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A CRITIQUE OF I 'GI"'US"- "SoH3 .R..,lx AR*{U 01\ THE uAR QUuSTION

It is a good thing for the Magnus- e.rtxcle to have come- out Bust ncw, when the
war quostion is being discussed formally by our leading members for it will eid in

.the refutation-of its fgrgzely silent supparters in the League. It attempts to

deal with key problems, but does 8o in e manner unecceptable to socialistse It

" s oontradictory to the roal evants that it seeks to appoal to in overthrowing

the "sectarians" and "ultra-leftists"s It is vulgerly empiriocal, throwing away

vf,_.\the hlstorical 1nslghts vained at: oostly ~expense by thq sooialist movement.

"It has been partioular’y dit‘fioult to daal with ‘Shachtman's revent position on
.. the war question because of its ambiguaus character, which presents a gradual

moving eway from the Sopialist position on imperialist wars, cloaked in Karxian
terminologye Megnus! article is more blatant. It points up the weaknesses ine

“herent in the hachtmen position by- seek:‘ng to oonoretely qpnly the "democre.tio

wer" ooncept to the world aituation. S

i

h le Iarxists mus{: base their poli.ti.cs on the needs of the 1n¥arnatlona1 situatxon

In WiIII this meens seeking to achieve solutions to the problem of war. betwsen
the contending imperialist powers, primarily Stalinist Russia and capltal ist U.Sf

- It is inoorreot to sey

; eeothat for sooialists the most 1mportant element 1n this prooess 18
khe consciousness of the revolutionary olass as expressed 'bhrough its
organization, politioal 1nﬁarvantion and ao‘bive strugple... e N

In the beginning of sueh e struggle, it will be the oonsoiousness of the sooiah -
ist venguord that is the most important elemente If it sees the problems involvw: -

end The.direction in wrich to move, then the eplsodic manifestations of the olascs
strugzle oan more eesily be modifieds Sooialists ocennct tailesnd the masses if
they intend to lead theme This is not abstentionism, nor is it empirlcism eitlec,
The theory of the permanent revolution (the sall for a "labor dictatarship") de~
veloped even before the first (1905) revolution in Russia by Ebotsky was not
abstentionisme The conseiousness and the mood of the class as a whole does, of
-oourse,. have everything to do with the tactics ehosen by the vanguard, 1n pursuit .
of its stra‘cegie aimse : :

S [ R

2¢ If Magnus does not want to clutter up the disoussion of tlv problem of ime
perialist wars it is regrettable, but beside the point, It is necessary to
recall "(3)ethe basic strategy.of internationalist socialism relies not on the
weskening of the class struggle for the pursuit of the olass struggle *in other
woys'!, as some deliostely put 11:) but on the active solidarity between ths forces
of the exploited in each oamp.u (Berg) ' . R

As we intend to prove, it is precisely the ‘abandonmenu of the oooialist mternat-
ionalist viewpoint on war that L‘agnus is taking for h:.s nosﬂ:lon.

3¢ Without entex"caim.ng 111usions about the st ate of the revolut:.mary movement,

it is mveretheless mecningless "eeeto anmter the mass movement as a loyal leo £t
winge.o" (Magnus)e Sooialists enmter mass movements, loyal to soclalist idess and
the working é¢lass? historic interests, how ever imperfeotly workers or woriers?
leaders might understand these interestse They do not lose themselves op*oztan-
istioally in politiocd ly alien movements behind clou. ds of "loya.luy . :

Thet is why on the one hand social:.sts must strugble for a labor party in tke UsSe -

today, and on the other hand must prepars to do battle with "ha leadersh:.p that -
will usher in suoh a labor part ‘
pertys x | | 255:
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Vhether a "long«term transformetion of social democracy” (iagnus) is either
possibloe or necessary will be partially spelled out by the derands of the war -
situation, as well as soolalists! attitudes towsrd their now found "Loyalty". A&t
present it is neocessary to funotion through social democratic movemsntse We look
forward to Jumping over this step ds soon as nracticable, a mi it is precisely the
war needs thet pose the poosibility « in Englend end elsewhore = of cutting this
step short, < , ' , : -

This does not mean that we have~n6tnabsorbed thé lessons of the exporiénoes of the.
Iith Internationalists in the 1930's, vhose ultimatistiec and military-conspiratore
ial ettitude toward broad parties that they entered, effectively rrevented them

. from meking the contribution toward revolutionary regroupment. thet could have been

so ;valuable in view’pf their superior training in Marxist theorye The idea of a
small seot moving in and out of other orgenizations with military dissipline is

‘ebsurds  But the idea of e revolutionary party (not. e splinter beating its chest

end calling itself the "World Party of. Sooialist Revolution") is not absurde We
are loyal in the sense of loyally sharing the experiences of the ranks of the mass

,,“ parties, but w e .cannot be basically loyal to parties that have teken responsibilim
-ty for deferling oapitel ist imperielism, ineluding its most barbario colonial - -
. aspeotse - T T I

~ lie Recognizing the contradiotions of American imperiedism, end sbtempting to take
; -adventege of them, is of oourse an important element in socialist strategye In-

ternationally this means pressing the fight for ocolonial self-determination, for
instances Faced with a successful bolanial revolt (that is, not stalinist domine

- ated) the UsSe must gemerally tend to accede to the faot, If its allies! "Posse
‘essions” are involved, the U,Se will "tread its way in a oiroumspect manper" .

(Magnus) enough to support its ellies down the lire, grind its bourgeocis-demooratio
teoth as it maye This, too, is born out of the need of the UeSe for major Buropean
ecelete, oee imperialist allfles.\ Do . S R

Domestically, the process of preparation for an alleout military striggle a-la
hydrogen bomb will call forth an unpressdented authoritarian state in the V.S,

As o target arsa, andi as the oconter of manpower and materiel, a capitalist UeSe
will drastically tighten up all sectors touching upon a free labor movement = with

the assent of the lebor bureaucracy where possible, and without it where necesssary.

 This does no% mean fescism, in all likelihood, hut fasoism 1s not the only form

of debilitating the working olass end the domocratic form of capitalist rules It
does mean, however, a drastio ourtailment of the arena of allawed social strugsle
short of dirsct asseults touching on the power of the statae. 'To postulate the

- oontinued "strength" (iiagnus) of the civilien economy tomorrow is to ignore the

roality of what the situetion must bring foith tomorrow, short of successful ire

. tervention by labor and soocialistss Beocause

"esetha political direotion of the UeSe war cemp is determined by the
overwhelming weight of the politices of the bourgeoisicese(so that) its
‘war cemp thus far affect(s) only the tempo, the forms and the methods
of the UsS, mobilization, rether than its fundamentel imperialiste
reaotionary directiones." (iagnus);

therefore, it is precissly the needs of the objectivs situation that formulate the
policies that the bourgeoisie must resort to if they want to continue and extend
their world oconquestses. Ths trrecat of internationsl Stelinism end the barkruptoy &
Amorican foreizn policy impose the rasctionary solutions that will have to e ade
vanoed to cdomestio aml foreign problemse To miss this poimt is to miss the entire
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Lo In general, socialists propose ths W thdrewal of all foreign troops from the
. verious countries they now eccupye. e are for the immeliate withdrawal of Ameri-
‘ean, British, french and Kussian troops frem Germawy. e are for the imnediate -

withdrawal of Chinese troops and Russian military missions from Korea, along with
the armies of the U.S,~Ul forces. If Russian troops cennot first be forced out
of Best Germany, we are still for the immediate (umlateral) withdrawal of UsSe
troops tharee iie do not maie our demands contingsnt upon the other imperislist
© powers! simulbkneoys withdrawal from the foreign lands they now oocupys Ve hold
this attitude beceuse the occupation of these frontier countries is a step in the
" prevarations for the Third ¥arld War by ths U.S. and we consoiously seelk to pre=
~ vent these prepara‘t ions from resching the stafe where war beoones more and more
'/ “posgibles We favor the same (unilateral) withdrawal of UeSe troops and eir bases
from Japan, Englend, North Africa, Etce Think of what conditions will sury und
_such steps if they are foroed in these comntries = the ‘heightensd consoiousness
and organization that will precipitate suoh steps and the internmational reper= .
“oussions set in motion by suoh gvents. This seems to us to be the official
pos*tion of the ISL; Magnus' poci’c:.on the abanconmen‘b of 1t.

o ae

oy

A e T R

Ay L
R

AR TN A T b

What a.bout Forea? In Forea our a.ttituda, of oourse, is for the mthdrawel of all
foreign troops, but since we are in the U.3. and have less change to immediastely
af*‘act Stelinist troops, and because of the absolutely unchoosable alternatives
presented there, and becuase of the continued destruction of the Korean people aid -
-their eccnomy for absolutely no purposes apart from pre=i" 111 meneuvering on th3
part of the U.Ss Russie and China, we gro for the unilateral withdrawal of Ameri=-
oen troops if it boils davn to thate Rether a cessation to the slaughter than
continued destruotion by the two powers contending in Korees Ve suggest Magnus
re-read Labor Action on this matter, and recall oonversations with the na.t" onal
off:l.ce figure recs“_ly 'bhro(xgh the’ Bay Area. R

oy v A

This unilateral Wzthdravral - e.dnittedly a harsh problem which psrmits no hedging =
is not proposed for general disarmament purposess Along with it must go e call
for irdependent, socialist defense of Germany = all of Geruany = from both fore
eign impsrialism, oopitalist amd Staliniste This is not simply trade~-union ocone
i . trol of th® arm, or trade-union dofeunsism, a cancep‘b demolished in the Independent
Sooialist movement 12 years ago, but the struggle for uor;cing olass and soola}.lst
powsr. : . :

Yo heve delioere.te ly used tha ternm un*latera’l in order to nut thenroblem most
bluntlye In our slozans the word has been absent and px'operly 80e o are for
international working olass action; * but out demmnds are unilateral in the sense
that they e re not conditioned upon a prearranged simultaneocus withdrawal by both
- sidess Ve struggle for the withdrawal of troops sent by the government of.our
ruling olass, Ve eppesl to the workers off the other side to do likewises

. Magnus refers to the Berlin eir lifte Will he now state that Shechtman was wrong
L a fow years ago to rejeot the Garrett-Judd position, which specified thet we ade
vooeted only simuitaneous evacuation of Germany by all oo ougatxon troops? Our
slogan properly was "withdraw all oooupatzon o forces” but we did not rew
nounce our own (unila*‘eml) struagle in tle ab ence of guarentees of a simultanoous
withdrawal by both sidese '

Se Franco Spain: the 'graciously permitted! revolutione Because Franco Spain dees
not piey an important part in Amerioan policy (' his paper dividions are not seri.
gusly envzsioned es allies), and beoause there is no Stelird st threat at home- and
e0ause
" eeeBoth its goovgraphioal position ard its intornal 31tuation fate
Franoo Spain to pley the rols of & subordinate vassal, a military
Yase a and a compléely undefendable oOLntry from eny major invesion® (Magnus);
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% and becauss the Western powsrs cannot militarily intervens to "settle" (Magnus)
.- Franoo's internel policy beyond "limited military aid and politiocal ocommitment"
3 (Magnus); therefore those PUllMists who look to the ISL for politioal support

“ ' and encouragement, may now go ahoad ard overthrow Franco's dictatorship regarde

5% less of the military oonsequences to the regime's defense of the countny. ¥hat
kind of a position is this for a Scolalist to teke? T

Gertainlv, the struggle avainst the regime should go on until Franco is overthrown
“and the possibilities of establishing a socialist Spain have been fully explored
“ by socialists opposed to both mejor impsrialisms! ¥hat else can internationalist -

- soolalists say to tho beleaguered ravolutionary militants &n Spain? However, we

 say this regardless of the faot that Magnus overlooks the possible strategic ime . =
portanoe of the lberian psninsule, should the first utalinist onslauvht occupy L
4urope to the Channel ani ﬁhe Pyrenees! _ _ . e
In such a oase. it is not 1mpossible that a military in‘ervenﬁion might be under-

taker by the "free world" to support either a tottering Franco, a resstionary mem . .

langs, or simply a substltute force that would seitle the guestion of the state

later, in its own good time and in its own resotionary way, rather than see a

politioal vacuum (&bsence of reactiona:y power) endqnger its own outposts.

JCertalnly 1t 1s not & questlon of "raimposing Franoo" as Magnus puts it bnt of
‘Franco's-allies preventing his overthrow by the anti-fascists. lagnus may feel,
@8 he states, that only limited political and military aid would be extended to

. Franco, but this would certainly be'shortsighted on: the UsSe's part. If the

'U.S. really wants the area which tle Pyrenges proteot from the Russiens as a de-
-fense bastion, it would seem pretty wasteful %o teke e chance on anothar eivil
“war with enother million dead and the country prostrate; instead of *umping in
with an effective amount of aid at the first s*gn that 1t is ganuxnely neoessary.,

ixtended to its full logi-,. Uagnus' posztion wou!d not allow even the Spanish
anti-fasoists an uncondxtional struggle against their regime. After all, ons has
%o 'consider the possible military corsequences for the "West" as . whole, and also.
. the alternative for the Spanish people represented by Stalinist oonquest. The
difference between ths bumbling Franco regime end a bloody Stal inist ococupation
~1s not insignificant. American libersls are less consistent thap Truman and Ache=
son on this point, bscause of a sentimentel hangover that is in contradiction with
- their basio strategy to an alleout militaery defense, Magnus fundamentally shares
~this 1nconsxstency, end ovades the problem simply by poohepoohing any. possible
' value Spein oould hava althsr as 8. base _or as a source.of .manpowvere P
o 6. A slxght oontradiction ocﬂurs in Lavnus' attempt to deal with the unglish situ- *
ation, apart from certa1n errors of facu ard policye L L

: (A)~ "It is 1npcssxble to e assume, in the face of the DOut ~war develon-

i7. -+ memks, that the Labor Party will be eithor unable. or unwillxng to teke : e

oo ‘full power and full responsibility for the fate of the nation either . o
- befora or durirg ths war. The temper of unﬁland is not such that the -

.=, . Labor Party will hide behind the skirts of Torvism, or turnthe fate of

r- . the oountry and its foreign polioy over to Churchill omce again."(“agnus)

(B) "eeethe def1ni+e socialeimparialist tenﬂency in the BLP,.ecannot ,
. .be denied;. it must be studied, fought and finolly destroyed within the |
. BLP..;th to sse end understapd this tenlency is to be disarméd in the
+ . faoo of possiile future 'national coalition! of right leborites with .
~ .= - the Torv imparialists, or a repetition of the policy of. tclass poacs .
‘ :in anﬂland in the face of a world-widq xnperialist war," (Magnus)

It 1s pr601snly the g"Jundwork of sucb 8 national ooalition theu Vo' are ‘nov wite
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;n6951ng in fngland, directed against the Bevarites' ‘increase of influence nlthin

the BLP, thet will surely be strengthened by the rlght-wing laborites given

the war situation as a problem and exouse for such an dction. With the-presenae
of American armed forces in and arourd Britein in mind, and the inoreasing isole=
tion of the right-wing laborites from the foroes that supported them in 'Li5-'50,
it is by no means exoluded that should the right wing be 1rrevooably barred by a
Bevan, viotory, in the. conditions close to. W III, we can anticipate a dscisive
chengé' in tha basic character of the British sooial strugglese The dyhamiocs of a

_now=being-split labor pelitioal movement open the door to a more tvpically Aurope=

©an deve‘opnent.

Today  the oonservative press is ﬁlled with the denunoiations of the Bevarites

" by the right-wing leedership. "A special corvespormdent" describes the minutiese

that ooour behind presumably closed Parliamentary Labor Party meeting doors. Bevan
has to fight hard to be able to continus holding oaucus meetings, The elections
to the "shadow cabinet" == Parliementary Labor Perty's exeoutive committee we are :

_rigged to prevent substan‘ial left-wing represeqtation. ST s ‘;

All this takes place within a BLP committed as & whole to e seeial-imperialist

_\foreign polioy. Bevan has as yet drdwn no funiamental oleavage between himself

and right-wing leborites on Kenya or Malaye, not to mention the German Sociale
Democraoy. In contradistinotion to Magnus® posing of the question, thére is only
an. internationslist temdency within the broad Bevan wing of the BLP, instead of

a just meaaurable sooial-chauvinis+ tendency within the party as a whole.

Should Bevan adopt a oloarer soeialist policy (e,g. olear-eut workers' ooutrol)
domostioally and a more internationalist position on foreign poliecy, by so muoh :

. would the rlght-wfhg be driven further toward tha conservatiws,.

As revolutlonary sooialists wa are vitally ooncarned W1th this most 1mportanb S80=
tor of the international. socislist movement, We work within tHe Bevanite wing

for a consistent 5001alist position on all guestions. Howsver, the united BLP

is not "our party" (Magnus), and should it oarry on en imperialist war as America's
Junior partmer, we would oppose these war eims, seeking %o oarry on the oless
struggle toward the alm of establishlng a socialist government in Ernglands Our

‘role in the British working clads end in its political orgen, the BLP, does oor-

&

reSpond to Trotsky's WW I “ormulation that "In war es in peace we are a party of

opposition, not a party of power." The character of the arena, end international
oomnlexitles do bear on how we conduot’ eurselves, but in the last analysis, "our

party" hes not yet ‘come into ‘being in Bnglande .

In the conditions of WNIIII it is rank opportunism to give erxtioal support to a

Labor government earrying on an imperialist‘Wur under Us S. domination. .

Some oemrades have attempted to explain ‘away Ma*nus' proposal to vote war, oredits
for a lebor government ina vorld war by polntinw 1) his use ef the torm "under
certain conditionse" These conditions cotld include oomplete freedom for the
ooloniss end other necessarv items. But in the previous setancs, he poses 1o oone-
ditions in his rejection of "abstentionism" or "defeatism." Having then clesrly

8 dolensist position, end assuming thet the labor govarmment would not allow the
British Magnuses to build their own separate army, how would he translate kis de=
fonsism into aotion in any meeringful wey if he opoosed the credits meeded to oarw

Ty on the Var? Obviously thon, the use of the phrase "under cortain cond1tions"

“in the next santence has little .reference to the truly democratio nature of the

labor government, but refers rather to the immediacy of the Stalinist threat to

»this hypothetical labor governmnt allied with the UeSe .. o L o P

| 7. Both of these examples of Moo norete tninhing" by Magnus (opain enq mnglend)
~4llustrate the application of thie essentially unfruitful Shachtman position on the

"democratic war" concepte : : 265

~



B8e Stalinism end the Var. Here is the major foundering point of Magnus! empiriw
cism und opportunism on the war question. All the ponoreteness that was advanced
in examining oapitalist imperlalism ends up as a deadweight on Magnus! 1egs a8

he sinks in the sea of subjectivity in dealing with this question._

SR ...It is utopian and suloidal to base sooislist. wer strategy on any

. .effeotive help from the Stalinist-terrorized proletariats. Berg's dio=

" =+ tumeseonjoins soocialists to build their strategy on a romantisc=-utopian
© . -visioneeeinstead of a recognition that there are only potential - .

.* < 'forces! in the Stalinist campe.eThe problem is what to do pow, in the
" ' oonditions of the approach of imperialist war, end without any aid from

o thls long-su’fering masn?" . R : , : 5

It might be neoed that this is the WW II argument of all the war supporters of

that day, pointing with equal Justification to the Nazi- success 1n wiping out

eompletely any efi‘ective armed working oless underground. ‘ : o

_Aee‘ording to g, Russian Ukrainlan Underground," by Vs. I' 11:{, 'in.-‘l’hsNew -Inte‘r-. B
national, April 191.;9, Po 100 m= o B R

el A K S CE Y e e

"Oetober 1958, merked the f‘ifth anniversary of the organization in ,
" the - northwestern forest regions of the Ukraine of the first revol utionary
divisions which took the name of Ukrainien Revolutionary Amy (UPA)e -~ ..
‘eeeThe Pirst. detiachments of the UPA, organized deep in the German. rear,

.oarryon a.struggle on two fronts; ageinst the German military and
~10ivil power and at the sgme.time did not permit tle Bolshevist (Stalinist)
.{'red' pe.raohutists to gain inf'luenee over the. popula.tion. ' . _

"The first slogans of the Ukrainian partisans were:'&gainst H1tler and
Stalin,! 'For the Indepemence of the Ukraines! The swocess of the
-partisan movement was so great that as early as 1943-Ll vhole terrie
tories of the' north end west Ukraine lsy under their control: - Volhynia,
Galieia, Uarpathia end a large part of the territoriss to the west of -
. the Dnieper. - Deeply pemtrating raids were eonducted ‘across the Ukraine,
“even reaehing v‘v'hite Russia (Byelo-Russia...).n _ . , .

"ﬂhen towerd the end of 19bh all. the territories oi‘ the Ukraine onoe

" more fell under Stadinist ocoupation, UPA continued -to carry on the

‘struggle, The Bolsheviks (Stalinlsts) conducted their operations -

. against the partisans only with the aid of MVD and MGB (seoret police)

‘troops, as a part of the ordinary Red Army troops kept ooming over

* tothe side of the partisanse eeethe Ukrainien Revolutionary Army in

1946 transferred the main part of its work to underground activity of

' seperate small groups throughout the territories of the Ukreinee .

: The underground revolutionary work consists in the stropg development ..
of anti-Bolshevik.(Stalinist) propaganda and 1n the preparation of the

peopla for a possible revolutionarf uprisinge" :

Thus GOncretely it was. possible for an underground to grow up in V.estern Russia.
" amd Polend urder war conditions and the impacts of defeats sustained by the
Stalinist regime. Thet this umderground was able to continue as late as Fell,
1950, we know from the UPA dlspe.tohes recorded in Labor Actiones An even more re=
~oent mention of the UPA ocourred in Labor Action January 12, 1953 in the ed;tori-
Cal. box alongside ‘the article; "Discussion in the Ulcraiman Forest. - .

"At ‘the present time the UPA still exists: and eperates in the Ukraine
- within the USSR, but the Ukrainian authorities in exile weie asked by
“the UPA command, about a ysar ago, to refrain from giving cut abroad
any kind of information about the UPA's present aotivities bacause

2C6L6

‘8ince. the Germans at that time had reached Kharkov, .immedistely began to ' .
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~ How then oan Magnus states -

~ ¢chine? :

- 10e The failure of the "demooratic war" éonoept.

u'fo

.such information often Yo ovomes exaggerated and arouses disbelief, on
"the ons hand, and, ‘on the other, it:leads to carelospess wh@oh holps .
‘the Russian polioe to plece together certain facts.and:data which it
otherwise would not get. So the editors of Vpered inform use"

;-

‘" eeellthough ve' know of persistent nnderground Aotivity uqclle;?'?asbi‘sm,,
' the new collectivist bireauoracy has thus far been suoSessful in stamp=-

. 1ng it Ol.lt'o.'..? o ’ - R A

~ Remember that Russia hal at least 15 years of o‘onéolid;.tiovu and’ ocould -not'pr'event

an underground functioning on a-wide soale for at lsast 9 years, while thers was

no significant ‘Nazi' underground after only 6 yeers consolidation of the Hitler re=-

glme prior to WW II,

~ How ‘thén is it possible to'rule out & Msecondegoneration” underground in Russia,

under WW III oconditions? "And more pertinently -~ 4n the satellite countries which
have only had about 7 ysars consolidation under 3talinism, end have not been come
pletely excluded from past essoolation with western-Burope? . - . N

Can W heve forgoften so soon ths phenomenon of* nass ‘deser'éion:-from ‘the Red Army

- that oharacterized the first months after Hitler's invesion of Russia? -Out of

these ‘desertions, including in-ome case an entire division, was built the Vlesov
army that fought with the Nazis, and also the foundations of the progressive -
Ukrainian movement that refused to dhooss between Eitler amd Stalin. It was only.

- the stupid racist fanaticism of the Kazis spplied to their rule of the first oo=

oupied areas in Russia, that antagonized the long-suffering Russian people and :
made it impos sible for the Nazis to capitalize on the opposition to the Stalin re=

"gimes The assumption that even at the bezinning of Vorld Yar III, only the liestern

side will have t¢ worry about 1ts political and military solidity is utterly false.

The only answer that sqoialists can give on this question is that it is possible
for underground movements to grow up in Stalinist dominated countries, and that it -
is worthwhile end ‘'possible to attempt ta coordinate international working oless
opposition to the coming W7 III, - vhether such a reciprocal movemsnt can win or
not will be settled by the pley of live foroes and not by a pseudo~objectivity

~ that bars these potential forces from ocoming into beinge
. e \ ’ .

"~ 9¢ On the coﬁséqu.ences of a Russian viotory for the Lussian people Magfms is

again inocorreote I.ee ".eelt is the duty of the slaves of 3tal in to continue
their 'struggle' regardless of the military consequences, for they have nothinj
to gain and evervthing to Tos e oy a victory of Stalinisme" On the contrary,

the Grast Russians have exparienced a rise in standerds of livirg as a result of
Stalinist imperialism after Ww II, and if Stalinism should win out in Wit III, they
face all the advantages that any other imperialist mother country has had access
to in the past. It is certainly logical for Stalin to cement his main bass this
way, at the expense of the rew "psoples democracies.” But also if they have no=

~ thing to gain by a viotory of their own ocountry, if thet is so obvious, then one

would expact mass desartions a la Viasove But then, why, earlier in the artiole,
did Magnus dismiss as utopian eny reliance on fissures in the Stalinist var mee
Magnus rogognizes the lack of
appeal that western imperiaslism has in helping oall a resistence movement into be-
ing. He proposes the halfway moasure of a "democratio war" to remove this flaw.

If thare is one fact that can be gloaned from the history of imperialist oountries,
it is that the sociel question at home, ises the overthrow of the bourgooisis and
its state by the working olass, has always besn the pre-requisite problem to be
solved before any democratic internationalist polioy oan be un?artekene A oapital-
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¥ state, besieged by a soocial-demooratic party, and even transiently taken over and

o run by a social-demooratic party (including %ngland) has never been able to make

+ + this sharp demarcation in the past, nor does the present:situation show the likeli-

} hood of sush a possibility. Only a workers! state going toward sooialism will be
able to have a demooratio ‘foreign polioy, or wage a demooratio war. : :

. However, the faot that & workers! state may in the end have to wage a demooratio

%7 wer does not mean that the struggle for workers' power should be waged on the

. . basis of advocating a demooratic war, any more than it means that sooialists in

:?‘-1 - Russia should advocate the resstablishment of workers' power there for the purpose :

; of waging war against ocapitalist imperialism in order to free the colonial peoples -
~ of Asia and Afrioca. The Bolshsviks in 1917 hoped that the spark of the Russian ) >

“Revolution would light a flame throughout Zurope, and they were prepared to urge
~the, exhausted Russien people to carry on a revolutionary war against Germany pro-
‘vided this war was made mecessary and possible by a clearly existing mess social upe
- heaval in Germany. Yet tle. Bo . J,'gm‘_ viks oame to power on the -slogan of peacee o
" We do not maintain that & \vvv:o‘:f_lc‘;!'éi ' gévé‘ﬁﬁment may :xl;dﬁ cerry on a'.‘démoc‘rafi_‘o_ Wars :
: But our struggle against imperialist war must be based on a struggle for peaces .

i Exemining all the points already ‘ralsed, it is clear thet Magnus has a double

- standard for workers' intervention in WW III., Basioally his strategy deals in
‘the last analysis with only helf the worlde This must not be the attitude of so= T
- olalists for the period of history now shead of us if we are to successfully ree= ol
< place cepitelism and Stelirism under the conditions leading up to the third Vorld
- Ware S CoL T e T T

| | . Jack Walker
S L ~ . Saul Berg - iU
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‘To the Edibors

My T

to our statement, the disoussion has gotten oomplotely off the,’t;ackd

© ~ tion of an independent labor party. -

-9-; -

POLITICAL PROSPEITS

(The following erticle was sent in as a disoussion article on the
political tronds and prospscts following the presidential elections,
. The views contained in it are, of course, the views of the authors.
~We trust with the publication of the views of Comrades Magnus and
. Beilas, & discussion will follow in subsequent issues of FORUL,
' . B S Editor)

R . N
BN

‘Wb thougﬁtvthab by_raisihg cerfain qﬁestions iﬂ‘dur letter éoncerhing the Démo; f.-‘

oretic Perty oonvention, the role of the "laboreliberal bloc," and the trestment
of thess problems by Labor Action, that by pubting these questions to the League

we could initiate & solid discussion on what we consider a orucial problem for

sooialists in America., Unfortunately, either bsceause we did not make ourselves
understood or because Comrades Draper and Berg are carelesely reeding things ip-

PFirst--a couple of factual aorreotions. No place in our letter did we even .
hint at supporting the "Fair Dealers" as Dreper suggests in his lengthy answer
to our letter. .It is certainly disloyal to acouse us, as Comrade Bsrg does, of
trying "to justify the gigsntic end powerful American labor movement's policy of

kowtowing ta the Demooretic Party." 1In fact Dreper was forced to "oorraret" BT

this invantjon of Berg's but by amgain suggesting thet we advooate support to
"liberal Democretio oendidetes ageinmst right-wing Demooratio cendidates." Let us
clear this matter vp ome and for alle o T

- Todaey the Amerioan'labor mbvemaﬁb”and its politicél,maéhinas, PAC and LLPE. op= o
‘erate within the framework of the Democratic Party. There is as yet no labor

party (except in New York) and no nationwide movement in this direction. Yet at .
the recent Democratic convention a left-labor bloc appeareds  Call it what you

will (faction, bloc, group, etec.) this left faotion oparated in a different way

than in the past. From a position of msrely supporting the New Deal, the labor
movement szems to be moving toward a position of more and more active partioipae -
tion in the Fair Deale  Tho reaotionaries and many sections of the capitalist press

point to these "oreeping socisl ists" with dismay. Socialists .know that this bloc

is merely the familiar labor leadership intruding itself in a more organized
fashion into the Democratio Party which it has loyally supported for decedes. This
left bloc is intimately connsoted with the labor machires, tls American trade
unions, etos It is olosely tied up with such organizetions as ths ADA and NAACP,
-oonstently makes useless deals with the "eonter" azainst the "right" (city mee
chines and southern Bourbons), gemsrally cepitulates to "Fair Dealism" (permanent
war dealisp" would be a better name), and, of oourse, presently opposes any men-

So as not to be misunderétood, we tagzed this left ooalition in whioh we are ine
terested with the ungainly name "AFL-CIO=ADA=NAACP blose" Later on wo shortened

. this to "Demcoratic labor-liberal bloos" It is this blos in the Demosratic Party
. which we wish to exemine, and it is the growth, development, political strategy °

and tactics, etc,, of this group which is especially significent for Ameriecan Soe
olalistse The Abner case is an example, in our eyes, of & confliot betwesn this

* labor faction and the old line Democrats.. Anothsr confliot, on & differemt lovel
‘to be sure, ocourred at the Chicago convention. Given its roots in the labor
‘movement, this bloc is, we bolieve (or at least may beoome) the embryo of a labor

- party on the Americen -scenes While we wish to olosely enalyze this bloo and "sup= -

- port" it in some positive way, we are acoused of "justifying" the political baoke

- wardness of American lebor and.of supporting the "Fair Deml." As e matter of fact
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this is the farthest thing from our intemtions and our polioye ]

- We asked thequestion: "what is the reletionship of ‘the growth of this labore
‘liberal bloo to the development of a labor party in America, and what is the task
of labor party supporters vis-s-vis that bloo?" The word "growth,” we admit, is ,
rather ambiguous, but.the genoral nature of our question is entiroely clear ‘and - E
. ', will remain to plague Amerioan sooielists.unless it is answored-~~not  stamped on, S
I .. but answered. Comrsdes who wish to settle this question will find themselves une
" able to do so unless they eddress.themselves to ite So far no'one has doné so.

Let us undorline the most importent pa'rt of this questions "what is ths task of
labor party supporters visea-vis that bloo?" This problem bothors us most of all
for we believe that the League's policy is somehow out of focus on this questions
Our future political relationship with this :}aborelibsral bloo (the word "liberal”
'is used in its American, not iduropsan, sense), ‘obviously depends to a great extent
.upon understanding the future of LaboreFair Deal relations, but it is not identie

‘oal with this labter, overriding gquestion, . -

oo

In his answer to our Ietter Comrade Draper seems ‘to suggest that there are enly . ©
two el possible policies for sooialisss in this matter., Ee ssems to prosent the
alternatives i this manner:’ either support the present CIO oocurse or simply
‘advoosts a labor party; either oepitulate to the batkwardness of American’ labor
‘or spend one's time celling for.a brosk with the Demoorsts; either support the
Fair Deal or indictlebor's participation in the immoral ochaos of Damooratic machine
‘politles; eithsr advooate entrance into the Demooratic Party or edvocate leaving
.1t.~ Singe no one'likes to accept the idea of the "abandonment of sooialist class

. politics," we are forced to the oconclusion that theve is r ally only one poliocy -
"-for socialistseewnamely the present policy of the ISLe o T e

This seems to us much too neat. ¥e are attenpting to discuss the problem of how. L
to oarry through the labor party perspective in the present situstion, To intie .-
-mate that there is really only one rigid way to do this is to indict the supporters
. of the Willoughby Abner ocandidaturs in the ISL of either political lightemindedness
or anti-soocialist activity. This would prove to be rather difficult.. ’ "
To illustrate the type of question we are attempting to disouss, Wwe will retukn to
. the statement in Labor Aotion which "supports™ the AFL endorsement of Stevenfons
. Supports, that is, in'the sense of pointing .out quite correctly that emtering = . .
~ politics (anti-Gomperism at the level of the Presidensial candidate) is prorrese .
. Sive as compared with the previous level of "anti-political" bshaviours ﬁven NP
- though supporting a oapitalist candidate, the AFL has ct lsast entered politics on -
- this-level, Now it Can be moved onto the field of independsnt labor polities, .
+ etee This ergument is, it seems to us, sound, Unfortunately, there seems to be a
¢ oertain reticence in epplying it all the way arounde . I o

. he

If the extremely limited move of the AFL of endorsing. Stevenson was progressive, how . »;
- "shall be charactarize the. weask-kneed ‘attempt of the labor-liberal bloc to oust .
~ the South from the Democratic Party? Progressive? Reaoctionary? HNeutrgl? Of . A

-course it is'possible to obsoure this issue by asking ths. question: why couldntt L 5
+ v they succeed in ousting the Bourbons? This, we admit, is a highly significant quese , 1
 tion aml certainly should be dealt withe We ‘socielists-usuelly answer it by ree .
~ . Terring to the famous "kowtowing" pointed out so lucidly by Gomrede Berg. But

this is not the point! Here wa have "kowtowing" of a different fashién, It is = . :, %
~ - oertainly the responsihility of Labor Action and the sooialists to say something R
about this type of "kowbowing." “The Bditor of the New International ot least =~ . . 4

recognized that there is a problem here. It is possidle %o ignore this problem -
for a time, but only for a time. o T e :

A T S v T .
It is our opinion that insofar as.there was an organized, indewepnlont move by the ...

‘labor-libaral wing to actually fight the South, to oust it from thé Demooratic
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' Party, that it was a progrossive move.: We would certainly point out that whet
hampered this fight, What transformed it into a more or less useless gosture, was
tte political and orgenizational dependsnce of thé blos on the "oentor," =ee the
StevansoneTruman foroes. Insofar as tis labor movemont frees itself, even within
the Demooratic Party, of its loyalty to the promcnonteweredsalsrs, insofar as it

b independently strikes out against its resotionary enemies, it is taking a pProgrese .
sive ‘step.. Any real indepondence on its part will sooner or later produce a ' IR
split ‘with its democraticeimparialist allies which is precisely what we want, In
short, any really independent move within the Democratic Party leads out of - '
the Jemocrotio Farty despite the intentions of the "labor statesmen," This is -

.
e e e s daidbai

3

the point to keep inminde = v .. - Co e

Of course, there are various other: interpretetions that could be given to this
fight by the' labor bureaucracy and its elljes.. Let us hope that no ons "in our
movenent will maintain that it was a "phoney" fight "staged" for the bensfit of

the telsvision endiencés Although many of the la bor delegates were merely ap-
‘pointed by the Democratic bigewigs, some at least won their way into the Convene
tion against the old-line Demoorats through joirinz Tofauver "antiecorruption" -
delegate sletes.’ This was especially clear in Californie, Besides, this intere
protation floes not really explain why the Democratic Party mozuls felt such &
great need to introduce these labor delejates in such quantities and from so meny :
‘d?eas §f*ﬁhé country. It was obvious that the Democratio bosses warted to tie _
Lebor once acain to their Party but the price exacted by the labor leadership was
at least some partioipation in meking polioy, some tiny .sey in vhat is going one

E How actually miniscule this influence still is has become inoreasingiy obvious as

the cempéign evolvese

E‘ Another interpratation would prasentvthé_matﬁer somswhat diflerentiy. It would

~ ‘meintein thet it is ridioulous to spsak of any progressive movés being mede within
. the Democratic Party except the dct of leaving that Party and setting up en indee
;  pendent lebor parsy. Any attempt to capiure the Party is utopiar and senseless.
Any move of semi-independence on the part of Labor withir ths Party is completaly
) insignificant and cannot gein enything for Labor. Zvery such act nust be utilized
by sooialists Yo show the futility of remaining within the Party ard the necessity L
_of immediatoly bresking organizationally and forming a labor party., 'The ides
here is:: withdraw oompletely from *he Democratic Payrty; anything else is reao=
‘tionarye If'this is the point of view of the ISL then Labor Aotion should hdve .
publioally brarded the fight to oust the South from ths Persy as illusory amd

‘reactionary, Why'doeS'it'not do.so?’ o

Lot us apnroach this ides from another angles In our letter we very carefully .
~phrased our guestion so as to ask about the "relovance" of the British experience
of lib=labism for an understanding of the prosent opsrations of the Amerioan labor
political mechinese Draper answersd this by saying: "It is also, perhaps (2), a .
very mechianioal oconoception that the Americen development 'must® duplicate the ‘
British in every deteil." Berg, rushing ir where editors fear to tread, acouses

3
4
poriod and the prasent politicel policy of ‘the imorican -labor movement," In other , i

) us of trying o ostablish "a historical pera'lcl boswsen the British 'libelab!
.wotds, Boerg transforms Draper's tontative interpretation of our position into
good coin and then excoriates him for letting us "off too easily." . A contimuation S
of this type of disocussion is certainly not going to clarify.this importamt probe ‘ \
. i - T , , Co A o 5

' Iem. '
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Lot us ask againt what is ths RELGVANCE of the lib-lab pariod for sn undersband-
; ihg of how socialists can push the labor novement toward asserting its class ine
; dependsnce? Draper sums up this important question by speaking of "the speoifio
} -S0CIALIST role in warning the lebor movement in edvenos and of drewing the lecsons
} ©of independsnce at every stageses” Vb objoot to the purely propagandist emphasis

; throughout his di scussion. We ars, to be sure, e propeganda logzue, as were the
,  Fablens, Hyndmen's Social Demacratic Federation and the Independient Labor Partye '
¥ One thing wo heve learned, however, since those days, is the imnortance of the 257'
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" whole conoception of trans1*1ona1 demands ard the role of such conorete demands at
“all stages of the growth of class consoiouanﬂss. Lot us take up this auestion in

 more detaile

Onﬁ of the great errors of Eugena V. Debs (and the left-wing of the 3001a]ist
Party in general) was the sootarisn charachar of its strugglo against relormisme
Debs, for example, in nis great battle for industrial . unionism and the orraniza-
tion of the unorganized, made the serious error of leaving the work of "borxnr
from within" the AFL to the rightewinzers and set up tle "pure™ IWW outside of ’
the gotual dovelopment of the olass foroese Tnis seotarian spproach was a blow . -
“to his antirs struggle for it separated ths revolutionery forces from the main : >
. - stream and allowed the Rizht socislists to subordinate the Party to Gompsrisme T
. The ILP mede the same type of error in the 1970's when it abandoned the Labor " - LT
.Party (that is the olass conscious workers) %o the Right winge . This typs of sece
tarian error is cammon enough and harmful enough, especially vhen the Marxists
ere s tiny minority, to merit a great deal mors attention than we can-give it
"here. ¥e believe that it can only be sucecessfully combatted by the whole, rich
" notion of tran51t;ona1 st eps and 1ts practioal a“wlioatiov through transxtional -
;Ldemands. '~‘ : S ANV S . .

AR

; R . R SRS "._\ ) \_“ -
~The 1 L has 8 series of trans‘tioval demaﬂds designed to 1wplement 5001alist
strategy at the present staege of the Amerioen labor movement. ,They revolve ‘around
the oonceptionss (1) democratize labor's political machines and involve the ranks o
.{n the politisal struggle; (2) unigy the Yabor movement organizationally emd - = . .°
politically; (3) support all moves tawards leaving the Damooratic Partye: Around,- L
‘the'se conceptions, reduced to specific demands in specific situations, it is
. possible to organize workers in & practical way. These specific demancs do not - L
" contain an ultimatlstio proviso that those who fight for them must accept the Adea
- of en independent labor party, much less our promram for that Party. They are, on . .
“the contrary, a means to move worksrs towards the acceptance of this idea. They S
‘all assume that the eocialists are Oparating within the labor movement in its pre- .
_ sent backward, miserable oondrbion.k‘ » . . _

' Wb have no obﬁections to thesa exoellent demands, all of which point toward the
incroase of the olass consciousness, the independence, the organizational and

- Gemooratic strength of the political expression of laborts power. But what about
‘the real attamnt to oust the South from the Democratic Parfy’ Vhat about the
Willoughby Abner case? What about ell those transitional .cases, all those "dis-
“i1lusioning experionces" (Drep er), all thoss cases where ths presert labor movee
. ment does come into conflioct with its ellies, "friends," end partnersein-crime

" (the South), within the framework of Democratic Party politios? How oan we inter= ~
- vene into these actual political procssses in orcder to hslp nove labo‘ toward 1n- >
';-dependent labor polltical action? : : oo

) <. -

Before we go on, let us attempt 0 scotoh one common vulﬂarization of Marxlsm whloh e
~ is still rampant in the movement. This is the idea (really dogma) that the labor
bureaucracy is always necessarily behind the ranks in terms of polltlcal struggles,
olass consciousness amd independent action. In America . today this is just not truee
Our miserable , backward, bourgeoiseminded labor lescership is far ahead of the
average worker in all thasa raspe cts end not very far behind the most conscious
milit&nts in many of them. This is unfortuncte but true. The lebor leadership is
- not movipg into confliot with seotions of the Democratic Party in order to "heed
“off" any really strong d:velopment for a labor perty. In order for a sentiment to
“become real.y effective it must heve some orgenizationel expression. Who in the o
- ranks of labor (besides the hendful of aoo1alists) are fxghtlng for a labor party? L
No one. Thet is the fact. o B o o o .

Harxists baso themsalves not only on  thotr general theoretioal uh&erstarﬂing of
~the nature of tha class struggle, but also on its concrete stazes at eVery steps -
.~ A lebor party must develop. .That we know from an overwhalming mass of evidence
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which oan leave no doubt in the mind of anyons who enelyzes the situation honastly
and thoroughlye Fow sooialists can help this davelopment is a practical-soientific
probleom which must be examined end re-sxamined at every stapge of the complex,
actual processe Our tentetive ideas in this direction must be tested through the

- politicel struggle. In terms of the devslopment toward a labor party, this means

that we socialists cannot countorpose our ideas as to how to initiste and organize
a "pure" lebor party egainst the forward moves of the labor=libersl blos. On the
contrary, taking those forvwsrd movss es our point of departure we must put forwerd
a series of demands the logic of which is to lesd towards a labor party. This-

is the problom end ir this respect the League, instead of representing "the future
of the working class in the present," is beginnirg to lgg behind the sctral course
of events, to refuse to come to grips with prssent dovelopmentse : '

Draner asks if we are "suzgesting something really pew."  This depends upon vhat
he meens by "really mews". We are sugsesting several things. First, that Lebor
Aotion teke a sympathetic. (not necessarily a favorable) intersst in the political
strugzle within the Democratic Party. 3econdly, that no one should shut the

door in advance upon the possibility of a labor party daveloping through a struge

,f} gle within the Democratic Party. Thirdly, that sooiglists should actively partioie
pate in such a struggles And finally, thet Lebor Aotion take a forthright position

on what is new---namsly the Convention struggle to oust the Souths -

Ve afe:not'propdSing;'byftha way, to sﬁift our base: from the militants in the

. unions to ths lsedership,.from the .edvanced politicslly~conscious elements in'thp

UAW, for example, to the Murreys and Greense - That would be a2 oriminally shorte.
sighted and narrow approach which would transform the prasent relationship into an
eternal vority and would really meen becoming "socielist” aldvisors to the labor
leadershipe If thors is no organized rankeandwfile discontent against the prew

" sent CIO course, tnere is, at lcast, a discontant whioch can be orgenized. That is'

still our jobe Vie are trying to come to grips with the problem of how to ocarry on
this job in the presont situation. ‘ : ‘ ‘

- . . \
In the final enalysis the prssant approach of the ISL seems to come down to this
in 7ach and evsry cess of a new political move by lebor (participation in convene -
tion, AFL sndorsement of Stevenson, resigning from the zovernment boards, etc.,
etce) we heve one, fixed end unaltereble oritsrion e is this, or 1s this not,
an organizational move out of the Demooretic .Party, toward the setting up of a
labor party? If it is we epplaud; if it is not, we condemn it or igrore ite The

best recent example of this rigid oriterion carrisd to its logical extireme is cone

teined in Jason's articles on the UAW in Michigan. Anothsr is the silence of

_ Labor Zction on tha conflict at the Chicago convention == a conflict, by the way,

viewed by varitably m9llions of Amorican workers through their famous television

sets. Fhat is the meaning of this confliot? Is there a trend, a real possibility,

to "take over" the Democratic Party, expel the South end latsr the center? Even if -
it is a utopien ides, as the Editor of the New Internationz! so cogently argues,

what will ba the effects of an-atteompt in this direction? =tce, etce. Not a real,
thoughtful word on this in Labor Action,

The fact is, #£ course, that ths UAYW has telzen over the Democratio Party machinery
in Mictigan. This is attsstod to by Jason who can ornly fulminate ageinst this
fact, propping up his lask of any positive orieptation toward this situation with

& metaphysical theory of how the UAW must become tools of the bourgsoisie in-the
process. The Zditor of the New International arguass that if the labor movement
actually used this machinery In ics own inserests it would end up by ocapturing ite
self, Precisslyl! But assume that the labor movemont rofuses to take our excsllert
advice about how to form & labor party end goes sbout foolishly oepturing the
machinsry in this or that State. YVhat shall the socialists do then? Our presont
polioy forbids us to demsnd that the UAW in Hichigan actually vse this machinery
in labor's interests. All we ocan demand is that the UAW, now ioes it has succeadad
in capturing the machinery, must get out and form its owm Party. Jason must limit
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himgelf to proving the corrupting influence of capitel ist politics, to carping at
tho UAW leadership. While a militant might seys "Woll, now we have oceptured the
Party; let's start electing our own people," Jason .says: "You ses, we warned you
. about the evil effects of "capturing the Party; get out end fom a labor partx:"

“  This, it seems to us, is not Marxisme o :

- This entire line oflgjgriori argumentation is simply incorrecti: Where is it write
ten that the labor movement cannot foolishly go about taking over the functions

. of the machines in eleoting the "liberal" capitalist politicians? Vihere is it

written that once having captured this function the labor movement Sannot utilize .

this pclition to eleot its own people to high off'ice, that is, provoke a split in .

the Democratic Party? TLet us ask this question: -in what real wey does the present

York Liboral Party when it losked upon itgei?rgguhn.auxiliany~orutch to .the Demo=~ -
oratic Party aml the Roossvelt administration? Until Jason really thinks through
the difference, and comes forwsrd with a series of practical- proposals for oporat-
~ ing in that situation, he “should stop reading lessons to all snd .sundry on the mat-
ter.. .. oo PR P o o :

~al Party in New York, despite the fact that he is not a real labor oandidate, bes
osuse,.as Labor Aotion points out, a resounding victory for him is a step in the
direction of independence for the Liberal Party amd thorsfore for the labor movee

the case of the UAW in the 8tate of iichizan? It seems to us that an equally re-

sounding victory for a similar type of politioien would have just the opposite efw-

fects "It would prove that labor can elect its "friends" by hiding behind the

- liberel politicians, by "kowtowing" to Moody and. Willioms. This would not advence
independent lsbor political actions ' : S :

Whet prewvents the UAY from ﬁutting up Vialser Reuther as +the Democratic Partv cane
didate for Governor in thé next elections? Jason would truly argue that it is the
"UAW's politicnl subofdination to the "liberal" Democrets. What is thé fundamental
reascn for this subordination? Jason would probsbly falsely argue that it resylts
from its success in taking over the machimery, in getTingz out the vote. 4s &

#. matter of fact, the UAW ha s the power to run its own camdidatss asainst the right
o~ wing Demoorets end it does not do so because of its. continued operation as a =~ 7
*» prassure groups." It is afraid to lose ths elections by openly putting forward
labor as the repraesentative of the Gommunity, . It hides behind the liberel facade
of the Democrats, eleots them to office and then tries to squeeze somasthing out

. of them throygh.corridor pressure and lickspittle maneuvers. It.prefers to make
deals with the Democrats (as does the Libaral Party) end does not think that it

© 1s capable of operating on its own. That this eminently "practical" {that' is,

% stupidly self-defeating) policy is the proudest boast of tha American lahor lesder-
- ship is no sacret to socialists, It,is nothing but the generalized exprcssion of
; ‘the backwardness of our labor movement, of its pacliticel subord:nation to capitale
ism in all spheres. I%'is the basic reason for the growth of reaction in this
country end of the ‘constant cepitulation of tho Demosrats to that regotion.

But Marxists cannot remain oontent with merely pillorying the "labor lisutenants
. of the capitalist class" for this "orime against the vorking oless" while offering
s, the ONLY 30LUTION of ONi BIG IIDSPIEDENT LARUR PARTY. They muss seizaahold of the
. handle offerad to them by the capture of the machinery to propose, for example,
i Walter Reuther for Governor, This type of demend should help to exacerbate the

~ latent oconfliot in the Democratio Party amd help % move the UAW onto the road of
indspendent labor political action. But won't Feuther bscoms a Democrat, a so-
ciel ~impesrialist? Of sourse he will, but this time he will not have the shop=-worn
oxousss of lesser-evilism to prop himself on. The socialists oan then fight for
a rael lahor candidate, eto. : 2574

UAV operation of ‘the vote=getting funotion differ from the oarly days of the New - .

.There'ié a distinction, of course. We chiali;ts cen support Cbunﬁé.of.the Liﬁef-k'

- mente . This is so0 because of the logio of Gevelopment - of & pnion-based Party organ~
% 1zationally independent of the Democratic. Party as a national organisme. Vhat about -
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Doas this mean that we* advooate enteYing the' Democratic Party or even. staying in
the Democratic Party? Absolutely notl The lasbor movsment is already in the’ Damo-
oratic Party decspite our pcrsistent advioce to the sontrery; the UAW has already
capturad the maohlnerJ cespite our misteksn belief.that this was utopian; the
labor-liboral bloc tried to oust the South thhout our “help, encou"arament or even
interest, ;

'Does this mean thot we advocate the truly utopian idea that the 1abor movcnent
oan ‘cgpture the Democratic Party, that -is, its olass'enemy? It is certainly not
necessary-to do this., e should point out, on the consirary, thet eny suocéss in -
this direction which doas not actually resxlt in a fierce struggle within the
Party ocan.only bo gaired at the price of politicel subordination to tﬁe‘Democratio 4
II tioians and a ocntlnual domnsliding toward reection in the country. v

Does this moan thet we tone down our work: for a la“or party? No3 ' "The advocacy
of an Independent Labor Party retiains unequivooally the principal politiocal sloge
an, the axis of all the politicel work of the ISLess" (Quoted from ISL resolution, -
. Social Forces and Politics in'the U,S.,) Our problem (it is a problem not an ane
- BWer),.is to oe with labor in its present struggles end to point up the blatent
oontradictlon botween actually ocontrolling end running the maohipary. and letting
‘the machinery be used for antielabor ends, This.cannot be effectively dons mere=
i ly through advocatlng a labor partv howe’sbr; ‘or.of supporting onl those moves
which directly load out of “the Party. We should also support those kinds of moves
. which tsnd to- split the Party, %o produce e struggle-within the Party. The putting
‘forward of lavor cendidetes in Demooratic. primaries is esrtainly one means of o
doing this. Support to an independbnt fiﬂht to oust the South would be another.

In the last ISL rssolution mentioned above, there is a pa"allel drawn be*waen o
Labor's participation in the War ‘Boards aml Lebor's participation. in the bourgeois
political machires. We think that the parsllel is speciouss This is proved, for
.example, by the fact that the British Labor ¥ artg was able to try out its wings.
in the Liberal Party and that a demand for more part101nation," that is, more
labor . cardidetes could continue for's certaih length of time befors it flnally
split the libelad ooalitions To put the matter differsntly: British labor could
. have gained much more in ‘a shorter time if it had broksn earlier end not subordin-
ated itself to the Libaral Party. Bubt it is impossible. to deny that it gained a
‘ gregt dsal from this partioipation. The saire dynamism doss not exist in the
bourgeois State which’ _oannot be "split " which cannot. be. squaezed of the same type
of advau*ages. - . .

In any oase, our refusal to partlcipate in (to help split) the: Democratic'Party
should not be based on en analozy with the struggle against the bourgeois State
and the. Truman edministration. & political party is an animal of a different ore
“der ard should bs treated that way. The UAW has had little diffioulty in capture
ing the maokinany of the Democratic Party; let it attempt to capture the bourgeois
State and it will flnd a problem of & different order, : .

A The UAW operates as & slavish vote-getter for the Democratic hacks. The lesdere
2 shlp ettempts to involve the ranks in sleoting its "friends." 1In this process it
manages to acounulate many positions, set up all types of machlnsry, ete. . Ve
warn in advence: "the friends you ask us to vote for are the ensemies of lebor end -
Will betray us to the reactionaries; labor must have its own Party." . The UL
says: "o, we will- control the candidates by 'ocapturing'the Party." .We enswers 4
"Your ability to capture the Party without difficulty is the result of. your actual .
political subordlnation to the betraysrs; they ere willing to accept you only as

 Will carry out our programs” VWhat is bur answer? It seoms to us that our.enswer
v 'must be: "A11 right, put up real labor candidates. .Vie'deny that your so=cclled

s frionds will oontinue to cooporate with you, if you-do soe Since we believe labor
-must have its.own independsnt parfv. we will support real lsbor cardidetes in order
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votirg oattles" Ths UAW ansxers' "Then w3 will elect the right people who really o



:  Thore is no other way; there is no short cute ~
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tp split the Party end show where the 'friends' really stand." Vhat is wrong
with this line? Co T : S

We:.are awafé-only.too cleaiiy ﬁhaé this ﬁype.of4pélitioévidoludes within it all of

the dangers of roformist degeneration for socialists. Ve understand that it means
‘getting tarred with the brush of the rotten and disgraceful politics of the
‘oorrupting oapitalist systom and its unprinecipled parties. This has mever deterred
Marxists from getting up to their . elbows in ell the muck in which their movement,
‘the labor movement, is involved. The danger of isolation is greater than the
danger. of partiocipation, espeoially for our tiny movement. We should oporate in--
side the Damooratic Party ‘just as we . should oparate inside ‘of e Fasoist "trade .
énion," the British Liberal Party during the late nimeteenth century, the Fremch
. UGT (ugh!) or any place else where the active labor movement finds itself, in
.order to seize hold of the actual .forward moves to turn the working class in the
"direction of sooialisme /No arount of "moral scruple 8" should pravent us from try-
"4ng: to move our class out from under the influence of oepitalisme’ - LT

“If we are to maintain "a positive orientation toward & living lebor party" ws must
‘keep un with every new development, seize upon every new ovent and utilize it for
‘sopialist purposes. The presence of .the laboreiiberel-bloo at the Democratic
Party oonvention was just such an event. 'Ve cannot’continue to refuse to soknow~ -
‘ledge its existence, or to play down its significance,. or to soornfully reject.
Ats timid and faltering steps. We must. support lsbor's.forward steps in a sociel-
‘45t manner and move it onto the road of separstion from capitalist politlos, even
“though this rosd moves for a time;witﬁin_the fremework of the Demogretic Partye .

We - introduced some of these jdeas through the form of questions tobe discussed by
‘the ‘Loague. -We did not, amd do not, intend to push these ideas as courses of ao= .
tion until after the coming elections end that for saveral good reasons. In the
first placs, as Comrade Berg pointed out, the great objective contrediction between
the hugs potential strength of our 'labor movement and its mctuel political role
invests labor politics with an explosive oharscter. Sudden changes are possible,
‘even probable. We certainly camnot look forward to a halfecentury of libelabism
1n'Ame§icg or to enything approeching the tempo at which events occurred in Gng- .
“land. It would be ridiculous for socialists to argus about a strategy if the
next turn of events would suddenly oxplods the entire question into thin air, De=
‘liberation and sciemtifioc judgment arve therafore celled fore For -these reesons,
wo will await the verdict of the elections and the possible postwelection re=
_aligmments before we propose any serious ghange in our present strategye

If there is a real trend to cspture the Demooratic Party, to oust the South, to
fight for control in state conventions, to take over the machinary in certein
states, to run labor candidates in Democratio primaries, to involve the ranks in

- a struggle within. the Demooratio Party, or anything of this fundsmental import,
than we must be there! For the Marxists to isolate themselvss from such a develop-
 ment’ would be the height of political stupidity and almost as great an error as
refusing to yeally move on the question of the formation of the CIO.

'We never wamnt it to be said that our tiny group‘(whivoh has le"arneffl, a ~grée:t'}-dée.1
~.curing the llast ten years), donsciously and stubbornly refused to recognize, eid
and lsed a tendency which i% has been predicting end fighting for during many

- years. The line where flexidility and opportunism meet is sometimes a norrow one,
. but we ‘are convinced that our organization, et least, can find the waye. The re-

" cent crop of weak-sisters, liquidators and rationglizers, sobbing over. the facts .

of existence, feods on the insbility of the soocialist movement to root itself in
" the working olasse Giving up the sclentific oriteria of Marxism, they .rsasure o

the greet events of history by the beating of their own feebls hearts. The harxe
 ists, howsver, if they want to be strong, begin with the faots and move forward.

2576
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We therefore wish to cont inue this disoussion of how to relate ourselves, in a
significant aml corroct manmer, to the mew trends as they are developing. A
thoroush discussion of this metter will help rearm the Lsague for its future,
great taskse That is the only reason for introducing ite .

- Re Magnus
e S. Beilas

October 23, 1952
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