as well as the more
. conservative sections of the trade-union bureaucracy, attempts to dis-
credit and denigrate the rule of the Labor Party in the eyes of the

i Americen people, we stand as defenders of the British working class

. and 1ts govermnment against such traducers. We exerciss the right of

i ‘defenders to criticize end make proposals from our own sociallst = .

i standpoint, but only for the purpose of strengthening the progressive

¢~ and revolutionary aspects .of the British Labor government. We have

. .nothing in common with those who attack it for the purpose of demoral-
- 1zing the British workers -- and of discouraging those American workers

who would follow the example -- as we are determinedly opposed to those

. Whose pralse of the British Labor government is calculated to gloss

L' over those aspects of it which polnt away from socialism, let alone

g ;fgse"who claim that the Labor govermment 1s even now "building soci-

S

i The British working class has opened the road to soclalism in its
country. Whether it enters upon that road and travels it firmly,
1 determinedly end boldly depends upon it and upon what happens within
L. 1ts party, the Labor Party, in the course of the visibly developing
. antagonism between the socialist aspirations of the mass of workers
on the one hend, and the political course of the British Labor bureau-
¢ cracy on the other. It is in this context that our analysis of the
¢ ‘latter 1s put forward, L : "
. . II. -
} 1) The problem which the record of the British Labor govermment has
glposed‘ or seemed to pose, before Marxists revolves around the claim
. of a "rebirth" of reformism as a road to socialism.

t On the one hand, (a) the claim is made that Britain 1s advancing

. toward socialism under the leadership and policies of as reformist a
I party as can be found among the Soclal-democracy; that reformism is
g therefore "proving" itself; that it is vindicating the peaceful par-
;. 1lamentary road to power as against revolutionary Marxist criticism.

L e T e
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‘-capitalism and bourgeols power;
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On the other hand, (b) many or most left-socialist critics of the BLP,
have by and large taken.the view that the BLP leadership has essen-
tially been following the same course as classical reformism, that
it seeks to do, and in fact does, no more thsan prop up and patch up
%hat, in other words, there is no

important difference between the role and. course e¢f the British Labor

f;,government today and of the German Social-Democracy after World War I.

We consider both 6f.theée views as'basically incorrect, and as sharing

f;, a2 circle of ideas which ignore the new phenomena
':_Aof capltaliam. . Wt

~

A

the same defect: both, from opposing points of view revolve within
of the present stage

B 2) A sine gﬁa'non for a Marxist anelysis of the British Labor govern-
-~ ment is recognition of the fact that, unlike classical reformism, 1its

course has been anti-capitalist. The Labor govermment has already

¢ taken over ownershlp and control of -same of the most decisive "com-

- manding heights" of the economy - basic industries. With steel it

. -has nationalized up to 20 per cent of the economy. This nationalized
. sector, in addition, swings a greater weight throughout the economy

- than the figure indlcates and cuts into bourgeois property rights much
i more .deeply. It is enough to establish that bourgeols economic power
i" has been significantly undermined ~ not yet abolished by any means -
£ but undermined, - - . . . 7 T e o PR N

¢ ‘This fact 1s not canceled out by the argunent, correct and important

i in 1tself, that the Atlee govermment has also been under pressure from
¥~ the Labor Party left wing and from the ranks of the workers, who voted
p~for the Lebor Party twice with, the understanding that it would follow
} & forthright socialist policy. That the working-class pressure exists
i’ 1s important in indicating the temper of the class, and it undoubtedly .
I has influenced the Labor govermment's course. That it does not by

b 1tself explain this course is indicated by the record of the post-1918
¢ German Social-Democratic goverrment which never took any signiflcant
b anti-capitalist steps in spite of its birth In a mass revolution and

¢ in spite of even stronger working-class pressure, L .

} To belittle the significance of this with the argument that the Labor
i Party govermment 1s really merely bolstering capitalism with reforms .
" 1s- self-defeating blindness. Since it is not in eccord with the realilt:
l .and therefore cennot convince the workers, 1t leaves the field free

j. for the claims of the reformists and sterilizes the real struggle which
t- has to be made against the policy of the bureaucracy. '

.

- 3) The anti-capitalist trend of the ILabor government's course does

¢ not, however, mean that the Labor Party bureaucracy and goverrment is
i leading Britaln toward socialism, Anti-capitalist nationalization,

i no matter how far carried through, does not of itself add up to so-

i -clalism. This has been already brought home in our epoch by the

f pPhenomenon of Stalinism, which destroys capitalism, and nationalizes

- econamy without permitting the working masses themselves any new power
. Or particlpation in the 1life of socilety; which destroys capitaliasm

- in favor of the power and prestige of the state bureaucracy acting es
- & third social force. . : ’

K In fact, the formula "nationalization equals socielism" is a false con-
- copt common to both Stalinism and reformism and representing & link

in basic theory between the two, o 1_493
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'4) The emergence of .the state bureaucracy as a third social force
§ 1s the result, in our epoch, of two things: the disintegration and
§ - -degeneration of capitalism and capitalist imperialism as a viable
§ social system in most of the world (including England); and the feil-
§ ure of the working class as yet to organlze its forces to dump that
' 8ystem into the scrapheap of history and build its own socialist power,
g These two accompanying phenomena create a vacuum, which must be filled;
1t 1s the state bureaucracy which steps in to £i11 it.

k' This 1s the general character of the trend. The emergence of Stalin-
@ lsm is only one form of this tendency, a form moreover declsively
B influenced by (a) its origin in one of the most backward countries of
. Burope, Russia, and (b) the fact that the Stalinist counter-revolution
i < succeeded to a revolutionary (i.e., thorough and complete) destruction
b of capitalist power in the country. L R : !

N o "\ -
F . This tendency 1s operating in %ngland wheré'the,working class 1s one
¢ of the tightest-lnit and best organized in the world, amd where the

BB 1t has merely been wasting awey. The process 1s slower and only at
j‘1ts beginning, and not at all to be identified with the Russian devel-
f- opment. Its meaning for us today is that it illuminates the objective
h historical role and direction of the third social force arising. The
j 1ssue and the fate of British soclety and socialism is yot to be deter-
f.mined by the struggle. - AR . o Lo -

?The role and direction df;the third social forée which steps into‘the'
f vecuun is that of bureaucratic collectivization . o

} 6) This social tendency, which results from the disintegration of
| capitallism and the fallure of the working class to give that system
f its coup de grace, like every other soclal tendency forces its way
i through different social chennels. It does not and cannot operate
f uniformly throughout the capitalist world, nor in e straight-line
f development, Not the least important fact, with regard to its form
. and tempo, 1s who executes it. 1In many capitalist countries, the bour-
j Beolsles themselves (or rather sections of the bourgeocisies) act as
[ vehlicles of this trend to greater or lesser degrees - even in the
i United States, where capitalism is still strongest and the tendency
f therefore weakest, - . o . : E
t But where bourgeois elements move in this direction, in spite of the
t historical pressures pushing them along these lines they are held back
b end their efforts cut short, distorted or aborted by their direct
| tles with immediate capitalist interests and by their own mass base.
' This tendency of our epoch, we have seen, can be pushed more freely
. 'and pushed even further by elements not directly or personally tied
- to the old system - just as, analagously, it was the Junker Bismarck
§ Who was able to. do for 19th contury German capitalism what the timorous
B bourgeoisie would not do for itself. They can be more ruthless and
- less timid about stepping on particular capitalist toes. Since fur-
;,thermore an extrapolation of this tendency leads outside the frame-

, work of capitalism, there is no question of capitalist class loyalty
lﬁinvolved for them. . , ' K

« power of the capitalist class has not been previously broken but where’
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+ " For such reasons, not only is the reformist Labor bureaucracy one of
g the vehicles through which bureaucratic collectivization expresses
- dtself but 1t can be indeed even more effective end thoroughgoing in
. this direction than any section of the bourgeoisie. As a phenomenon
accompanying the dissolution of a social system, this aspect 1s not
new. . : ! - ' ' . - * ' * ‘ :

¢

The reformist Labor bureaucracy ‘is moreover peculiarly fitted to act

28 the vehicle of this tendency not only for the negative reason that

B 1t 1s non-bourgeols, but ako - positively - beacause of its conception
. of soclalism as noted above, The Stalinist bureaucracy, in its incep-

: tion,lalso drove elong this road in the conviction that it was bullding

: socialism, y C e e T o

anThe need of hoiding soclety togéthen at all in ouﬁ.epoch of capitalist
- disintegration Imperatively demands some form of collectivization.

¢ ocracy develops toward an independent sociel force to do: the job in its -
f OWn way -- a way which is also collectivist in form, but reactiorary

|- in content and anti-socialist in consequences. Where this tendency

. 1s showlng 1tself, as in “ngland, where furthermore the socilalist

f. working class forces are undefeated and still aspiring to fight, the
§  most disastrous mistake would be to mistake thils tendency for the road
© to soclalism, in a manner analagous to the way in which neo-Stalinists
i look on the totalitarian collectivism of Russla as a form of or road .

i: to socialism, ' e p L ' : ‘ B

f It is this tendency which defines the objective direction and histori-
i oal character of the politics and program of the British Labor

b bureaucracy, as one of the social forces in Rritain. IS

p 6) If the Labor bureaucracy were génuinely soclalist in its politiecal
& program, the disintegration of the British impire and the degeneration
¥ of capitalism -- together with the firm organization and clearly so-
i clalist aspirations of the British working class -- would offer it &n
f unparalleled opportunity for a relatively peaceful road to socialism,
¢ at any rate, a better opportunity for such =& highly desirable road to
} soclalism than the world has ever seen before. . o R
. Revolutionary Marxists have 'always allowed for a peaceful road to so-
¥ clalism at least as a theorstical possibility. They envisaged this
ki as a theoretical possibility even wihen capitalism was still a going
 ‘concern. Today, when the capitalist sociail system is no longer viable
.. but rather gangrening within, at a time when the 1o0ss of confidence
t In the capitalist system has never been so widespread smong the people
[ and ‘even among the bourgeoisie itself, when it cannot survive no mat-
{ tor who or what wins, the possibllity of a peaceful road to socialism
- 1s even stronger. 1In an case, it 1s not this question which 1s of
itself the crux of.the difference between the ‘reformist and Marxist
: lines. S -

- The hallmark of the reformist Labor bureaucracy in today's situation
I 1s, we stress, not its expressed desire onr hope to introduce "social-
p.-1lam by peaceful means". Rather, it is not utilizing the unparalleled
p- opportunity noted, to follow a genuinely socialist path at a1l. It

i 18 following another. The opportunity exists; 1t is precisely the

j policy of the reformist Labor bureaucracy which would close the door
Foto 1. O . - 7.495

. Where the socialist forcss do not take up the historic task, the bureau- .
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»'7) This is so because the basic hallmark of reformism in all its

. forms 1s: ‘lack of confidence in, and fear of, the self-action of the
working masses themselves; and the substitution of bureaucratic action
from above for it., But the emancipation of labor must be eccomplished
by the laboring masses themselves. The substitution of bureaucratic
action-from-above leads in-a different direction from soclalism, and
it is the underlying reason why the Labor bureaucracy's ideology and

B politics are allen to the principles of workers' democracy, for all o

B 1ts subjectively democratic "principles". This fundamental charac-

¥ terlstic of reformism defines the course of the Labor bureaucracy -
- @8 1t determined the course of the developing Stalinist reaction.

B 8) This character of the politics of the Labor buremcracy 1s visible
. in fundamental aspects of the Labor government's domestic program as
;'(well as of its foreign policy, ' , ~ oL o

o

/- In domestic program, the key to the bureaucratic form and content of
f..the Labor government's nationalizations is the question: of workers'
f. control - that 1s, of its absence in the functioning end very struc-
., -ture of the nationalized sector. S S o

. While this is clear to and already a focus of struggle among broad

i 8ections of* the British working olass, it takes on wider significance
E in the context of the present endlysis, For the Marxists it provides

. the political center of their fight against the Labor bureaucracy's

t ‘policles on the damestic field, o oLt C

i~ ‘But much of the present and growing entagonism between the workers and
i their bureaucracy's policy 1s derivative from this central question.

f. Because of the lack of active workers' participation in the control &
f. natlonalized industrles, the workers do not and cannot respond to the

- Labor bureaucrats' pleas for sacrifice, austerity, restraint in

.. strikes, etc. The many cases in which the Labor government has used

j force and repression to break workers' struggles do not,” therefore,

j  justify themselves in their eyes - not even in the eyes . of most of the
f advanced and pro-Labor workers - 23 necessary measures to protect a

. common enterprise. The wege struggles and other strikes and struﬁgles
p of the ranks break out and cannot be exorcized by appeals to the "na-
;.tiogal interest" - 'in which the workers have been given no tangible
;. part. o . N R

1

t The working class finds itself defending its own rights and interests

t and conditlons not only against the capitalist class but a&lso egainst

, the Labor bureaucracy, whose state policles and program become increas-
k. ingly separated from those of the working masses and increasingly
independent over against them. T

i 9) Furthermore, the structure of .the bureaucratically nationalized

j industries - public. corporations, etc, - is such as to gilve an impul- -
. 8lon to a merger of the old bourgeols elements with the Labor bureau-
¢ cracy. This also has a bearing on the question of compensation for

| the nationalized industries. _— ' 4

i; There 1is, to be sure, no question Of principle involVed in the question
; of compensation per se, even of such over-generous compensation as has
3 been accorded by the Labor govermment. Marxists have always, with good
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" reason, proclaimed their willingness to buy off the capitaiists'fresisé
tance to expropriation wherever and whenever that 1s feasible,

In the context of the Labor government's bureaucratic nationalization,
however, compensation is in fact playing the role - at least for a _
long whlle - of maintaining the "expropriated" capitalists as a power- -
ful moneyed class,- still exercising the powerful social and economic
force of their wealth. At the same time, many of the capitel ist ele-
§ ~ments are allowed to remain as the de-facto managers, administrators
. - and overseers of the nationalized industries even though now as
; 8ppointees of the state. Contributing to the bureaucratic, nature of
I - the Labor government's nationalization is the bureaucracy's. aim of
. "neutralizing" the opposition of the bourgeoisie not only by main-
B teining it (or its "nationalized" sector) as a moneyed power through
il - compensation, but also by glving its men commanding positions in the
f nationalized industries. The point is that, at the same time, the
B only possible counter-balance to however much of this is necessary -
workers' control -~ 1s rejected and non-existent, ) , o

It 1s to be expectsd that an uninterruptad continuance of this course

+ would lead also to a.growing tendency toward a merger of the personnel

L 'of ‘the disintegrating bourgeoisie and Labor burezucratic circles; 1.e.,
I the entrance of more and more "enlightened" bourgsols -(dencminated

- "progressive®) not only into the managerial structure of the national-
L -1z9d economy but also into the political bureaucracy which stands ‘
b behind the economy. : [ o -
- This "neutralization" (i.e,, assimilation) of the bourgeoisie is
another factor which tends to make the Labor bureaucracy an increas-’
ingly independent social force with respect to the working class,

. In fighting for workers' control the socialist workers have to fight

f - against the whole system of "neutralizing the bourgeoisie" thus repre-
¢ 8sented, Individual struggles like limited wage struggles d&re part of

i this fight. Not only do the workers face ths progpect of their class

b struggle increasingly coming up against their own bureaucracy, but in

y practice 1t tends to come up against a merger of this bureaucracy with

3 the ex-bourgeoisie, . ' :

}

~

= 10) The character and program of the Labor bureaucracy on the domes-
t tic field is at bottom related to, and interacts with, the continuing
j- policy of imperialism being carried on by the Labor goverment on the
¢ field of foreign policy.. : o : .

¢ It 1s no more part of the task or concern of the labor bureaucracy
to liberate its colonial peoples than to emancipate its own working

| class, WExcept obviously where it had no cholce, where colonial inde-
i pendence was forced upon the rotting British Wmpire by the colonial

- Peoples themselves, The Labor Government is holding on (as in Malaya
and Africa) or has tried its best to hold on (as in Palestine) to

¢ Whatever colonial power it can. This is not in the interest of the
I British working class, let alone of the colonial peoples, It is in
the interests of "Britain", that is, of the British govermment, that
. 1s, of the Labor bureaucracy which runs and controls the government
-+ 88 an increasingly autonomous force, ¢'497
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- 11) Side by 'side with bureaucratic collectivization at home goes the
. - 1deology and practice of "nationel-socialism". National-socialism 1is
% based on the program of "building socialism" in one country. It is

" a blood-brother of the theory of "socialism in one country" as devel-
oped by early Stalinism. Like the latter, the Labor bureaucracy

& -conceilves of bullding soclalism not only without the active partici-
$ pation of the British workers (as subjects and not merely as objects
§ of bureaucratic action), but also without the aid of , and independent
§ of, the working class of Europe and the world. The horizon of the
e;'bureaucracy is limited to England in a fashion typlcal of the narrow
i mentality of every bureacracy. ; . ) ;

4 But even less than in Russia England cannot build socialism in one
i country. None of the problems of British 'soclety can be solved on

% the national plane. FEngland does not have the natural and manpower
&g'resources which Russia possessed and which at least for a perlod made
¥ the program of socialism-in-one-country an attractive one for its
tired masses, B

® The problems of’British society - even of its present society, and
i€ doubly so for the bullding of a socialist society - can be solved only
- on the European and world plane. The road to such a solution from the
¥ soclalist point of view, 1s given by our program for an independent

2 Western Union.

. But the Labor bureaucracy, lacking a genuinely socialist policy in
¥ foreign affairs as at home, does not orient toward alliance with the
' soclalist and working class forces of Europe and the world,., It has
. been precisely 1in connection with the need for Turopean federation
that the British Labor bureaucracy's pronouncements have most clearly
formulated its national-socialist ideology. :

¢ Instead, the nain line of the Labor Government has substituted in for-
- olgn politics the politics of the cold war and the U.S. war bloc.
b Two qualifications which are given greater stress in Part T on Var,
£ can be noted: (1) As is also true of the other governments in the'
L~ U,S. bloc, it tries to strengthen its own position inside this bloec
@ @os against the overwhelming dominance of American capitel ism, and the
} sources of U.S.-British antagonlsms from both sldes are unconcealed.
f  (2) As a Labor govermnment, based on the working-class organizations,
this government is subject to, and in several conjunctures reflects,
i the pressure of the ranks of labor against the coming war, But its
i main line in foreign policy is acquiescence to and dependence on
Washington in this field.

The Labor bureaucracy s national—socialism not only leads it to its

role as a junlor partner in the Western war bloc, but this role also

declsively affects its domestic policy, through two channels:

(1) U.S. pressure for "moderation" in its domestic policy, vhich

can be more effective in the future than in the past especially given

- & strengthening of Tory influence; and (2) the responsibilities of
membership in this war bloc (Atlantic Pact obligations) leads to &n

armament program which imposes an even greater squeeze on the workers

and wldens the gap and deepens the antagonisms between the bureau-

b cracy and the workers at home. An intensification of this antagonism

i has a dual effect: (1) it pushes the workers into the necessary peth
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of struggle against the bureaucracy's policles, and (2) it also pushes
the bureaucracy to seek ever more independent points of support as
. agalnst the working class, even whlle it still rests on a working

" class mass base. : ' . _ : :

: Bureaucratic collectivization and national-socielism are two sides of
g  the seme whole, with a reciprocal effect on each other. : :

12) It 1s of the hightest importance to underline the gqualification

| which has already. been applied to all of the above analysis of the

. politics of the Labor burseaucracy. , -, v

4 If the present basic economic trend were to continue uninterruptedl -

% in Britain, the means of production and exchange would tend toward

& concentration in the hands of the state and the state in the hands of

. &n independent all-powerful bureaucracy, which in that case would

B take on 8ll the characteristics of a class. Beginning in different

¢ forms, with different origins, along different roads, at a different

% pace, but in response to the same basic social impulsions, Britain

i would then develop toward the type of totalitarian collectivism which
i -1s the distingulshing mark of Stalinist society (the Stalinist state

3¢ 1n Russia being only one national form of this type of soclety). :

i But this 1s an extrapolation, of poiit;ggi value today mainly in
3 defining and understanding the social trend which has to be fought,
I and In gulding the development of an adequate gsocialist program., For

;- that purpose 1t 1s a necessity.

- For the prosecution of the genuine socialist struggle in Britain,

I however, 1t I1s equally vital to note that the consurmation of such a

;- development 1s still a long way off, Besides the differences betwesn

B the contexts of the British and Russian developments noted in Point 4,

B the British workers still have a relatively democratic party in which

¥ they can raise thelr voice and influence the course of events, where-

- 83 in Russia Stalinism arose in & party which was already substentially

i * bureaucratized; furthermore, when the Russien bureaucracy manifested

- 1ts power, the Russian workers were already virtually exhausted. The

B DBritish workers stand at the tentative beginnings, end not at the end,
' of such a development, They face it with their movement strong and

¢ vigorous, feeling their own power, inspired by socialist hopes and

¢ convictions, 1n a position to debate their problems freely and openly,

unbound by a police state, and restive with the goverrment because it

does not move fast and firmly enough along genuinely socialist lines.

R

. Moreover, they face it with a mass party, the Labor party, which is

. not to be automatically equated with the party's labor bureaucracy.
Regardless of their opposgtion to, suspicion of, or restiveness with

. regard to the policies of the bureaucracy and govermment, they -~ the

. better elements among the workers included, as far as masses g0 =~

look upon the Labor Party as thelr party. 1In a real sense it 1s their

party, not only the party of the buresucracy. The task which they

& poii before themselves 1s to win their party to a genulnely socialist

. policy. 3 ' . , . . _ . »

;9 This can be done; at any rate (end sufficlent for the point) it is nct
~~excluded either by the experience of history with such parties or by
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‘any particularities of the BLP, despite its bureaucratized structure

and operatdon. 1In any case also, it is a fantasy to dream of organ-

. 1zing a meaningful party of the working class outside of a struggle
. to win the Labor Party : ‘

i

’“1,It would be self-defeating for British independent socialists to take

the attitude of "a.plague on both your houses" as between Labor and
the Tories. On the contrary, socialist left-wingers should stress

;}' that labor must fight within its party against any policy of compro-
;v‘mise with or concession %o the Tories (or to the American bourgeoisie)

, 1t would be equally self-defeating for British Marxlsts to carry on

' this fight within the mass party of Labor only as & "rald", as a group
. of "borers-from-within", or for that matter as a closed sect. The °

~ - task is to create, assemble and develop a broad socialist left wing

@ based on 811 of those questions which distinguish the road to genuine

soclalism from the road of the Labor bureaucracy; and to do this openly

B end 1yally with the aim of changing the course of the party, to win
B 1t for 1ts views and to choose a leadership corresponding to them.

- Bven if, as cannot be predicted now, this proves impossible W th
- regard to the party as a whole, 1t is only such a course consistently
> followed that could lay the basis for a genuine mass party of social-
f}jist democracy. o o o
. Tho course of the Labor government has led Britain not to socialism

E' but toward an historic fork in the road. - Never more than today has
f- the working classroad to soclalist democracy loomed close and within
.+ the grasp € the British workers. Whet the British working class will
f. do in the promising deys 'ahead depends In no small measure upon the
. politlcal understanding, undogmatic flexibililty and devoted enthusi-
k.. asm of all proletarian socialists, the British in oarticular.
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. RTSOLUTION ON SITUATION IN TH? UNITTD STATES

. All the importent social and political problems facing the
..~ classes 1n the Thited States will be determinsd for the entire next
£; _ .period by the development of ‘the war economy. L.

g The war economy is hé&re to stay, in the ‘United States above
-all countries. This is due to the unique positilon the United States
- occuples in the world today. Russia, while also forced by her regimu D
~ tomaintain a permenent war economy, 1s nevertheless able to supple- =~ "=
ment her military strength, and thereby compensete for its comparative .= -
" inadequacy, by powerful political instruments in the form of popular
.mass movements organized everywhere and led by Stalinist parties
‘and devoted to her defense.  The United States has no such popular
movements at 1ts disposal in any other country, nor even govérnments
"80 completely in 1ts 'service as Russis has in her satellite govern-
-ments; and in the conflict between the two big imperialist cumps, it
‘must therefore depend, more than any other regime, upon overwhelming
‘military force and that force alons. Other capitalist countries,
- while incapatle of playing the declsive international role of the-
United States or Russia, are capable of using their political posi-
“tions for ths purpose of mansuvering, in their ovm interests, botween - .
. the two blg powers, and in some casss they are even forced to engage S
.-+ dn such maneuvers. = .. 7o o T oo T SRR I

ESEE :
.

.~ 1Y The United States, however, is'not in a political position

“to force the other caplialist countries into 1ine with its policiles
by maneuvering, or thrsuteniug to maneuvsr, against them in alliance

with Rugsia. The preservatica of its internetional intsrests compel s

- 1t to depend mors and msie upon slliances with these countries. It

.-can offer them security irom undermining by 2t2liuism.at home or in
their cclonles and Stalinist conquest from without, and therewith -

- win them as more cr less willing allles in the worid conflici, only

by a displey, again, of overwhelming military powerr. The purely.

- economic agsistance vhich the excsptioral industrisl and finsucial

~power of the U.S. has enabled 1t to provide the collapsing capitalist

~world, has not, been end could not be an adeqguate substiitute for the - .

military powsr which the U.S. must force upon other countries and, SRR

. in largest measurs, must supply directly. g DR : s

The third'consideration that dictates the maintenance and ex- .
tenslon of the war economy in the United Stsves is the realization
-that has grown sirce the Second World wWar and i's now & rcotad con-
viction, not only that cepitaliss. in particuler its only remeining
vigorous representative, the United States, cannot live peacefully
-81de by side by Stalinism, bul that capltalism cun defsat Stalinisam
on a Russian, and therefore world scale, by military moans, by war,
and by no other means, o ' ~ '

- The lmmensity of the task confronting American capitalism is
only pertly indicated by the imrensity of tine provosed nationzl bud--
get, the larzest by far in the peacstime history of the country. o
For all the alarm felt over Uhe budget by sections of the bourgeolasic,
the ruling classes and their two politicol parties are fundamentally
g: united orn it., They see no alternative to 1t end offer none. Not
p - oven the most "lsolationist" Congressional group, on one side, or the
- 2Bl
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most "economy-mindsd" Congressional group, on the other, has pro- .
posed any modifications in the budget that would reduce the total ~
5 figure to a substantial degres. Moreover, a 1951-52 btudget of some o
- seventy blllion dollars affords only a preliminary glimpse of the
- war economy as 1t will and must develop. It is quite conceivable
"~ that in the period of preparations for the outbreak of the war, there
may be stages of comparative 1ull in the intensity of the confllct :
between the.two blg war camps. But therse is no ground for the belief
that there will be any real relaxation of the armaments race for ,
more than a fleeting moment, and even that is possible orﬁyunder the
t. . most favorable and exceptional circumstances. American imperialism
. 1s and must be embarked upon a serlous, extensive, long-range pre- o
o, paration for war. The natlonal budgets Will show this ﬂore and not ‘
less emehatically in the ccming years.ﬂl

L L This is necessarily so because the Uhited States has the task
~of mobilizlng and - equipning the entire capitalist world for war with _j
*Russia. -In this respect, the situation is radically different from B
;the one obtaining before and during the Second World War.”k.‘ R

: : In the period of the Second World War, the military forces of
‘German imperialism could be held in. check, at least to the point of ,
preventing their decisive victory, by the armed forces of its enemies -
- on" the European continent, primarily by the elready engdged British S
~armles and by the mobilized and later actually engaged Russian armies.
. The United States did not require.a big peace-time army. It could -
mobilize after the war began and even then not until after the Pearl
Harbor évent, Its economic m ight was sufficlent to help hold the
_ German armles at bay; its armed forces were needed only to inflict -
. the decisive defeat upon Germany and Japan. For the Third World
‘War, it 1s already clear that the armed forces at the disposal of -
Russia cannot even be slowed dowvm, let alone defeated, except by a
United States which 1s armed to the teeth in advance o the actual
outbreak of military war*are- and not only that, but by & United States
‘which in addition has allles who are similarly armed and equipped,
. The rest of the capitalist world 1is, however, either reluctant or
 economically or politically incapable of achleving such' armaments
preparations by itself. The primary and maln effort to arm, equip
- and defend the capitalist world, in order to defend itself therewitb
, falls upon the United States, - A ‘

. Merely to’ eunplement the alreadv *aely developed war economy
. and armies of its allies in the Second World War. required a tremen- A
dous economic effort on the part of the United States., The prepara-
tions for the Third World War require a much greater effort., Among
its allies in the caming war, -the Unilted States today finds no large
armies, in contrast to the huge armies of the British and the Russ-
- lans with which it was allied in the Second World War, Upon the war
. .economy of the United States for the coming peri iod, there*ore, rests
g the problem of creating a vast U.S. armed force end to a very 1erve
38 extent, also the problen of creating, expanding and ma1n+ainin '
-~ large army in Britain, France, Germany, Italy, Spain, Japan and a
.. dozen smaller countries. Fvee thils does not present the entire pic-
B ture of the problem of Amerlcan imperizlism, Its allies in the Third
&y - World War are not at all 'as reliesble politically, shd therefore mil-
0 itarily, as were its alliles in the Second World war. Tahis fact is
- already recognized, with grave feelings of dlsturbance, by wides
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sections of the American bourgeoisie, In the Second World War, the
anti-German alllance was strongly buttressed and cemented by popular
movements, especially in the countries occupied by Germany and Japan.
- In the present pre-war period, the anti-Stalinist alliance which the
'U.S. 1s seeking to unite 1s rendered precarious by the outright
resistance of the people in the American-allied countries, or at
least, their uncertainty or indifference. For this reason, American
capitallsm finds itself compelled to meake i1ts war plans in terms of -
& much larger contribution of military manpower to the armed forces

of 1ts aliiance in the Third World War then in the Second World War,

This great difference in proportion is already indicated by the
ealigmment in the Korean war, In other words, all the signs point
- to a far greater American armsd force in the Third World ¥War then
. the twelve or more million mobilized in the Second World War, The
American people are being called upon to pay the heaviest blood
‘sacrifices in. their history to keep capitalism allve and aroun”
‘their necks, =~ = o ‘

. Finally, the United States entered the Second World War with
vast reserves of unemployed manpower from which to draw for its
military and war-production armies.  With all the prospects that the
Third World War will rfequire a much larger production effort and a .
much larger armed force then before, the U.S. enters decisively into
.the war economy with very small menpower reserves, Although war L
production and the mobilization of en'army have only begun, there is
virtually no army of unemployed todey to draw upon. In some branches

- of industry there 1s even 8 shortage of labor power, Since some of

- the women who were drawn into industry in the period of 1940-45 _
" have remained in industry, that particular source of labor power 1s
‘certainly ro larger now than it was for the Second World War and
very llkely not even as large. Hence, the more men drawn off into
the armed forces and the more extensive the schedules for war pro-
‘ductlon, the more acute wlll became the problem of labor power.

o This problem cen be solved in three wayst One 1s by importing
labor to the United States' - from Europe and Latin America. At most,
this means could take care of only the tinlest fraction of the prob-
" lem., Another 1s by incresased restriction upon the production of
consumer goods, not so much for want of raw materials as for want of
labor power. Still another is by increasing and intensifying the
exploitation of the lebor power that is available, both in the form
-of the longer workday and of speedup in the process of production.
The last two are the only serious means &t the disposal of the gov-
~errment - of the govermment, since 1t must of necessity become

»_ increasingly the orgenizer and director of the entire economy - for

solving the interdependent problems of a large armed force and a
large war-labor force, T : '

All this implies ever deeper undercuttihg of the standard’
of llving of the working class and a strengthening of the foundations

of what the bourgeoisie itself calls the barracks state, and increased

centrallzatlion of economic and political power in the hands of the
capltalist government at the expense of the economic and political

positions of the working class,

-The permanent war economy in the United States means a persistent
drive to lengthen the workday of the working class. It means per-
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" ‘The "anti-inflation" measures of ths 'bourgsoisie boil down- essen-

. 'working. class and reducing the smount of '‘available consumer goods

" “abomination not only from the humenitarien standpoint, Its use

*7 81ty of the arbitrary police powers which the state will arrogate

¢ believe that these police powers will be employed with any other 4

N M - . “s R L “a
. N ~ ' N . B ';‘2 L. ".'.K.K
—4-o " . . . AL

_sistent efforts to deprive the working class, either by legislation-
or by "mutual consent", of its right to strike in order to "guaran-
tee uninterrupted production" - that 1s, production on terms fixed

. for workers who are deprived of their right and ebility to affect
them by open, organized, independent action of their own. It meens n
- permanent inflation whose effects fall primerily, mainly and increas-
. “ingly upon the shoulders of the working class. The only means employe
by the government to combat or’ control inflation produce consequences‘
which differ in no important respects from the inflation itselfi. . .
Inflation, to the working class, means that it can satisfy its con-.

© sumer wants less and less, even if it has e nominelly high income.

tially to draining off or otherwise reducling the real ‘income of the

"so0 as to concentrate more upon producing the means of destructlon.
In both cases, the stendard of living of the working class 1s _
‘lowered, while monopolistlc profits not only remailn 1ntact as. the
" last wer showed but reach fabulous new heights, L

¢
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The permanent war’ economy means ever greater control and -’
direction of the working class, and thsrefore ever greater police Sl
_power in the hands of the state to enforce this control and direction
This tendency, present in every modern war period, is. enormously ’
strengthened and accelerated in the preparation and conduct of
atomic bonbwarfare. The atomic bomb is an exceptionally barbarous

introduces a radicsl chengs in the social consequences of warfare,
- which its promoters and apologlsts gladly gloss over, The closer . -
. we come to the outbreak of the atomlc war, the greater will be the
‘restleossness, fear end even panic of the pepulation, particularly
"~ those sections inhabiting the large industrial centers which are ,
presumed to be the more immediate and easlest targets.’ It must = .}
therefore be expectad that, sooner or later, the govermment will = -
take the most extraordinary and rigorous measures for forced resi-
- dence of workers, in one set of cases, and for forced shifting of
workers to other residsnces, in the other set of cases, The immen-

- to itself in -order to apply these measures,’ ‘cannot be exaggerated
‘and must exceed anything knotm in the history of the country.

" considerations taah the prosecutior of the war to the bitter end,
which always means prinarily at the expense of the sociszl interests
and positions of the working class, 1s’e gross illusion. Atomic
bomb warfare and the preparations for it mean an exterision and
speeding~-up of the militarization of public and private 1ife in thils
- eountry on an unprecedented scale and to an unproecedented degrese.
Coupled with this trend 1s another which is specific to the
nature of the Third World War and of which 2ll the preliminary
signs are already visible., The rival of American imperialism has
- at 1ts disposal in the Unlited States a mass movement (more or less)
which 1s connected with snd seeks to base itself upon the working
clags, a condition unknown in the Flrst or Second World Wars. It
1s inconceivable that the state will in the future, any more then
1t hes in the past or is in the present, combat the Stalinists in
this country by any other measures, in the main, than police mea-
- sures. The police powers 1n the hands of the state for this purpose
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.. not only grow rnors and rore arbitrary and extensive, but are applied

' .in the name of "national security" to all frse-thinking, non-conform— \
*  1st, militant, radical, soclalist and even liberal moverients and

b ‘individuals. There can be no questlon about the fact that, as the

i outbreak of war nears, let dlone when the war 1s on, the redybaiting
.. and witch-hunting drive of the ruling classes will be intensified

. openly and cynically and under all sorts of h.ypocritica1 patriotic
“disguises. - ; :

From every signiiicent angle, there’ore, the threat of war and’
the war itself represents a darger to democracy and to the working
~class and sociallist movements which depend upon 1t and seek to realize
it inYull. The main task of these movements, in the United State
:'apd elsswhere, becomes the uncompromising struggle asgainst the .
~unfoldling of the reactionary trends evoked and stimulated by the war,
& . tho defense of all democratic rights and of the economic and politi-A

: cal positions of the workers, and the intransigeant upholding of the
“ complete independence of the labor movement which 1is the indispen-.
. 'sable condition for this defense.;.”

" . .--The dovelopment of the permanent war economy is;automatidally
.also the development of state power over the econony, in- turn, it
"1s the development of .the trend toward the fusion of the state ma- -
- chinery with the most reliasble and direct representatives of cepital-~
- 1st industry and finance. The Truman regime has already staffed

" virtually all the commanding positions in the multituds of bureaus

" and cormittees for organizing ear.d directing tas ~economy with out-

.. standing capitalists and bankers, as if to glvs spectacular demon-

' stratlon of this trend, Since thess bureaus and cormittees acqulre
“more and more power over thé functioning of all economic life, the
~labor movement is necessarily obliged to enter into morse and more
direct relations with them and less and less with tne em0ioyers whose
'representaticn is taken over by the state.

. Two related consequences follow. The strvgple for the econ-
omic standerds of -the workling class 1s increasingly directed against .
the government-representing-capitalists (or capitalists-representing-
~government!) and thearefore ths economic strusgzle perforce bhecomes
‘more directly and obvliously a political struggle for the working
class. Secondly, tas struggle for the economic standerds of the
working class must increasingly become, or take the form of, a fight
“between the labor movement and the Truman govermment over the con- -
- duet of the war preparations and more di:ectly over who will bear
the main burden of the permanent war econony. :

- That these ares the forms that labor s strugale will take and
;that the struggles will not abatse, 1s already indicated by numerous
signs. The stupendous profits of monopoly industries appear in
sharp contrast to the worker wio sees &.decline in his own living
'standards, with an even greater dscline in prospect. The inequities
of the Trumen taxation schiedule are felt by every worker and his
family. The failure to control the cost of consurer goods, at the
same time that efforts are mads to freezs wages, is likewise felt

by every worker and his family. The loading up of all the important
government war boards with outstending repreoen tatives of ceapital
- - who seek to include "labor representation for decorative purposes
j.. or as captives, has a sianificance which escapes few workers. The
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widespread unpopularity of the prelude to the Third World War, that

'1s, the war in Korea, only intensifies the aritagonism of the working
class. ' o . ‘

Finally, the fact that the United States is not yot engaged

’-in‘a full-scale war rakes it more difficult for thse "patriotic"

demagogues to psrsuade labor to "curb" itself and "sacrifice" its

¢ interests. In such a situation, the gap between the labor movenent
7 ' _and the Truman administration is widened. .The sentiments of the ’
- workers maks it both possible and necessary for the official union

‘leadersnlp to make such =a sensatlonal, éven 1f partial end temporary,

-8 break with "its" Administration as occurred in the withdrawal of

-- 81l labor representation from the War Stabilization Board. Even if

= this conflict is patched up, 1ts outbrsak would be sufficient in

itself to show that other such conflicts are inevitabls. What 1s

;- more important is the fact that such conflicts can easlly produce

deeper and wider breaks betwesn the labor rovement and tae Truman

. Administration. The reascns for this are: . the labor movement
 feels the tremendous power in its hands, and it has been neither

. cowed nor bridled against the use of its power; even the labor offi-
~ cialdom shows thet It seesks more important positions and powers, whicih. -
. tha support of the strong labor movement enables it to obtain; and L
-~ the development of the permenent war econemy under conditions of the
~ bourgeois fight against inflation continually nerrows down the pos-

~ 8lbilities for easily-granted &conomic concessions to the working -
- ‘class. e 0T AR B LV

i

“The étruggle of labor aseinst the wer sconomy end ‘the war-

. economy stete 1l thnoroughly progressive in that it gives an impulsion
- to the shift of the lebor movement from the limited confines of
- economlc strugnsle to the broader £isld of political struggle and in

* that it likewise glves an impulsion to the long overdue unification
. ..of the divided labor movements. That these manifest themselvas
< today et the top, in the spheres of the leadership, only shows theat

the organic and 1irrenressible tendencies are asserting tnemselves, -

~for the present, in a distorted form but are asserting themsslves
- nevertheldgss, Signs of the unification of thoe labdr movement, which
-would vastly enhance 1ts seli-confidence and combativity, are vis-

ible in many perts of the country and not least significantly in
the formation by tiae CIO, AFL, IAM end the Rallroad Brotherhoods of
the United Labor Policy Comriittee authorized o speak ‘and act before
the govermment with the backing of virtually all the unions. - Signs

" Of the shift to political ection are visible in the persistence of

the Political iction Cormittes and Leeguss for Folitical Education

~of the various unions. All these movements represent attempts,

however limited, ambiguous or deformed, to fres the working class
from control by bourgeois political rmachines without leaving the

framework of the bourgeois political rerties, to wrest concessions

from the existing politicel parties by organized political action
of labor, ' o ' » ' : L
~ That these attempts, bureaucratically conceived and controlled,
aroe fruitless end demoralizing %o the woriking class, precisely because
they remain within the frsmework of the bourgeols political parties, .
has been demonstrated time and agein. The fact that labor officials
find it necessary to male what are thus far purely. verbal threats

'ﬁtq form a "third party", is an involuntary ecinowlsdgment of the

- . -




- futility of the present political course of the labor movement, :
--What has been likewise demonstrated, particularly in the last netional
k.. election, 1s that there is a widespread and deengoing political dis-.
¢ satisfaction in the country, which hes ohly been strengthened by
.~ domestic and international events since last November. The downright
' eriminality of the political policy of the officilal labor movement
.~ 1s underscored by the outcome of ths 1950 national election. In
b~ almost all localities where there was a "protest vote", it took the
¢ . form of a blind striking-out against the given administration, or
"~ even for conservative demagogues against demagogues denominated as
%' "liberals". Broadly speaking, the people appeared to swing "to'the
~right" primarily in the absence of an independert political movement
., 0ffering & clear-cut, agaressive and progressive alternative to the
~two parties of capitallsm, that_is, a polltical party such as only
the labor movement can found and bulld up. This blind rebellion
-against’ the political. status quo 1s llkewlse represented by tins great
~popular support aroused for ‘Hooverism in the "Great Debate" over
. forelgn policy, which represents esserntially a successful exploita-
_tion of the healthy anti-war sentiments of .the people' by reactionary
_politicians for reactionary ends - successful precisely becduse and
f.. to the extent that the labor movement has not put forward an inde-
‘' pendent’ and progressive foreign policy of its own but has allowed
ji 1tself to be used as a mere echo of the reactlorery and justly -

“unpopular foreign policy of.theiTrumanlgdministrat;on.'”__Y,

2 V.

... - Just when the labor movement will succesd in breaking the para-
“1yzing bonds of capitallist politics and in fomming its own independent
- party, cannot be establlshed. Neither can it be established that it
will form such a party along & road known and prescribsd in advance
~and along no other. The most important tesk of the labor movement
~which overshadows and determines all other tasks, remains the for-
~mation of an Independent Labor Party., Conseguently, the main and .
- most, Iimportant task of the soclalist movement remeins the unremitting
advocacy and work for the formation of & Labor Party by the unlons.
The war danger only givés added urgency to tae performance of the

task which means the declaration of polltical independsnce by the
American working class, AR ‘ S e

. While it is probable that the actusl founding of a Labor Party
/.- dn the future will be undertaken either upon the initiative or the
b leacdership, that is, ths control, of the labor leadership, it is
k. not upon that sectlon of the labor movement that the ISL rests its
k.  confidence and attention. The main basis of soclialist activity in.
E:> - the.labor movement contlnues to be the militants and leaders of the
;-rénk and flls. It 1s thess latter who are tiie best assurance that
;. the Labor Party will be formed sooner rather than later, that it
will from the very beginning be more rather than less dsmocratic,

- that its development will be more swiftly progressive than it could
possibly be under the exclusive control of the censervative or com=-
pronising officialdom. It is these mllitents who have always inspired

;- . and organized the progressive groups within the labor unions. Such
' groups were an outstanding phenomenon during the Second World War,

- It may be-expected that, as the country - and its labor movement -

. 8re pulled closer to the Third World War, the officiel union lsader-

.- ship, generally speaking, will agaln fail to fight aggressively for

g the Interests and demands of the rank end file and will even sacri-

. .fice them in the neme of that "national unity" so cynically and
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¢ hypocritically proclalmed by the blood-profiteers and their politi-

- " cal representatives,  Under such circumstances, the formation of

5 grogressive rank-and-file union groups may likewise be expected.

oclalist militants will at all times help in the formation of such

&. . groups, encourage and defend them, and seek to popularize the pro-
g . gram of the ISL and win recruits to it from among these militants,
¥~ without whom,.-as the Second World War experience of our organization »
¥ demonstrated, the effectiveness of the soclallst movement is dras- -
.., tlecally reduced "and with whom it 1s exceptlonally strengthened. P
¥~  The great 1mportance of such rank-and-file progressive groups 1is 3

P - further underlined by the fact that, again as shown in the ‘experlence
3. of the last war period, while they may start on the basis of purely .
- . economic demands or inner-union questions, they almost invariably TLE
- become the vanguard of the movement for independent warking- class L
:gorganization and action in the political field. ." S

I'd

g The advocacy of an Indspendent Labor Party remains unequivo-‘
“"“f[cally the principal political slogan, the axls of a&ll the polltical
work of the ISL, which reiterates 1ts pledge to give unconditional
support to such & party and its candidates even before it has
_adopted a socialist program snd leadership. However, ‘the ISL is
. aware of the possibllity that the labor movement may well pass
."through one or more transitional stages between 1ts present allegi-
- ance to bourgeols political partles and the formation of & political
.party of its own. The ISL takes no dogmatic position on the question
~of these transitional stages. On the contrary, at every stage which
k. . represents to eany degree a breach betwsen the labor movement and the -
© ‘bourgeois parties, or which offers the possibility of sharpening the

« inherent conflict between the political interests of the working ‘
..class and those of the bourgeols parties, the ISL will welcome,
encourage and stimulate the forward step, no matter how hesitant,
- partial or even confused it may be at first, BEven in those cases

~ 'where the forward step appears initlally in the form of a conflict
i between the Interests and asplirations of the labor officlaldom, on

- the one side, and those of the bourgeols political machines, on the

~ other, the ISL will seek to intervene in order to explalin to the R
¢ workers the deeper and truer meaning of the conflict, to widen it, I
i. and by supporting the representatives of the labor movement against '
! those of the bourgeols political machines -- even, under exceptional
%, clrcumstances, in primery election fights -- help to advance the
. class consciousness and self-reliance of the workers toward the for-
2. mation of thelr own independent party. The fact that the basic .
. conflict between the classes takes the form, at certain stages, of o
', & rivalry between bureaucracies, indicates that the conflict 1s still . =
at & primitive stage but does not alter the fact of the conflict. L
Basically this holds true for such conflicts as occurred over policy

and position in the Wage Stabllization Board and for such conflicts 3
. 868 may occur over official policy and candidacies of the bourgeocis —
parties with which the labor movement is more or less allied. In : ‘
‘all such situations, however, 1t i1s the actlion of the working class
5.  for independence with whiich the ISL is concerned, it 1s the movement
| - for a complete break with the bourgeols partles and the establish- '
,g_ 1ment,of a Bbor party upon which the ISL concentrates its attentlon.

¥ If the main task of'the labor~mb§ement 1s the formation of 1its’ -
i political party, the task of developing its own pollitical program is = -
“-;indispensable not only once such a party is formed but also for the -
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‘.purpose of leading to its formation. In this most érucial present

¥ . - situation in the country, the importance of a democratic political

£ - program of 1lts own to be put forward by the labor movement, for

A both domestic and internationaT problems, 1s impossible to’ dverstate.

A . " The ISL sets 1tself the goal of urging and popularizing such
* . & program, It declares that the progrem that it, as the socialist
k.- -wing of the labor movement, puts forward for adoption by the labor
- movement, is not the rounded'program for the socialist reorganiza-
F - tion of society, but yet 1is a program consistent with the fight to
E- ' preserve and extend democracy end to protect the working class and
f.. '1ts interests from the reactlonary consequences of -the permanent war
- economy and the war itself.. It does not look forward to the adoption
“'of 'such-a progrem by any capitalist government, not even the most
~"liberal", and characterlzes any such hope or expectation as 8 .
: deception or self deception.‘“il ,,nu;; Gl el e v

tical action of the contending classes in the United: States, 1s, as

elsevhere, .determined basically by their antagonistic social posi- -

. tions, and not by temporary relatlonships, the personnel of their

- political spokesmen, or other superficial considerations. The more

critical the situation of capitalist soclety becomes, the more irk- -

some and intolerable become the rights and institutlions of -democracy =

. which are available to the people in the defense of their interests.

Capitalism 1s not identical with democracy; it is merely compatible

. with it (and even then only in its bourgeoi° form) at certaln stages

. of development, and less and less compatible the more acute the :

- difficulties of the capltallist economy and state. Not democracy

but private ownership and profit are the basis of capitalism and N

- therefore of the capltalist class. But while democracy is not indis-
‘pensable to capitallsm, 1t is absolutely indispensable to the working

class, It cannot even exist, much less advence, as an organized

g~ class, without democratic rights. An authentic labor movement, even

V- -the most conservative, cannot be conceived of without the right to

- organize, which directly involves such foundetion rights of democ-

_racy.as freedom of speech, press and assembly. The labor movement,

- glven & backward working cless or a conservative officialdom or both
may allow the ruling class to restrict these rights, or may carry on’
only an incompletely effective fight to maintain end extend them,

. at a time when 1t still adheres to policies of class collaboration

£\ which in the long run only facillitate the undermining of all democra-

- tle rights. But it cannot allow these rights to be abolished without

 assuring by that very act its own abolition. What is & luxury to
the most liberal representatives of the capitalist class, i1s a vital
necessity to the most conservative as well as to the most progressive
movement of the working class, Hence, the complete reliance that

" sociallsm places in the labor movement 238 the natural fortress and

. champion of demooracy. From these baslc considerations, the ISL,
in presenting a program for the iabor movement, reiterates its

¥ dirrecorcilable political opposition end complete non-confidence in

. any capltalist government that exists or may be establishad in the

f:  United States, and declares emphatically that the program which meets

_ the elementary needs of the people can be carried out only by a

.~ workers' government In this country. In turn, only & workers' govern-

ment which repudlates all responsibllity for the 1mperlalist traditioz

and reactionary policies of the past can expect ‘to win that sympathy
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'_aﬁd soliderity 6f_the peoples‘of the entire world which a capitalist
- government can never hope to obtain but which are vital to the se-
curlity and peace of the people of this 1anq and all otheﬁs.

The first and most important point in a democratic foreign
policy of labor 1s the princinle of the Right of Self-Determination
for all peoples. This principle is a mighty two-odged sword which
i -~ the labor movement can wield not only against capitalist rsaction
f° at home and abroad, but also ageinst Stalinist imperialism., 3ven
t’  the most "democratic" warmongers and imperialists in this country
‘wink at the gross violatlons of this truly democratic principle’

- when the violations are committed in the interests of the American
.-war camp. Labor cannot become the champlon of the. democratic nation

s-and of democracy in general without cutting through the general poli-

g+ tical cynicism that prevails on 'this question, and .coming forth as
¥ + the milltant champion of this elementary right, enjoyed by the

géﬁi'United States but which its govermnment denies or helps deny to other fi':°

Y. ..peoples and nations. Ivery people has the right to decide its own

ii - “national destiny, without internal intervention by the United States
¢ (or any other power) and without having a "friendly"'protectorate .
. established over it "for its own good". -The violations of this

7. but true national -~ interests of the United States by bringing

, closer the danger of devastating war, and consequently imperil the '
”. interests of the American working class, -The honest championing

of this basic democratic right all over the world, and not merely.

. lip-service to 1t, demands that the American labor movement call

for withdrawal of all troops of occupation, American included, and

- American political domination and control, which deprive countries
~like Germany and Japan of their national sovereignty. It demands

8 halt to any and all American aid and support to imperialist regimes
in the colonial countries, like the French rsgime in Indo-China.

It demands an end to thse shameless military alliances with arch-
reactionary regimes like that of Franco in Spain and Chiang-Kei-Shek
in Formosa, alliances that make a moclkery even of the pretense of
.8 flght to preserve democracy. ' ' '

- -~ The la%or movement, eschewing all national narrowmindedness,
- indifference and selfishness, must proclaim that it is as much con-
~ cerned with the improvsment of the economic conditions of the .
+  retarded and undevsloped countries of the world as it is with the

- advancement of its own economic position. It is a task and duty
.- . of the labor movement to elaborate and adopt a plan for generous

and large-scale contributions to the modernization and construction
‘of the backward countries of the world of the kind advocated by .
Presldent Reuther of the UAW, but with this all-important difference:
/. such a plan can be put into effect with fruitful and progressive L
- consequences only by an ‘American workers' government, which &lone

can dlspel the entirely justified skepticism, suspilciousness and
outright hostility with which any "Point Four" program put forward
by Americen imperialism is regasrded by the bitterly-experienced
peoples of the backward sections of tie world. The attitude of the
peoples is strengthened by the fact that all talk of American econ-
onic assistance to these sections is unaccompanised by any proposal
for those radical but indispensable social changes required, esps-
clally in the backward countries, before industrial and financial
aid from abroad can mean anything more than exploitation from the
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outsids and the enrichmont of tho corrupt, p=arasitical and ana-

v

chronistic ruling classes at home, The socialist criticism of such

- plans as put forward by Reuther -is not directad against their goal,

but against tho illusory idea that it can be exscuted in a demo-
cratic non-imperialist way by an American capitalist government.

It is only an American workers' government that cen gain that con-
fidence and fraternal support of the peoples of the backward and
undeveloped countries which are essential to the democratic succoss.

.of such a plan. -

A democratic domestic program is likewise of  vital importance

. to the labor movement. First and foremost comes tha/need for an

unbending stand by tho organized labor movement egainst any and all

-eurbs' upon freedom of opinion, fresdom of expression, freedom of

the pross and assembly, fresdom to organize and strike, and full

”{; academlc. freedom in all educational institutions. This stand must
" includs unamblguous opposition to all attsmpts to deprive the

Stalinists of thelr democratic rights, The labor movoment itself -
has most successfully and offoctively defoatoed its Stalinist enomy

?, - whon it employed fully democratic methods in the fight against it,

6 j_v';x,“..v o

« 'that is, allowing it full freodom of oxprossion and at tho samo time
“8llowing & full democratic docision against 1t. by the voting member-

ship. The samo ‘method must be dofended in tho country as a. wholo.
It is the red-baiting, labor-hating roaction that urges and ncoeds
arbitrary police moeasurcs for its fight against Stalinism, for it is
incapable of fighting it domocratically. Tho labor movemont has no
need ' of such measurcs and must ceject thom whsrever they ares put

" forward, Without full ‘democratic rights, the labor movoment cannot
" 1ive and brzatho end fight. Thero is no civil war in the Unitosd

States and a violation of tho democratic rights of any section of
tho poopls can only sorve to undormine tha rights of the labor movs-

- .moent as a wholo. In this connsction, it is important to cmphasizo

‘the neod of tho koenest vigilanco in maintaining democratic rights
within those unions whore thoy are throatsnod by officialdoms grown

_consorvative and a psrsistent fight to institutc those rights in
~.the unions which havo long boen deprived of thom, It is a mockory

of deomocracy for union officials to proclaim tho ncod of saving it
throughout the world whilo stifling it in their own organizations,
Basic and indisponsable ta union domocracy is complcto control over
tho officialdom by tho memborship, unrostricted right of the oxpros-
'sion of criticisms and difforcnces of opinion, tho right of ovary
mombor to run for union offics without any political roestriction,

-fraodom to ostablish groups or ¢aucuscs within unions, right to

publish organs of opinion within unions, and oqual access of all
mombors to the discussion and corrospondonco scctions of official
union psoriodicals, Tho tondsoncy toward the limitation or ovsan sup-
prossion of those rights, usually undor tho hypocritical guisc of
fighting ths Stalinists, has bssn on the risc in the unions. It is
a soclalist and working-cless duty to rosist this tondency vhorovor
it 1s manifastod, o s '

~

Tho championing of domocracy domands of the lahor movomont,

in alliance with tho ontiro Negro population, a morzs uncompromising

fight than ovor to abolish all forms ard tracos of the hideous in-
stitutions of Jim Crow, tho vory oxistonco of which bLelis tho pilous
claims of tho imporialist domocrats, Tho ruling classss in tho past
years havo found thomsclves. conpollod to mako nany concnasssions to
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_ the American Negro peopls. These concessions have bsen vrested by .

.~ the militant demands of the Negro people themsolves, by the support
‘they have received from the trade unions wheih have organized more -

.. -~ Negro workers than-ever before. Not bhe least considaration in

. . granting these’concessions has been the attempt to modify the '

p - effectiveness of the intsrnational propaganda campaign conducted by

. the Stalinists (but not by them alone), and to mollify the burning
= - .ressntment toward Jim Crow felt among the colonial peoples all over

. -the world who despise the doctrines of "white superiority". But - .
. these concessions, valuable and welcome though they are to the Negro
- people, have not yet. destroyed or come near ddstroying the founda-
- tlons of the Jim Crow system under which the vast majority of the
-..Negroes live in this country, .Discrimination, in a hundred fields
;sof, - social 1ife, is still the rule for the Negro people., - The tre- - .
_mendous enthusiasm ‘displayed by the. bourgeois press for the extremely
i modest concessions granted up to now, ars calculated only to-present.
-the great shame of the American imperielist democracy in the most
. rosy light and to smother with words a continuation of the struggle -
- for the real abolition of the Jim Crow monstrosity. The Negro
.people and the labor movement must .take up &nd persist in the drive
for the abolition of 211 discriminatior against Negroes, in all its -
. forms and disguises, for complste economic,, political and social
- equallty between Negro and white citizens, for that equal treatment . .
»in industry, egriculture, politics, education, housing, medical and -~ p
. health facilities, «1n the armpd forces and everywhere else, which =+
~ the great bulk of the American Negroes do not yot enjoy., That is S
-8 task of the labor movement, and it cannot' fight for' it consistently, i
+let alone achieve it, without first rooting out 2ll forms of dis- - L
. crimination against Negroes.which still prevail so widely in its

T
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.~~~ To protect the working people from suffering most heavily from
- the consequences of the, permenent war economy and the war dangar,
the labor movement must make its own & program for shifting the

- economic burdens whare they belong.“:

-

~ . .First of all comes the need for ever-increasing workers' con- ‘
- trol of production. The unions must safeguard themselves against - r

g ' &ll attempts by thse emplovers or government ‘Yo use the war gituation
i for super-profitesring and as a pretext for undermining them and
b~ the best union militants by assuring to themselves the right to
$-- ~ control hiring and firing. This 1is resquired also as a specific
.- . protection of the labor movement in a period of atomic bomdb warfare,
' 80 that it may have the maximum assurances that .the integrity of .
unions and the security of its most active membars will not be ’
‘menaced by the arbitrary powers to "freeze" or "shift" labor which
the government, so openly staffed with ths men of big capital, will
. Beek to taie and exert. The workers can only safeguard themselves
egainst the shameless blood profiteerirg that was seen during the
b~ Second World War, and against the equally shameless attompts to
-, . freeze wages in the face of such profiteering, by demanding that the
capitalists open their books to union committees. . Control over
hiring and firing, access to all economic information: these are
the minimum rights, in industry the workers need for their own pro-
tection in the war economy. - - B

o The labor movement, which should seek to, establish a workers'
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governmant and pursus a political pfogram, at home and abrosd, of

its own, should-not teke any responsibility for the war-maliing or -

“war-policy of ths present govermment. It should not allow itsself

to ‘be committed to a crippling "no strike pledge" of any kind. It
should not allow its representatives to be on any kind of "Defense"
or "War Lobor Boards" whose task is, basically, to harness labor to
ths war machine, or to serve them, as was the case in the last war, -
-as part captive and part hostage, By thus taking responsibility
for a course which it is not allowed to determine, labor helps -to
saddle itself as the docile bearer of the war burdsn. But this does
not mean that it can fail to fight unremittingly for its rights in
‘Industry, and not leave the defense of its interests either to g
government board or to the employer himself. -Such a2 fignt, to

 achieve and assure the most desipabie objective, cannot but culmin-
- ate in the demand for workers' control of production. - - ‘

. The permanent war. economy threatens and will increasingly
“threaten the living standards of the workers.. To counteract this
“threat, the labor movement cannot but demand that the economic bur-
-dens of the war and the war preparatiohs be borne by the wealthy
classes and not by the working classes., The Independent Socialist

J'League urges the labor movement to call for: the immediate nation-
¢ elization of 2ll war industry under workers' control; a genuine

shift of the tax burden to thse shoulders of the rich who gained so
much from the last war and expect to gain so much from the next; if
there is & leovy on the bodies and lives of the people, then there

- must be a goverrment levy on capital to help cover the backbreaking

costs of the war preparations; a 100% tax on all super-profits

made out of war production; a roll-back of prices on consumer goods
and rent rates to the 1950 levél and the most rigid .control on all
price ceilings. L : : T Y '

With these points as the basis for.a labor program on domes-
tic and international policy, the labor movement can seize the
favorable opportunities that are presenting themselves to win the
support of the whole working class and of the most important sections

- of the middle classes who want peace, security and democracy. The
- members and the press of the Independent Socialist League are

pledged to an incessant campaign to win over largsr numbers in the

- labor movement to this program. No socialist is doing his duty if

he fails to become an-active part of one of the popular organiza-
tions in the country - the tracde unions and their political committees
as well as such organizations as the ADA, the Liberal Party, the
NaACP and the like - wherein he is able to put forward the prcgram

of the Independent Socialist movement and to win adherents and support

" for it.

At the same time, the ISL reaffirms the declaration of 1ts
last convention concerning its character and tasks as a revolution-
ary soclalist propaganda orgarnization. The ISL heas the specific

"task of educating and training a movement of workers and students

in the fundamental principles and program of internatiornzlist
socialism and socialist democracy. .It has the specific task of
‘disseminating and defending the theoretical and political positions

:  which it alone has developed, suimoed up in the popular formula of
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"Neither Washington nor Yoscow, but the Third Camp of Socialimm
and Democracy". Above all, it has the task of expourding its
position on the interrslations between capitalism and Stalinism
which distingulsh it, and it alone, from both of these forms of «
contemporary social decay and from the apologicts and dafenders of
both, that 1s, from the official labor leadership and its Social-
Democratic echo, on ons side, and the Stalinist spokesmen and their
"Fourth Internationalist" echo, on the other. The Independent
Socialist League proudly re-dedicates itself to the performance

of this task, never before more urgently necsssary than today, as
the task mdst essential to the razconstruction and triumph of the

world movemsnt for socialist freedom.

RERRRR N
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~ RESOLUTION ON THE JEWISH QUESTION AND 1SRAEL.

=N

leIn thsl.ast fivebyea'r‘s, tte related pi;o'bblems' ofA’Is‘ra.e_l and the Near East,

\ Zionism and the Jewish question in the world have been radically changed from
.7 their pre-war status by a series of political developmentss Vhile the new prob=

g, .~ 'lems are rooted in the old, a thorough reedaptation and restatems nt of the

3 7 Marxist analysis of the questions involved is necessary, .based upon an exeminae

0 .. tion of these ohanges and of the present situatione, The new situation that has

- ' heen oreated revolves around a development previously unantioipated by Marxists:

. . the formation of e state of Israel, ocarved out within the barders of Palestine,
“..a8 a Jewish state. Central to the re-exemination of the thanges thus wrought is

~the faot the: this took place, and the nejf state is operating, in & world divide

© ed between two glant imperialist bloos engazed 'in @ 0old war which 1s leading to
.a new world sonflicte oo 0 oLl T e e :

T R . 3

-~ NAZI C.77(2) At the same time the phenomena’ of , degensrating cepital ism
BXT3REIN* ° . acoompanying the Second World Var amd its aftermath hes vitally
ATIONISM ' = - affected the character of the  Jewish guestion in the world, The
w700 Secomd World War, wldely looked upon in some seotions of the Jewish .
-people ‘as & "war against anti<Semitism," aotvally brought ebout & new worsening

, of ‘the conditions of the Jews in.the whole worlde On the Axis. side, there was

~the ‘'unprecedented physical extermination of six million Jews = the Nazi "solu-

. -tion" of the Jewish problem in a barbarous mennor soarcely known even in the

. older less "oivilized" deyse. A distinguishing feature of tobalitarien oapitale * .~
“ist forms of enti-Bemitism is ! total rejeotion of the Jews even as abjsct A
- 8lavess More and more the Jewish pegple of the world face, not the alternative

" ;of death or oppression es is usual for subject minorities, but rather: extermin-
> ation or the fight fer a socolalist wrld, Degenerating capitel ism has mede a
‘new evil out of even the anéient evil of enti-Semitisms: . . 3 e

s

_.POST WAR ' (3) With the defeat of the Axis by the 4llies, far from ths b ad= .
S ANTIe I , o . \’ I ;'s (PR o FEE A
 SEMITISH ing to a botter lot for the Jews of the worle, postewer antiw

. Semitism has flowersd ak o in the demooratic cepitalist countries

- armd in the lands of the Russian Stalinist empire. The re=nants of European ,
. .' Jewry found themselves in = worse plight than theb of any otbsr war-torn people in
Buropees Deprived of their possessions, homeless, without means of Livelihood,

. 1n many cases bereft of relatives, friends and families, herded into DP ocamps

& - whioch are often little better then the concentration camps which they survived,

"". , most Jews of Europe have seen fio future in their old homelends armd have sought

- toremigrate into other lands to start life anewe - ' ' :

- - -

- Thile it wes the great bourgeois-dsmooratie revolutions which first liberated
© the Jews of Western Zurope from the ir ghetto existence, amd it was the rise of

" the modern labor and socielist movement whioh fortified their rights, todey with
: the growing inability of capitalism to maintein eny kind of stable existeme '
-~ eoonomioally, the cepitalist class.finds all democratic foms ard rights inoreas=
-, ingly incompatible with their further rules 'All.the great corque sts ¢f the last
- 200 years fall victim one by cne to the onslaught of cepitalist totalitarianiza= -
3 ‘tions The struggle for the defense of the Jewish people, of their full equality
in politlocal, sooial and economic opportunity, and ageinst all forms of anti-
Semitlsm 1s, therefore, an integral part of the struggle in defense of democracy
and olvilization, a struggle which finds its only oomplbte expression in the
struggle for socialisme This struzgle against anti-Semitism is likewise of
the greatest importance for the “American Marxist movement in eduocating the
¢~ Americen working olass to the political significance of anti-Somitism and its use :
‘f by fasoist and reactionary sections of the bourgeoisie as an anti-labor weapone

JEWISH NA= (L) Fezi exterminationism md post.war enti-Semitism have led %o S

3 TIONALISH & a large-soale resurgence of national ist sentiment emong Jews all L
3 MIGRATION o T 25"5 -
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. uen .
over the worlde This growth in Jewish nationalism hes in Inrge part taken the
form of a mass desire for a territory (I'alestine in particuler) where the Jeiw
ish population might be able to develop its own life under its own political
®. institutions free from enti-Semitisme. These aspirations are in themselves the
¥ ' legitimate democratic yearnings of a people long subjected to oppression md
disorimination, yearninss which would be porfeotly capsble of satisfaction ard
achievement in a sooialist world whether in Palestime or other aremse. Whils this
intensification of nationaliem hes insvitably also led in the post-war situation
to the intensification and growth of the specific Zionist ideology, one of its
strongest roots is simply the desire to escape from the hellish existence of the
DPs in Burope and from the threat of worse developments, : ‘
The elementary democratic demend of.free emigration and immigration, long part

. of every genuinely demooratic progrem, must be most vigorously fought for in the

. speoiflo case of the Ruropean Jewse All barriers to immigration to the ocountries
of their choice must be broken down. For social ists in the U,5., the richest
oountry in the world and the one capabls of absorbing the largest population,
this means the struggle against the exvlusion of the Jews from this ocountry,

'For this reason, independent socialists raised the slogan "Open the doors of the
‘UsSed" This is also why, as long as Britain held the gate to Palestine, it was
also the responsibility of the Marxists, partioularly in Britain as well as in

. the UeS., to demand: "Open the doors of Palestire to Jewish Refugees}i" :

(5) 2I0NMISM UNDER STALIFISM In Zastern Burope, behind the Iron Curtain, where
the rumblings of e form of a nti-Semitism are hoard as never before under Staline
ism, the growing Jewish nationalism:(in this case even in its Zionist fom) can
play an espeoially progressive roles In the totalitarian prison of 3talinism,
the progressive-nationalist kernel of Zionism (not to speek of non-Zionist Jew=
ish nationalism) inescapably comes into irreconcilable oppositicn with the dic-
tatorship and oan help to mobilize & part of the population under the Stalinist
‘heel against the Kremlin and its puppets. : : . o

lo THSZ STATZ OF ISRAEL AND ZIOMISH

(6) ROLE_OF ZIOVISH IN PATZSTIME It is, however, in its impact upon the situgw
tion in Isreel that the fundamentally reactionary ideolozy of the Zionist form
of this growing Jewish nationalism has had its most harmful effectss The Arabe
. Jewish war in Palestine which was touched off by partition must bo considered not
only as the immediate conseqws nos of the UN act of partition, but as the culmine
ation of the decades~long policy of Zionism and British imperial ism in the l'ear
Bast, together with the reactionary role of the Arab landlord ruling classc The
antagonism of Jews and Arabs, which reached its highest point in armed conflict,
was fed from both sides. It was fed on the criminal polioy of Zionism toward
the Arabs, a poliocy which was based on the eim of minority rule by the Jews in
Palestine under the wing of British imperialisme On their side, the semi-feudal
Arab rulers sought to utilize the legitimete national fsars of the Arab masses
egainst Zionism for tleir own reactionary purpcsss, to keep the Arab people
sepa rated from the Jewish masses and to mairtain their own oppressive rule over
their ovwn people,

(7) THE HARAIST PROGRAK The post-war influx of Buropean Jews in Pal estino
greatly exacerbated Arab-Jewish relations in the countryes The Zionist lmdzzs
, looked upon this influx of refugees as a means of imposing all.-dJewish rule upon
the whole countrye. The Arab effendis demended that the Jewish pe ople, hounded
3 in Europe, be deprived of the right to found a new life in the country of their
2 choices The Marxists, firmly opposed to both, advccated a polisy which would
. bring together the Arab and Jewish peoples in a Joint fight egainst British
imperiglism in the first place, and, necessarily bound up with this, against
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' - Jewish oapital and Arab landlordism, for & Pal estine freed Ffrom all foreign

rule and governed by a democratio Constituent Assembly based upon equal and

g . universal suffrages Such a fight was desired least of all by the Jewish and
[~ ' *Arab upper classes. ‘In the course of a Joint struzgle fram below, cemented by
k- common netional~-revolutionary aims and ¢ommon soclial interests, Marists aimed
for a free and independent state of Falestine, based on the coexistence of twa

“f;._ . 'equal peoples, with nationsl and cultural rights end autonomy safeguardsd for
. bothe This was the only progressive solution of the Pal estine questions It
A looked not only to .revolutionary struggles in Palestine but to the upsurge of

. antieimperialist and revolutionary strivings in the whole Near East, on the
o road to a Near East Federation of socialist republics, -

. (8) THE INTER~IMPIRIALIST RIVALRY Another consequence of the Second World

- War was the extrorse Weealcening of British imperialism, end the emergence of the
" UsSe and Russia as the two giants of world imperialism, neither of which was

- desirous of permitting Palestine to remain the unchallenged preserve of the -

- London City; British imperialism was further weakered by the strivings of the
“Arab world for independence from its rule, Zionist eyes turned more and more
- toward Washington instead of London, in some of its seotions toward Russia,

.. Washingtaon, keenly interested in the Near East and 15 oil, could look forward
-to ruling by the power of the dollar, once the British political fenoe Was re-
. .moved. Russia oould Yook forward to an sasier road to infiltration for the

- strengthening of its own sphere of influence, Under thase pressures and in this

-Yine and the setting up of a truncated staete for the Jews - to be sure, against

~the bitter opposition of the British under the 1: adership of the Laborits governe

© ment, whioh actsd in foreign polioy es the loyal caretekers of British imperial-
isme The state of Israel was brought into existence, however, only through the

_ fight of the Palestinian Jews themselves, against Arab armies supported by Bri<
tain and without the help of the UN, - .- : ' , o -

(9) POSITION ON TEE PARTITION For the Harxists, the partition was end is no _
solution for either the basio problem of Jewish=Arab relations in Palestine or, .
-still less, for the Jewish problem in the worlde As against partition, we advo-
cated a different course, one which did not depend on = and which could not re=

. dound to the edvantage of = any of the imperialists: our program for a joint Arate

- Jewish revolutionary struggle fon national liberation. and for a revolutionery.

. government based on a demcorstio Constitusnt Assemblys Under the circumstances
of the aftermath of the Seoond Vorld ¥ar end given the abserce of a revolutionary
Marxist party in Palestine to guide and lead such a struggle, this socialist
Program could no% teke life ms an alternative to the actual course of develop-
mente The Zionist lsadership (et first) and the Arab cabal also opposed parti-
tion, because they too had an alternative: +the complete conquest of Palestine
and the aubordinationﬁof the otler people, by force of arms if necessary -. a

- reactionary chauvinistic alternative at the opposite pole frcm that of the Marxe
.. istse If the Zionist leaders finally accepted the partition willingly, it wae

p2  because they reoconciled theomselves to it as a necessary installment toward their
£ real ends There was no suoh reason for the Marxist view of partition to coms to
.. an end with the UN deoision. As oompared with the progrem we advcoated, parti-
tion repressnted s setback on the road to greater understanding and cooperation
betweon the Jewish and Apab peoples: it did #ndeed leed to a bloody fratricidal
war in which and efter whioh national feelings were inflamed even more and:
state~boundary walls were set up betwsen the two peoplese :

"(10) RI GHT T0 SELF D3TSRMINATION But if partiticn and the subsequent setting up
end oonsolidation of ths new stete of Israel did not and oould not solve the

. interplay of the imperialist rivalries, the UN decidsd on the partition of Pales~ .~ L




: - basic problem, or advance its solution, it did pose entirely new conditions under
‘which that solution had to be soughte For the first time, for the Marxists, the

" question was posed’in real, political = not abstract = terms: Do the Jews in Pales=

. tine have the right to sel f~determination? Praviously this question had been

E~ demogagoloally posed by the Zionists only as a misleading formulation of their

[ -aotual program of minority rule over an Arab mgjority - therefore not as a question

¢ of demooratio self-determination at alle It oould be . honestly posed in reality

;. only on the basis of a partition, which hawever had been as vigorously opposed by

b most Zionist and .semi-Zionist tendenoies as by the Marxists, up to the UN deoisione

B DBofore the motual faot of partition the Marxists oould ocounterpose to all other

g programs their own program for a.democratic-united Palestine as part of the pers-

‘ég,péotive of soolalist revolution in the Near East. The outbresk of war in Palestine

7 ‘particularly posed the question of the right of self-determination sharply before
the Marxist movemente - - . LR i}}_f“i-;ij'j“:i;; NN S

i (I1) SELFDITZRMINATION FOR JEWS A 6lear distinotion must be made between (a)

e %

v

v

i

: -ty of exeroising this right to the point of separation under given conditions.
.. ¥hile the Marxist view was opposed to partition end the oreation of a separate

whelming majority of Palestine's Jews desired it. ‘The democratio right lere in-
vol'ved = which involves also the demooratic right to follow a mistaken polioy =
was attacked and contested, not by any force aoting in'the interest of & higher
demooraoy or of socialism, but by the armies of a remctionary sooial olass, the
Arab efferdise The reactionary nature of this assault on the Jews! act of self-

§: determination 1s not eliminated by the fact thet the Arab peoples themselves suffer
i .from the exploitation of imperialism, especially in view of the faot that the
~assault took place with the urging and aid of British imperial ism. Also not in-

s .volved is any soientifio-theoretical question of "the nature of the Jewish people"
k-~ 1.0, nation, race, etse? = since (a) the problem concerns not Jews or people of"
E. Jewish descent in the world as a vhole, but specifically the Jewish community in
i given territorial areas of Pelestine, and (b) whatever the solentific-theorstioal
.. verdioct might be for the Jevws as & whole, it 1s obvious that the Palestinien Jewe 4
"~ 4sh community has acted end is ecting exactly es if it were a national people; -

R and this is enough for ths purpose of detemining. a political programs

P (12) POSITION ON THE WAR . The politios from whioh -the war in Palestine flowed,
iﬁAtheréfore, was = on the side of the Jows = their exercise of their right to self-
. determination; and - on the side of ths Arab states - their aim of depriving the
- Jows of this right by force of arms; tle viar itself was necessarily fought by the
s Jews independently of thelUN and of any of the imperialists because of the policies
- of the latter, The Marxist position on’ thils war was summed up as follows: L

[ENER

: (1) Defense of Israel against the Arab states! attack - military, material and
i - moral support to its war but .no political support to Zionism or the government,
3 This pro-war position necessarily entailed also opposition to any intervention in
{;’the‘War,by the bi: imperialist powsrs, emd the demand in the UeS, for no embargo
£ on arms to Israel and for recognitionme B L .

4 (2) For tha oconduct of this just war of defense eround the leeding ideass (a)
;- no expansionismi (b) wage the wer, not as e war against the Areb peoples, a war of
- Jew azeinst Arab, but. as a war against tho Arab lendlords end oppressors, as.a

3

b-. social war, to seek the ‘alliance of the Arab masses, , ,
- (13) PIRSPECTIVES FOR ISRASL  This objective oould be aohieved only on the basis
- of a revolutionary program, not on the basis of Zionist nationalisme It meant the
F. elm of oonstructing Isrsel not as an exolusively Jowish state (even one which
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= the right of a people to self-determination, and (b) the correctness or advisabili-

Jewish state as the solution for Palestine, it is yet the clear faot that the over- :
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treated an' Arab minority tolerably) but as & "bi-national" state - a bi-nstionsl
state in the speocific sense of one which is planned as the home of two equal
peoples, not of one master raoe tolerating an alien minority., The victory in war
of s " * the splinter state of Isrmsel ensured its nationsl ex=
'istenoe for this pariod but did not solve its problemss Merely military viotory,
especially when associated with the maintenance of a Zionist-nationalist and ime
plioity expansionlst perspeotive can only result in a permanent state of Near
Eastern "cold war" between Jews and Arabs, chronic national tensions, border inci-
g dents, and permanent netional hatred.. Under these conditions, for a splinter state
& - " whose economic life is intertwined with that of its Arab neighbors, its future
oan only be that of a state-wide ghotto in an Arab worlde The leaders of Isrsel
. oan make thls future even bearable only by dependence, md ever increasing deperderce,
- on one or the other of the predatory imperialisms, by becoming its outpost in its
&' seotion of the worlde The strongest imperialist force opsrating to subjugete Israel
- and break it into this role is U.Se Imperialism, operatinz both through the gensral
& = eoconomic power of U.S. wealth end specifipally through control of the pursestrings
- af Israel by JGWISh capitalist elenents in the er. .

Ryt IR e
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. (lh) FOR IMDEPENDINT ACTION  In the longer run, the only alternative for Isreel,
 as against a ohronic nightmare existence and becoming & puppet of outside imperiale
% 1ism, is the perspective of the inbtegration of Israel into an Independent Near Easte
2 - orn Union of Stabes, genuinely fres from all imperialist subordination and controle
i As long as Jewish capital and Areb landlordism remain in control of these states

f. this aim is not a practical possibility; the fight for its realization roquires the.
f. building of a revolutionary socialist movement in Israel and of revolutionary wor-
;. ko rs' and peasants! movements in the Arab oountries. In gemoral, the development

.. of this slogan would be along the ssme lines 88 that already proposed for an In-

pt - dependent Western Union in Burops. ‘

\

© (15) SOCIALIST PROCEAM FOR ISRAEL A speoial responsibility - not a one-sided one,
" but a special responsibility - in this regard devolves upon the working olass movee
ment of Isrpel, precisely because of the more advanced charaoter and ideology and

- the more advanced rature of the economv upon whioh it rests, Without in the least
-oounter-posing the tasks of Israsli sooialists to those of socialists and consistent
"~ revolutionary nationsl ists in tle Arab countries, or the importance of a revolu-

£ tionary program on both sides of tls national division, it is the partisular duty -
- - of the Israeli socislist movement to develop & program meking for en alliance be-

- tween Isreel's working olass and the Arab masses against the ir own exploiters and
ruling classese Such a program wotld taxa its start and indicate its direction with
- such demands as the followings
(a) The complete 1ntsgratlon of both Arab and - JeW1sh viorkers into united

trade unions,

j;’ ~ (b) United politioal parties of Jews and Arabs in Isreel.
A (o) Agrarian refom in the Arab sections of Israsl, making land and
3 ospital availeble to Arab land-tillers on the same basis as to

- Jewish colonists, etos
. (a) Policy of encouraging and facilitating the return of Lrab refugees
- A to Israsle *

T (e} The formation of an Independent Near Bast Union based on equel vni-
L versal suffrage, complete democratis rights for all peoples, the sefe=-
b guarding of national and cultural rights for all people in all
e countries, etco
(f) Bconomic union with Areb Palestine and/or Transjordan as a first

stepe ' .

;Qf * (add) Elimination of the Arab ghettos in Israeli cities and of all laws
L end practices imposing speaial disabllities upon Arab ocitizens and
~ residents in Isreelo ~ E;lj?
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- (16) ROAD TO SOCIALISM While a progressive development for Israel oannot unfold

fully for Israel unless it moves in the direction of JewisheArab unity within
% Israel and toward voluntary federatiion with the Arab world about it, ‘the road T
- - to building a socialist movement which will fight in this direotion does not de- '

%= pend only on a program revolving around this questions The devel opment of Israel
f¢: ~ since its creation makes olear to all that within the Jewish population the olass

struggle of the proletariat versus the IsraET?fBBhrgeoisie is not exoroized by
..~ Zionism. One the contrary, this class struggle has been sharpened, espeically
- . under the oconditions of the ocountry's continuing economio orisis, and tends to =
.. break out of the bounds.of Zionis national unity, R S

. -~

~ In its truncated section of Palestine - poor in resources, moreover - Israel's -
economio orisis is deoisively, though not exolusively, linked with its interna- =~ .~
‘tional position in a cold-war-torn world, as a Jewish islend in an Arab région and °
as a small country under the pressure of the 1mperialist bloos, Its economy is
drained by its relatively enormous arms budget end by the disruption of the normal = -
~trade relations with the Arab areas around it. -The“sooilalist program on Jewish ‘
7 relations with this Arab world is therefore a requisite to a solution of the eoco-
nomie orisis also - that is, to the domestic progreame ' In addition, a genuinely
- soolalist domestic program would also inoludes - . . ‘oo o T
(1) Meximum expansion of the nationalized and colleotive seotors of the
' eoconomy under the demooratic oontrol of the workers and farmersa
- (2) An end to the labor leaders® policy of oonoessions to cepitalist
- private enterprise and foreign ocapitel at the expense of the worke
. ing olass and of the colleotivized seotore— 5 -
(3) Complete seperation of churoh and state - that is, the abolition of R
.~ all the reactionary legislation and practices whioh accord medieval R
privileges to the Orthodox Jewish synagogue; seoular merriage, divorce, =~ - . =
education, etos - .. oo oo Lo . . : Lo
(4) Abolition of all laws and practioces restructing oivil liberties, the
. press, malls, etos S SR o o :

© (17) ROAD TO INTZRNATIONAL UNITY More than in Vestern Burope, more than in the
Far East, ths healthy development of the Israsli economy and society requires
“integration into a supra-national unity, through voluntary federation between the
- two states artifiecially carved out of Palestines Host immediately indicated is
~the aim of a voluntary federation of Israel and Arab Palestine, bwinging together
once more the parts of this divided countrye  Such a step, necessitating not
only the abandonment of Israeli nationalist, or Zionist expansionism, but also
- the overthrow of all Arab pretenders (like Abdullah) to control over the Palestine
. Arabs, would be an importent step on the road to an Independent Near Zest Union,
as e revolutionary workers'and peasants! movement develops in the Arab states under
the thrones of the effendise. This is the path advooated by the Marxists toward the
g, achlevement of the great goal of a United Sooialist Steates of -the Near East, as
. part of a socialist world, ' ’ . :

V.

II, THE JHVISE QUSSTION

(18) 2IONISK X0 SOLUTION What remains of the specific Zionist ideology in the

g+ ocountries outside Palestine (ths so-called Diaspora), now that a Jewish state

f ~ aotuably exists in Israel, is more than ever utopian and reactionarys, The pro-

blem of the Jewish populétion in the Diaspora cannot be solved by any perspective

of emigration to Israel, except for a small part; Israsl cannot absorb theme. In

the Moslem countries outside of Pel estine, the situetion of the Jews has been coh-
siderably worsenedes The Jewish problem remains in the w rld, sharpensd by the war .

.and by capitalist degeneration, and Zionism no lorzer can even pretend to be able P
to eliminate it along its ohosen roade The overwhelming mejority of the Jews dwsll, -

and will oontinue to dwell, outside of Israele The fight for the aboljtion oEall ,

RV
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injustices praotised against the Jéws, of all inequality in status and opportuni-
"~ ty, of all anti-Semitio praotises and prejudioces, is more than ever bound up with
the fight for sooialism in all oountries end on a world soale.

(19) ZIONISM IN THE DIASPORA In these countries Jewish nationalism, even in its
Zionist form (like Negro netionalism to a ocertain extent), springs from some pro-
gressive roots = in particular, recognition of the trend of capitalish toward
anti-Semitism and a desire to ensure a free life for the Jewish psoples It is re-
actionary in its oonsequences inasmuch as it leads to the charaoteristioc Zionist
ideology: their view of the Diaspora merely as a reservoir of manpower and mate

- erial aid for a future expansion of Israel as a dominantly Jewish state, both at
. the expense of the surrounding Arab countries and toward the eventual liquidation
o of all Jewish ocommunities outside Palestine; the sconsequent belief that the pers-

' :_‘peotive for every Jew should be to go to Palestine, as a matter of tribal soli-

derity and "blood"; the view that any partiocipation by Jews in the class struggle
" in the dountries of the Diaspora 1s either in contradjotion with his Jewishness,
-or, at best, an inoidental ectivity permissible (or even desirable) as long as he.
~isstill outside Palestims and as long as 11: does not oonflict with hls main
reaponsibility. . _ o o ;

"(20) AGAINST JEWISH SEPARATISK In opposiﬂfm- 0 this, the Narxists proposs to

. the Jewish people in thelr countries that tieir main responsibility is to fight at

" home not only against anti-Semitism in all its forms but, in order to carry out

.- this very fight effeotively, for sooialism and a workers' government - which at

" one and the same time is the only guarantee not only for a free life for the
. Jewish people but also for the healthy development of Israel and Jewish-Arab re-

" lations in the Near East. Insofar as Jewish nationlaism does ocontain or spring

. from progressive aspirations whioch we share, we seek to point out to nationalist-

- minded Jews that their prime duty is to join with the laebor and sooialist move-

ments of their own oountries in the struggle for a workers! worlde This does not
mean separatist organizations as Jews either politically or economiocally (lee.,
speoifiocally Jewish unions, Jewish politiocal parties whetler Zionist or not, eto.)
but common organization with all other wo rkers, within which common organization,
speoial programs, px'opa.ganda and 1nstitutions need to be devoted to the special
Jewish problem. _ | » o
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(21) QUISTION OF ASSIMILATION Outs:‘gde of the abo,ve. wtiio_h 15 the prima‘ry

.- politioal proposal of the Marxists to the Jewlsh people regerding their relations
. with the labor movement in the countries outside Israel, the Marxists do not =

and do not need to - take 8 fixed position on the thaoretioal and speculative
aspects of the problem of "assimilation." Under oapitalism, totel assimilation 1s
an unreal perspeotive - except, possibly, in its very worst form, i.e., foroed
"assimil ation" (combines with extermination) by totalitarian terror and brutal
oonstrainte Under socialism the Jewlsh people themselves will be free to choose

- their own road - whether toward assimilation, or toward some form of oultural
autonomy, or even toward some form of territorial politiocal autonomy within the
frame work of free soolalist federation, or ahy combination of these. This will

be deoided in practice by the Jewish peopls themselves, under the new conditions

~ and opportunities provided by socialist democracy, end not imposed in edvence .

either by a revolutionary ° . party, = workers! state, or sven by any
existing movement of the Jewish people themselves. Here too the Zionist move-
ment shows its ohauvinist ideology in arbitrarily seeking to restriot or inter-
_ diot or wipe out Yiddish culture (language, literaturs, schools, etos) both in
-Israel amd in other countriess On the political field, however, the Marxist
“movemsnt vigorously advocates the "assimilation" of the Jewish people in all
.. oountries into the labor ard soocialist movemont of that oountry, t‘a' a oommon

. figh‘b against capitaliam. o :
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(22) APPROACH TO ZIQ¥ISTS In the United States particularly, the pressure of
~oonditions under whioch the Jews live is far from resembling that of the Jewish
DPs in Suropes In the United States, therefore, we opproach socialist Zionists,
especially left-wing socialist Zionists, ir the first plece on the besis of a

- oommon fight for the many objeotives we jointly hold in social and political
‘action here and now , seek to develop common political action for the labor and
socialist ¥ v fight here and now, end seek to cinvince them in the course of
such common struggle, of the Narxist view on the relation between the Jewish
struggle and the struggle agalnst oapitalism at homes '
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