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SOME QUESTIONS ON
AMERICAN PROBLEMS |

by Leon

QUESTION 1: What should be the role of a
draftable revolutionist in the
United States now?

{a) Should he try to avoid the
draft? .

{b) To what extent should the
party try fo conserve its
cadres? 7 7

{¢) Should the party concen-
trate most of its strength
in the military or indus-
trial sections of the coun-
try?

(d) What are the alternative
roles of a woman revolu-
tionist in this war?

TROTSKY : If he is draftable, then let him

be drafted. I don’t think he

should try to avoid the draft—he must go with

his generation and partlclpate in its life. Should

* * the party try to conserve its cadres by saving
them from the army? This means conserving
them in a very bad sense. When the best part

of the population is mobilized, then our cadres

Trotsky

must be among them.

Should the party concentrate most ol ils
strength in the military or industrial organiz-
ations? This depends upon the size of the
militarization and mobilization. 1II the greater
part of the population is militarized then the
greater part of our party would also he in the
army.

About the women—inasmuch as the women
will replace men in many branches of indusiry
and social work, our comrades will also play
the role of their generation.

We should understand that the lile of this
society, polilics, everything, will be hased upon
war, therefore the revolutionary program must
also he based on war. We cannol oppose the
Fact of the war with wishful thinking; with
pious pacifism. We must place ourselves upon
the arena created by this society. The arera
is terrible—it is war—bul inasmuch as we arc
weak and Incapable of taking the {ate of society
into our hands; inasmuch as the ruling class
is strong enough to impose upon us this w ar,
we are oblwed to accept this basis for our
activity.
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“PROGRAM FOR PEACE™ IS NOT SERIOUS

I read a short report of a discussion that
Shachtman had with a professor in Michigan,
and Shachtman formulated this idca: ** Let us
have a program for peace, not war; for the
masses, oot for muvder,”” ete. What does this
mean? If we do not have peace, we cannot
have a program for peace. Il we have war, we
must have a program for war, and the bour-
geoisie cannot help but organize the war.
Neither Roosevelt nor Willkie are free to
decide; they must prepare the war, and when
they have prepared it they will conduct it.
They will say they capnnot do olherwise, he-
cause of the danger from Hitler, etc., of the
danger from Japan, cte. There is only one
way of avoiding the war—that is the overthrow
of this society. However, as we are too weak
for this task, the war is inevitable. The ques-
tion then, for us, is not the same as in the
bourgeois salon—‘‘let us write an article on
peace, ete.”’, which is suitable for publications
like The Nation. Our people must consider it
seriously; we must say : the war is inevitable,
so let us have an organized workers® program
for the war. The draft of the youth is a part
of the war and becomes part of our program.

It is questionable whether the United States
will send an expeditionary force at this time.
I have the impression that they are not dis-
posed to send an army to Europe or anywhere
else for a couple of years, because you cannot
create such an army over-night in a country
where you do not have a military tradition, as,
for instance, in Germany, where for centuries
they have had a iradition of Prussian militar-
ism.

Now the capitalists wish to create this tre-
mendous army of millions, to create officers, to
create a mew military spirit, and they have
begun with full success to change the public
opinion of the nation toward militarism. At
the time that Roosevelt made his campaign
speech, there was an outburst of public opinion
for isolationism, but now all this sentiment
belongs to the past—to the childhood of the
nation—in spite of the fact that it took place
only a few months ago.

Now the national feeling is for a tremendous
army, navy and air force. This is the psycho-
logical atmosphere for the creation of a military
machine, and you will see it become sironger
and stronger every day and every week. You
will have military schools, etc., and a Prussian-
ization of the United States will take place.
The sons of the bourgeois families will become
imbued with Prussian feelings and ideals, and
their parents will be proud that their sons look
like Prussian lieutenants. To some extent this
will be also true of the workers.

SEPARATING THE WORKERS FROM
THE BOSSES .
That is why we must try to separate the
workers from the others by a program of edu-
cation, of workers’ schools, of workers’ officers,
devoted to the welfare of the worker army, etc.
We cannot escape from the militarization but
inside the machine we can observe the class
line. The American workers do not want to
be conquered by Hitler, and to those who say
““Let us have a peace program ™', the worker
will reply, ** But Hitler does not want a peace
program.”’ Therefore we say : We will defend
the United States with a workers® army, with
workers’ officers, with a workers’ government,
etc. If we are not pacifists, who wait for a
better future, and if we are active revolution-
ists, our job is to penetrate into the whole
military machine. Of course, out of this army,
tomorrow they might select a corps to send to
some battlefield, and no doubt this corps will
be annihilated, but war is a risky business and
we cannot invent any medicine against these
risks. '
Of course the party can make certain excep-
tions of those men who are necessary for a
certain job, but this concerns only individual
exceptions, and here we are discussing the rule.
Furthermore, our comrades should be the best
soldiers and the best officers and at the same
time the best class militants. They should
provoke in the workers a mistrust of the old
tradition, the military plans of the bourgeois
class and officers, and should insist upon the
necessity of educating workers’ officers, who will
be absolutely loyal to the proletariat. In this
epoch every preat question, national or inter-
national, will be resolved with arms—not by
peaceful means. It doesn’t depend upon my
will or your will, but is caused by the contra-
dictions of the society which has put this
problem before us, and from which we cannot
escape. That is why it is the duty of every
worker and revolutionist to learn how to mauip-
ulate arms skillfully.

About the losses in the trade unions, if we
have a large mobilization, then the unions will
immediately lose the best elements and only
the older people will remain. These people
are not as likely to be persistent. On the other
hand, the younger generationg for the first time
in history will feel themselves armed—by the
State itself! It is absclutely correct that in the
first period we will have an explosion of
chauvinistic patriotism, and that we will be
isolated even more than now, and that this
period of activity will inevitably be limited by
repressions, but we most adapt ourselves to the
sitnation. That is why it would be doubly
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stupid to present a purely abstract pacifist
position today; the feeiing the masses have is
that it is necessary to defend themselves. We
musl say: °‘ Roosevelt (or Willkie) says it is
necessary to defend the country; good! only
it must be our country, not that of the 60 fam-
ilies and their Wall Street. - The army must be
under our own command; we must have our

own officers, who will be foval to us.”” In this-

way we can find an approach to the masses
that will not push them away from us, and

thus to prepare for the second step—a more

revolutionary one. ‘
PROFOUND IMPORTANCE OF FRENCH
EVENTS

We must use the example of France to the

very end. We must say, ‘" [ warn you, workers,
that they (the bourgeoisie) will betray you!
Look at Petain, who 1s a friend of Hitler. Shall
we have the same thing bappen in this coun-
try. We must crcate our own machine, under

workers’ control.”” We must be careful not to’
identify ourselves with the chauvinists, nor with -

the confused sentiments of self-preservation, but
we must understand their feelings ‘and adapt
ourselves to these feelings critically,” and pre-
pare the masses for a better understanding of
the situation, otherwisc we will remain a sect,
of which the pacifist variety is the most miser-
able.

We must also say that the war has a tendency
toward totalitarian dictatorship. War develops
a centralization, and during war the bourgeois
class cannot allow the workers any new conces-
sions. The trade unions will therefore hecome
a kind of Red Cross for the workers, a sort of
philanthropic institution. = The bosses them-
selves will be under control by the State, every-
thing will be sacrificed to the army, and the
trade union influence will become zero. And
we must say of this now: ““ If you don’t place
yourselves on a workers’ military basis, with
workers’ schools, workers’ officers, etc., and go
to war on the old style military basis, you will
be doomed.” And this, in its own way, will
preserve the trade umions themselves.

Even if the United States sends armies
abroad, to Europe or Asia, and the mortality
rate will be expectedly high, we cannot make
exceptions for our comradcs, because on the
other hand we cannot foresee the tempo of
revolutionary devclopment in Europe or Asia,
and perhaps the American army will enter such
a country during a revolutionary beginning. In
that case even two or three of our men can play
a tremendous role during such a period. They
might try to use this American army -against
such a revolution, and in that case even one

courageous man can turn the regiment into
another direction. This cannot be foréseen—
there are too many unknowns; but that is why
we say we must all go with our class.

WE CANNOT STAND ASIDE FROM
OUR CLASS!

‘1 do not believe that a revolutionary can
remain aside for the first eritical period—say,
a-vear or so—and then come with hisstick and
hat and say, ** Now, comrades, we will begin
the revolution!”” kxcuse me for making a
caricature of this, Bat if he is in the army
and tells the others about the dangers in the-
bourgeois institutions and advises them to create
a workers’ program for war, in spit€ of all the-
chauvinistic attacks upon him, and:even"if they
turn him away, they will-later say, *° Remem-

- ber, he told us so.”” And then ke becomcs an

authority. This is repeated in every war, and -
not only in wars but in strikes and trade union
movements. All they have to remember is:
*“ This man warned us and we rejected him.”
Then he becomes their leader, a hero. :
1f the leaders scek only to preserve them- -
selves, that is what they become; preserves—
dried preserves. If they cnier the movement,
they give the impulse to five, ten, twenty others,
It is more important to- multiply our cadres
than to preserve them, and they can be multi-
plied by the hundreds. Our cadres need edu-
cation and experience in mass movements, and
how can they get this outside the life of the
masses? No, it is net possible to jump out of -
vour epoch. Moreover, we would have to make
arrangements with the General Staff, and 1
am sure they would nol agree with the idea
of escape! '

THE COMING CHANGE IN THE
AMERICAN WORKERS '

QUESTION 2: How will the backwardness of
the United States working class -
advance or retard the growth
of fascism?

(¢) What are the possibilities
of the war time dictator-
ship becoming « full
fledged fascist dictator:
ship?

TROTSKY : The backwardness of the United

States working class is only a
relative term. In many very important respects
it is the most progressive working class of the
world; technically, and in its standard of living.

We can look forward now to a change in the
economic situation of the United States—a very
brusque change, and then when the war comes,
to the misery which will follow. Even now,



W.I.N.

March, 1911

under the program of militarization with mil-
aons  upoi saithio.s hiown o the war
machine, the rap:d lowering of the standard
of living lor the working ciass wiit produce a
very rapid change of mind in the American
workers.

The American worker is very combative—as
we have seen during the strikes. 'Lhey have
had the meost rebellious strikes in the world.
What the American worker misses is a spirit
of generalization, or analysis, of his class pos-
iiion in society as a whole. 'This lack of social
thinking has its origin in the country’s whole
history-—the Far West with the perspective of
unlimited possibilities for everyone to become
rich, ete. Now all that is gone, but the mind
remains in the past. Idealists think the human
mentalily is progressive, but in reality it is the
most conservative element ol society. Yeur
techrivue is progressive but the mentality of
the worker lags tar behind. Their backward-
ness consists of their inability to generalize their
problem; they consider everything on a person-
al basis,

Now, the war wifl teach the American work-
ers social thinking. The economic crisis has
already begun and in the C.I.O. we see the
first reaction of the workers—confused but im-
portant. They begin to feel themselves as a
class; they see 10 to 14 millions of unemployed,
etc. Now the war will continue to teach them
social thinking, and this means revolutionary

thinking.
FASCISM WILL COME ONLY IF WE FAIL

About fascism. In all the countries where
fascism became victorious, we had before the
growth of fascism and its victory, a wave of
radicalism of the masses; of the workers and the
poorer peasants and farmers, and of the petty
bourgeois class. In Italy, after the war and
before 1922, we had a revolutionary wave of
tremendous dimensions; the state was para-
lyzed, the police did not exist, the trade unions
could do anything they wanted—but there was
no party capable of takipg the power. As a
reaction came fascism.

In Germany the same. We had a revolution-
ary situation in 1918; the bourgeois class did
not even ask to participate in the power. The
Social Democrats paralyzed the revolution.
Then the workers tried again in 1922-23-24.
This was the time of the bankruptey of the
Communist party—all of which we have gome
into before. Then in 1929.30-31 the German
workers began again a new revolutionary wave.

There was a tremendous power in the Contmun-
ists and in the trade unions, but then came the
famous policy of Social Vascism, a policy ins
vented to paralyze the working class, Only
afier these wnrec tremendous waves, aid fascisi
become a big movement. There are no excep-
tions to this rule—fascism comes only when tbe
working class shows complele incapacitly to take
into its own hands the iate of society.

In the United States you will have the same
thing. Already there are [ascist elements, and
they have of course the examples of Italy and
Germany. They will therefore work in a more
rapid tempo. But you also have the examples
ol other countries. The next historic waves in
the United States will be waves of radicalism of
the masses; not fascism. Of course the war
can hinder the radicalization for some time but
then it will give to the radicalization a more
tremendous tempo and swing. The war cannot
organically change developments but only re-
tard them for some time—and then give them
a push. War, as we have said before, is only
the continuation of politics by other means.
In this sense, I am sure you will have many
possibilities to win the power in the United
Stales before the fascists can become a dominant
force.

We must not identify war dictatorship——the
dictatorship of the miiitary machine, of the
staft, of finance capital—with fascist dictator-
ship. For the latter there is first necessary a
feeling of desperation of large masses of the
people. When the revolutionary parties betray -
them, when the vanguard of workers shows its
incapacity to lead the people to victory—then
the farmers, the small business men, the unem-
ployed, the soldiers, etc. become capable of
supporting a fascist movement, but only then.

A military dictatorship is purely a bureau-
cratic institution, reinforced by the military
machine and based upon the disorientation of
the people and their submission to it. After
some time their feelings can change, and they
can become rebellious against the military
dictatorship.

Yes, the feeling against conscription in the
United States could possibly become a point
of departure for such a rebelliousness. Here is
our opporlunity to show the workers how the
bourgeois class resolves its problems, and we
could say: ‘* You see, they now want 1o impose
upon you a Prussian militarism, with its lack
of regard for workers’ lives.”” We could de-
mand, possibly, the election of officers—and
this can become a very good slogan. *‘ Officers
elected by the soldiers themselves.”
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AMERICAN ECONOMY DURING THE WAR
QUESTION 3: What are the possibilities of
building a self-sustaining econ-
omy in the Western demis-
phere?
TROTSKY : Nov very geod, especially during
‘ the war. During the war we wiil
have a deepening of seli-sustaining misery
throughout the whnole Western Hemisphere.
The war is only the beginning—the results will
remain for decades. Ikven Hiuter, who now has
furope, and tomorrow will have Great Britain,
has only hungry people. He must have the
colonies, and that sigmities the oceans—and that
means a fight with the United States for the
dominions of Great Britain. ‘this would be a
long term conflict, and after the German sol-
diers and sailors have been at war, they will
return home to a country of misery, of tamine
and pestilence, These are Hitler’s gains for the
next years.

When the United States goes to war they will
introduce a war economy. ‘This means sacri-
ficing everything for the army and war pur-
poses—and misery for the popuiation. How can
there be a selt-sustaining economy for the
United States? In times of peace you have 10
million unemployed—and this in a time of
relativeé prosperity; during crises you have 13
to 14 million unemployed. Moreover you must
export. To do this you must import. What?
Products that will ruin your farmers, who are
even now being supported artificially? No,
there is no possibility. Instead, it is necessary
1o organize a kind of fascism—an organized con-
trol of the misery, because what is fascism
except the organization of misery for the
people. The New Deal tried to do it in a better
way but did not succeed, because at that period
you remained too rich for a fascist misery.
However you will become poorer and poorer,
and as a result the next New Deal will be in
fascist form. The only solution carries the
name of Socialism.

The Pan American conference is probably the
last spectacular form of convulsion of the Roose-
veltian Good Neighbor policy. The United
States cannot enter a world war, or even make
serious preparation for it without assuring first
the full domination of the Latin American coun-
tries. Their real assurance is their American
fleet and air-eraft, so that the iron fist shows
beneath the Good Neighbor policy. We saw
that Argentina was a bit rebellious, but that was
their last convulsion of independence. Wash-
ington will not permit such a rebellious atti-

tude. The armties, of course, have a world
purpese, but the immediate step is first directed
to South America to teach them 1o obey. Ior
the United States, Latin America is like Ausiria
and Czechoslovakia was to Hitler—a spring-
board to the larger things. ‘

As to whether the United States will take
direct control over the Latin American coun-
tries, Canada, or let them remain under gover-
nors—gauleiters—we will see both! We will
have various combinations in the next period,
and Washington will name the terms.

ON THE “ WORKERS * PARTY

QUESTION 4: In your opinion were there
enough political differences be-
tween the majority and minor-
ity to warrant a split?

TROTSKY : Here it is also necessary to con-

' sider the question dialectically,
not mechanically. What does this terrible word

*“ dialectics > mean? It means to consider

things in their development, not in their static

situation. 1f we take the political differences
as they are, we can say they were not sufficient
for a split, but if they developed a tendency to
turn away from the proletariat in the direction
of petty bourgeois circles, then the same differ-
ences can have an absolutely different value;

a different weight; if they are connected with

a different social group. This is'a very import-

ant point. '

We have the fact that the minority split away
from us, in spite of all the measures taken by
the majority not to split. This signifies that
their inner social feeling was such that it is
impossible for them to go together with us. It
is a petty bourgeois tendency, not a proletarian.
If you wish a new confirmation of this, we have
an excellent example in the article of Dwight
Macdonald. :

First of all, what characterizes a proletarian
revolutionary? No one is obliged to participate
in a revolutionary party, but if he does partiri-
pate, he considers the party seriously. 1II we
dare to call the people for a revolutionary
change of society, we carry a tremendous re-
sponsibility, which we must consider very
seriously. And what is our theory, but merely
the tools of our action? These tools are our
Marxist theory because up to today we have not
found better tools. A worker is not fantastic
about tools—If they are the best tools he can
get he is careful with them; he does not aban-
don ‘them or demand fantastic non-existent
tools.

Burnham is an intclectual snob. He picks
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. tip ‘ohe party, abandoas it, takes up another,
. A worker cannot do this. 1If heenters a revolu-
- tionary party; addresses the people, calls them
for action, it is the same as a gencral during
a war—he must know where he is léading them,
What would -you think of a general who said
he thought the guns were bad—that it would
" be better to: wait for 10 years until they had
invented: better guns, so everybody had better
go home. That is the way Burnham reasons.
So he abandoned the party:But the unemploy-
- ed remain, and the war remains, These things
cannot be postponed. Therefore it is only Burn.
~.ham who has postponed his action.

PETTY BOURGEOIS SCEPTICISM

Dwight Macdonald ‘is not a snob, but a bit
stupid. I quote: *‘ The intellectual, if he is.to
serve any useful function imr sdciety, must not
deceive either himself or others, must not
accept as good coin what he knows is counter-
feit, must not forget in a moment of crisis what
he has learned over a period of years and de-
cades.”” Good. Absolutely correct. I, quote
again: * Only if we meet the stormy and terr-
ible years ahead with both scepticism and de-
.votion—scepticism towards all theories, govern-
ments and social systems; devotion to the re-
volutionary fight of the masses—only then can
we- justify ourselves as intellectnals.”

Here is one of the leaders of the .so-called
“ Workers >’ Party, who considers himself not
a proletarian but an ¢ intellectual ”’. He speaks
of scepticism toward: all theories. :

We.have prepared ourselves for this crisis by
studying, by building a scientific method, and
our method is Marxism. Then the crisis comes
and Mr. Macdonald says ‘‘be sceptical of -all
theories*’, and then talks about devotion to
the revolution without replacing it with any
new theory. Unless it is this sceptical theory
of his own. How can we work without a
theory? What is the fight of the masses and
what is a revolutionary? The whole article is
scandalous and a party which can tolerate such
a man as one of its leaders is not serious.

1 quote again: . What is the nature of the
beast (fascism), then? Trotsky insists it is no
more nor less than the familiar phenomenon
of Bonapartism, in which a clique maintains
itself in power by playing one class off against
another, thus giving the State power a tempor-
ary autonomous character. But these modern
totalitarian regimes are not temporary affairs;
they have already changed the underlying
economic and social structure, not only manipu-
lating the old forms but also destroying their
inner vitality. Is the Nazi bureaucracy a new
ruling class, then, and fascism a new form of

L 4%

society, comparable to capitalism? That doesn’t
seem to be-irtie either.”” . -w- L.

Here he creates a”new theory, a new defin-
ition of fascism, but he.wishes, nevertheless,
that we should be sceptical toward all theories.
>0 also to the workers he would say that the
instruments ‘aud tools they work with are not
important but they must have devotioni'to their
work! I think the workers would find a very
sharp expression for such a statement. =~ =

It is very characteristic of the disappointed
intellectual.- He sees the war, the terrible
epoch ahead; with losses, with sacrifices, and
he is afraid. - He begins to propagate sceptic-
ism and still he helieves it is possible to unify
scepticism with revolutionary devotion. ~We
can only develop a revolutionary' devotion ' if
we are sure-it is rational and possible, and we
cannot lave such assurances without a working
theory., He who propagates theoretical scép-
ticism is a traitor, )

OUR OWN ACTUAL ANALYSIS OF.
FASCISM- :

We analyzed in fascism different elements.

1. The elemcnt which fas¢ism has in com-
mon with the old Bonapartism, is' that it used
the antagonisms of classes in order to give to
the State power the greatest indépenden::.
But we have always underlined that the old
Bonapartism was in a time of an ascendin:
bourgeois “society, while- fascism is a Sti:
power of the declining bourgeois society.

2. " That fascism is an attempt of the bour-
geois class to overcome—to overstep, the con.
tradiction between the new technique and pri-
vate property without eliminating the private
property. It is the * planned economy’ of
fascism. It is an aftempt to sdve private pro-
perty and at the same time to check private
property. o

3. To overstep the contradiction between
the new, modern technique of productive forces
within ‘the limited borders of" the national
state. ‘This new technique cannot be limited
by the. borders of the old mnational state and
fascism attempts to overcome thiscontradiction,
The result is the war. ~We 'have already ana-
Iyzed all these elements. -

WE MUST MAKE USE OF EVERY
INTELLECTUAL

Dwight Macdonald will abandon the party
just as Burnham did, but possibly because he
is a little lazier, it will come later.

Burnham was considered °‘good stuff ”’ at
one time? Yes, the proletarian party in our
epoch must make use of every intellectual who
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“can Pontubute to .the party. 1 spent many
““months on Diego Riviera, 1o _have him for our
“Inovewment,” bue did” not succeed;” ‘But every
‘Internauonal has had an expetlenl‘e of “this
‘kind. The First Tilernationazl liad troubles
with the poet, Freiligrath, who ‘was also very
capricious. The Second and Third Internatior
“als had trouble with Maxim Gorki. The Fourth
Tiitérnational with Rivera.” In cvery case thew
separated Hrem us.

Burnham was, of course, {,10501 to the move-

1. C-apl,tahs—m has plunged;thef’world into-a
horrible vortex- of -war and militarism. This
testifies. not to the vitality: of capitalism- but-to
its fatal weakness, its incapacity to regain sia-
bility. ..., The - cpoch of the death agony of
(‘apltallsm and the beginning of social trans-
formation is an.epoch ef_umvers,al militarism.
It can be brought to-an end only by the defin-
itive victory of the proletariat. This is the
essential feature of the prescnt world situation.

2. The intervention of the United States in
the present war, or its clash-with a victorious

Germany.or Japan at a later date, is predeter-
mined by all the circumstances. = All the real-
istic leaders- of American capitalism clearly
understand this. . Only a few pacifist fools have
the slightest doubt about it. The two main
groups in the camp of U.S. imperialism—inter-
venttonist and so-called isolationists—differ
only in regard to military stralegy. Both are
agreed on the policy of preparing to fight and
grab The stupendous arms program adopted
by Congress has and can have only ene mean-
ing: military aggression in the near future on
a world scale.

The question whether- German 1mper1ahsm,
having conquered  Europe, can or cannot
““ attack *” the United States has nothing to do
with the real issne. The very existence of one

aggressive and cxpandmg imperialist power in
the modern world is an ““atiack’” on the others.
The . United -States, as an imperialist power
having its foundations throughout the world,
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is atta(‘ked‘ ” am,wher'e a rival: pov»nr -ats
tempts Lo seize a market, a p}me of terutory.
or a sphere of influence.

Whether the Uniled States direcﬂv intenvenes
in the present European war, or-defers open
mllltarv actipn for another ‘peint:of - attack- is
only a secondal} consideration in_ev. l,llIaLlIl/g the
perspective.  The- real course is cléary “H:S!
1mper1al1~m Is preparing with. all possible speed
to .put its strength aund its: weakness o the test:
of war on a colossal scale. S :

3. Inthe epoch of m}hlamsm grea; quesnous

can be decided only by mililary means—ithis is

the. fundamenldl les sson, of -1he - deye]opments of
the present war.

The agents and apolorrl:,ta of demoeratic im-
P(ﬂ'lalla[ﬂ-—t}lc social democrats;. the centrists,

‘the trade union reformists and "the pamﬁsmf

fill the air with lamentations aver the srnablung
military victories of Hitler and s spread the senti-
ments of-pessimism and prostration. -,

We Fourth Iniernationists thrust aside these
traitors and panic_mongers. with hatred and
contempt, Our .task-is to aseertain what has
been destroyed: and whdt, has been proved by
the momentous events, in Kurope and-to draw
thé.. necessary conc ]llleIlS . for n‘le Iuture
eruggle - o

RFFORMIQM (;A'\TNOT LI\ E TODAY L
It the first place.the victéries -of the fasciat
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war machine of Hitler have destroyed every
plausibic basis for the illusion thac 4 serious
etiuggle against fascism can be conducted under
the lecadership of a bourgeois democratic. re-
gime. . Lhe war in Europey as previously in the
Spanizh relicarsal, has shown up the hollow.
ness, the roftenness and the contemptible
cowardice and greed of the whole ruling stratum
of the bourgeois democrats. They are unwill-
ing to sacrifice auything but the lives of the
duped masses. To save their personal lives and
their property they were ready in one countr

after another to capitulate to fascism and see

its protection against the wrath of their own
people.

No less cemplete and devastating has been
the destruction of the traditional reformist
labor movement. At best, this traditional
movement—the parlies and the trade unions—
was pacifist in character.  That is, it was de-
signed for peace, not for war. Parties which
confined themselves to protests against the
horrors of war, and did not seriously conduct
a struggle for power to end the system which
causes war—such parties were completely help-

" less when submitted to the test of war. The

same proved true of the outwardly imposing
trade unions. All concepts of peaceful, gradual,
reformist progress within the frame-work of
capitalism, and all parties and organizations
which represented these concepts in any de-

gree, were smashed like a house of cards.

BOLSHEVISM ALONE STANDS UP

The war in Europe has once again, and more
categorically than ever, posed the fundamental
alternative of the epoch of wars and revolu-
tions : either the dictatorship of fascist capital-
ism, or the dictatorship of the proletariat. The
attempt of the European wmﬂers, under the
influence of the reformist labor bureaucracies,
to find in democratic capitalism a third alter-
native, led to catastrophe. The third alter-
native. has been destroyed in blood and fire.
But the program of the workers’ fight for
power has not been destroyed. When the
workers of Europe rise again—and rise they
will—that program will be their banner. These
are the fundamental lessons of the war.

4. Bolshevism alone, which aims to direct
the workers’ movement to the seizure of politi-
cal power by revolutionary means, stands up
and gains strength under the test of the great
new events. War and militarism which crush
all other organizations and discredit all other
programs, only provide a new verification of
the premises of Bolshevism. The military
epoch has room only for parties which inspire
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the workers 1o scorn all half measures, to stop
at nothing, and to carry their struggle through
to the very end., These are parties of a new
type having nothing in common with the
reformist-pacifist parties of the traditional
labor movement. duch a party is the Socialist
Workers Party. Its program can be described
in one phrase: dictatorship of the proletariat.

RIDDING OURSELVES OF PACIFISM

5. 'The certainty that the United States also
will be dominated by militarism confronts the
party with the categoric necessity to purge itself
of all remnants of liberal, petty bourgeois paci-
fist tendencies and conceptions carried over
from the past, in particular from the left
social-democratic movement. Pacifism is a de-
bilitating poison in the workers’ movement.

.Pacifism,, in all its forms, is no more than a

protest in time of peace against war; in the
face of actual war it thrusts the workers like
sheep, unarmed and defenseless and without
a program, into the slaughter. In our epoch,
which is completely dominated by militarism,
negative protests against war are of no avail
whatever. The proletariat requires a positive
program which takes the facts of war and mili-
tarism, the characteristic features of decaying
capitalism, as the starting point for practical
actions. :

The first impact of the war in Europe reveal-
ed a petty-bourgeois centrist tendency in the
Socialist Workers Party which took shape as a
faction. Under the leadership of Burnham and
Shachtman this minority faction waged a dis-
ruptive struggle in the party and attempted to
overthrow the Marxist doctrines in favor of
journalistic improvisations. The disruptive
struggle of the Burnham-Shachtman faction cul-
minated in their desertion of the party in a
typical petty bourgeois recoil against the dis-
cipline of the proletarian majority of the party.
The open repudiation of socialism by Burnham
within less than two months after he had de-
serted the party was only the logical sequel to
the course he followed in the party struggle.
Burnham’s betrayal of socialism confirmed to
the hilt the party’s characterization of this pre-
tentious mountebank and the petty bourgeois
faction he organized and maneuvered into a
split.

Since the party convention the seceding
faction has evolved consistently in the direction
of traditional left socialist anti-militarism which
at bottom is only a form of pacifism. The
resolute struggle of the party majority against
the Burnham-Shachtman faction, and its de-
cisive victory in the struggle, were the necessary
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conditions for the survival of the party, An
unrelenting antagonism to the - deserters on
every point is no less necessary. The party
cannot have the slightest reason for conciliation
on any point with the faction of deserters in-
spired by petty bourgeois fright before the
stern realities and complexities of the develop-
ing war. ’
ADAPTING OUR TACTICS T WAR

6. ‘lLhe imperialist war is nol our war and
the militarism of the capitalist state is not our
militarism. We do not support the war and
militarism of the imperialisis any more than
we support the capitatist exploilation of work-
ers in the factories. We aie against the war
as a whole just as we are against thé rule of
the class which conducts it, and never under
any circumstances vole to give them any. con-

fidence in their conduct of the war or prepar-
ation for it—mnot a man, 6t a cent, not a gun

with our support. Our war is the war of the
working class against the capitalist order.

But only with the masses is it possible to
conquer power and establish socialism;- and in
these times the masses in the military organiz-
ations. are destined to play the most decisive
role of all. Consequently, it is ‘impossible 1o
affect the course ol events by a policy of ab-
siention. It is nccessary to take capitalist mili-
tarism as an ecstablished reality which we are
not yet strong enough to abolish, and adapt
our practical tactics to it. Our task is to pro-

tect the class interests of the workers in the .-

army no less than in the factory. That means
to participate in the military machine for
socialist ends. The proletarian revolutionists
are obliged to take their place beside the work-
ers in the military training camps and on the
battleficlds in the same way as in the factory.
They stand side by side wilth. the masses of
worker-soldiers, advance at all times and under
all circumstances the independent class point
of view, and strive to win over the majority
to the idea of transforming the war into a
struggle for their socialist emancipation.

WE GO WHERE THE WORKERS GO

Under condilions of mass militarization the

revolutionary workers cannot evade military

exploitation any more than he can evade ex-
ploitation in the factory. He does not seek a
personal solution of the problem of war by
evading military service. That is nothing but
a desertion of class duty. The proletarian
revolutionist goes with the masses. He becomes
a soldier when they become soldiers, and goes
to war when they go to war. The proletarian
revolutionst strives to hbecome the most skilled
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among the worker-goldiers, and demonstrales ju
action that he is most concerned for the gencral
wellare and protection of his comrades. Only
in this way, as in the factory, can the proleiar-
_ian revolutionist gain the confidence of his com.-
rades in arnis ana hecome an inftaendat leager
among them, ‘ ' -

The total wars waged by the modern imper-
ialists,” and likewise the preparations for such
wars, require compulsory military tralning n'o
“less than the appropriation of enormous Funds
and the subordination of industry to the maunu-
fucture of armamerits. As long as the. masses
.accept the war preparations, as is indubitably
‘the case in the United Siales. mere negative
~agitalion agaiust the military budget and con-.
scription cannot, by itself, yield serious results.
Moreover, after Congress had already appro-
priated billions for armaments and was certain
to pass a conscription’ bill without scrious op-
position, such negative agitation against con-
scription was somewhat belated and easily de-
generated into mealy-mouthed pacifism.  This
proved to be the case with the organizations
(Thomasite Socialists, Lovestoneiles, ete.) affi-
liated with “the preposterous conglomeration
which calls itself the “*Keep America Out of
War Committee ""—a vile and trcacherous tool
of the ** democratic ” imperialists. The hypo-
crisy of their pacifism is indicated by ‘the fact
that, simultaneously, they declarc themselves
in favor of the victory of Britain, Equally
treacherous is the purely pacifist agitation of
the Stalinists, employed today on hehalf of
Stalin’s foreign policy under the Hitler-Stalin
pact; and certain to-be abandoned tomorrow
when Stalin so orders, if he finds it necessary
to switch partners. The pacifism of Browder
‘and the pacifism of Thomas stem from different
Toots but are identical in their betrayal of the
interests of the working class. Under the rule
of a modern imperialism which is already
arming 10 the teeth, an abstract fight against

militarism is at best Quixotic.
OUR PROGRAM FOR THIS PERIOD |

The revolutionary strategy can only be (o
take this militarism as a reality and counter-
pose a class program of the proletariat to the
program- of the imperialists at every point.
We fight against sending the weorker-soldiers
into battle without proper training and equip-
ment.  We oppose the military direction of
worker-soldiers by bourgeois officers who have
no regard for their treatment, their protection
‘and their lives. We demand federal funds for
the military training of workers and worker-
officers under the control of the trade unions.
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Military appropriations? Yes—but only for the
establishment and equipment of worker training
camps! Compulsory military training of work-
ers? Yes—but only under the control of the
trade unions!

Such are the necessary concrele slogans for
the present stage of the preparation of U.S.
imperialism for war in the near future. They
conslitute a military transitional program sup-
plementing the general political transitional
program of the party. :

7. U.S: imperialism prepares for war, mat-
erially and ideologically, without waiting to
decide in advance the date when actual hostil-
ities shall begin or the precise point of attack.
The workers’ vanguard must likewise prepare
for war without dependence on speculative
answers to these secondary questions. The
militarization of the country in preparation for
war is taking place before our eyes. All our
work and plans for the future must be based
on this reality.

THE FUTURE BELONGS TO US

"The first stages of militarization and war pre-

sent enormous difficulties to our party because

we have to swim against the stream. The party
will be tested in a preliminary way by its capa-
city to recognize these difficulties and hold firm
when the struggle is hard and the progress
slow. Ouly a party fortified by the great prin-
ciples aud world associations of the Fourlh
International will be able to do this.

We are not a party like other parties. We
alone are equipped with a scientific program of
Marxism. We alone relain an unshakable con-
fidence in the socialist future of humanity. We

“alone are ready to meet the universal militarism

of decaying capitalism on its own terms and

‘lead the proletarian struggle for power accord-

ingly.

The war in its course will utterly destroy all
other workers’ parties, all half-and-half move-
ments. But it will only harden the bona fide

_party of the Fourth International and open the

way for its growth and eventual victory.

The future belongs to the party of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, the party of the
Fourth International. It nceds only to be true
to itself, hold firm, dig in and prepare the
future.

Our Military Policy
James P. Cannon’s Summary

THE MAIN QUESTION:
MILITARY POLICY.

Now I come to the decisive and basic ques-
tion with which our party occupies itself, the
question of military policy. During the dis-
cussion some comrades have asked: Was our
old line wrong? Docs the resolution represent
a completely new departure and a reversal of
the policy of the past? It is not quite correct
to say that the old line was wrong. It was
a program devised for the fight against war in
time of peace. Our fight against war under
conditions of peace was correct as far as it went.
But it was not adequate. It must be extended.
The old principles, which remain unchanged,
must be applied concretely to the new con-
ditions of permanent war and universal mili-
tarism. We didn’t visualize, nobody visualized,
a world situation in which whole countries
would be conquered by fascist armies. The
workers don’t want to be conguered by foreign
invaders, above all by fascists. They require
a program of military struggle against foreign
invaders which assures their class independ-
ence. That is the gist of the problem.

Many times in the past we were put at a

certain disadvantage; the demagogy of the
Secial Democrats against us was effective to a
certain extent. They said, ““You have no
answer to the question of how to fight against
Hitler, how to prevent Hitler from conquering
France, Belgium, ete.”” (Of course their pro-
gram was very simple—the suspension of the
class struggle and complete subordination of the
workers to the bourgeoisie. We have seen the
results of this treacherous policy.) Well, we
answered in a general way, the workers will
first overthrow the bourgeoisie at home and
then they will take care of invaders. That was
a good program, but the workers did not make
the revolution in time. Now the two tasks must
be telescoped and carried out simultaneously.
The main thing is that we must operate not
under the old conditions of peace, but under
the new conditions of universal militarism and
war. We cannot avoid the new circumstances;
we must adapt our tactics to them. In times
of strike, we urge the workers to stay out of a
plant. But when the majority decides to go
back, we have to go back with them and accept
with them, for the time being, the exploitation
of the bosses. Sometimes the defeat of a strike
goes so far as not only to smash a legitimate
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union bul to drive the workers into the bosses’
company umion. We are against company
unions; but il the workers are driven into them
we go along and try to work there in the
interests of the proi .:riat. Analogous tactics
must be applied also in questions of war and
militarism.

We had a great Marxist for a teacher, and a
part of his genius was his never failing appli-
cation of Marxist tactics. He always took the
existing situation, in its totality, as the point
of departure. The Bolsheviks set out in 1917
to overthrow the whole capitalist world. They
did overthrow the Russian bourgeoisie, but the
other countries remained under the domination
of the international capitalist class. So, at a
certain point, the Bolsheviks drew the balance
and said: *‘Here is the situation as it exists
in reality. We cannot overthrow the other im-
perialist bandits at present. The workers are
not yet ready. Therefore, let us open trade
relations with the imperialist countries, gain a
little breathing space and overthrow them to-
morrow.”” Comrade Trotsky was prompted to
elaborate and extend our tactics by the new
situation in the world. A party which fails to
adapt itself to this situation, to existing war,
can play no role whatsoever.

WE ARF, PROLETARIAN MILITARISTS

One comrade here tricd to justify a policy of
anti-militarism. His remarks were, to my opin-
ion, a reminiscence of departed days. Anti-
militarism was all right when we were fighting
against war in times of peace. But here you
have a new situation of universal militarism.
It is obvious that all over the world, everything
is going to be settled not by mass meetings,
not by petitions, not by strikes, not even by
mass demonstrations in the streets, Everything
is going to be settled by military means, with
arms in hand. So, can we now be anti-militar-
ists? By no means! Just the contrary. We
must say: ‘‘All right, the situation, not of our
making, is that military forcc decides. There
is only one thing lelt for the workers to do.
That is to learn how to be good fighters with
modern weapons.”” So we anti-militarists of
yesterday become positive militarists today.
The comrade who tries to represent our position
today as still anti-militarist is, in my opinion,
decidedly wrong. ]

I raised this question in our conversations
with comrade Trotsky. After he had elabor-
ated his ideas, I put the question to him and
asked him to make his answer as sharp and
categoric as possible. I asked: **Can we ecall
ourselves militarists?”’ And he said, ¢ Yes.

It might not be tuctically advisabie 10 begia
with such a proclamaiion, but il the pacifisis
accuse vou ol il, il you are aceused of being
a_militarist, you iake the platformi and say.
“Yes, T am a proletarian revolulionary mi.-
tarist.” ™ This doesn’t contradict the somewhar
different attitude we took in somewhat differeni
times—when the possibility of prevenling war
by revolution could not be excluded.

Was the fight of the social-pacifist elements
against conscription right in this last period?
No, it was not right. It overlooked realitios
and sowed illusions. The workers were for
conscription.  The conseription bill was carvied
without any serious opposition whatsoever. The
fight as we conducted it, for workers’ control,
was 100% correct. We are positively for con-
seription, but we do not want conscriplion of
the workers by the bosses. We want conserip-
tion of the workers by a workers’ organizatior,
If some horrified muddle-head of a pacifist
asks: ““Do you really mean it? Do you want
to compel every worker to take up arms and
learn how to use arms?®” We answer, ° Yes,
that is exactly what we mean.” How do we
Justify such compulsion? By the necessities of
the class struggle which justify everything.
There is nothing new in such an attitude. A
certain amount of compulsion has always been
invoked by the labor movement against the
backward, the slackers.

For example, trade unions always strive to
make membership compulsory. The intelli-
gent, loyal and scrious workers join the wnion
voluntarily. Then they say to the backward,
to the ignorant and to the scab-hearted: Join
if you will, peacefully, but join this union or
else stay out of that factory. That’s compul-
sion for you, my hoyv. We cannot allow your
ignorance or mistaken conception of individual
interest to interfere with the class interests as
a whole. What is a picket line? Well, somn
that I have seen at least, had aspcels of extra-
ordinary persuasion. I have seen pickel lines
of such a nature that if anyone wanted to argue
about it, he didn’t even get a chanee to argue.
He cither stayed out or got knocked out. Com-
pulsion in the class war is a class necessity. We
didn’t invent it. It must be applied ako to
military training.

THE DYNAMICS OF THIS STRUGGLE,

An interesting question, asked by some work-
ers, was reported here: ‘“How can you tell
the workers to put themselves under the control
of the unions for military training when the
unions are controlled by people like Lewis and
Green and Hillman?” ~ Well, if we wail until
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the unions are led by the Fourth International,
we lose all seuse of the dynamics of their devel-
opment. Green and Lewis and their similars—
the whole upper bureaucracy of the labor move-
ment at present—are agents of the capitalists
in the labor movement, but they are not the
same thing as the bosses. Their sole base of
existence 1s the labor movement; and in spite
of all the bureaucratism of the unions, they
are subject lo certain pressures, certain con-
trols from below. - When the worsening of con-
ditions, supplemented by our agitation, raises
a wave ol radicalization in the masses, the

workers will solve the problem of leadership in

the workers’ regiments as well as in the unions,

We always take the workers’ organizations
as they are. We join them as they are, support
them as they are, try to remodel them from
within. Of course, the very idea of a Lewis or

a Green . hcading the military instruction of -

workers is far-fetched. Correctly understood,
our fight for military training under trade
union control is a mortal struggle against the
reformist, non-fighting buveaucracy. The adop-
tion of our policy, or even a strong movement
in favor of it, would spell the doom of the
present leaders. Nobody would believe these
scoundrels are fit for such a serious enterprise
as the instruction of workers for military action.

In 1917, following February, the Soviets of
Petrograd and Moscow were in control of the
Social Democrats and the Social Revolution-
aries, that is, men of the stripe of Lewis and
Green, Hillman and Dubinsky; no better and
no worse. In spite of that, because the Soviets
embraced the workers, Lenin raised the slogan :
““ Al power to the Soviets.”” In the course of
that fight for all power to the Soviets, the
Bolsheviks won to their side the majority of
the workers, And almost coincidentally with
the uprising, the workers threw out the Men-
sheviks and Social Revolutionaries and placed
the Bolsheviks at their head. That’s the way
things have to be conceived in this question
also.

The question of the refercndum on war in
connection with compulsory military training
was raised by one of the comrades. This ques-
tion was propounded to the Old Man in a letter
from Goldman, and answered by him. The Old
Man said: “‘I don’t see why we should drop
the demand for a referendum on war. Before
they actually enter the war, an agitation for a
people’s referendum is an excellent means of
showing up their fake demoeracy.” It is a
means of agitation against them. It is not so
simple and automatic; one does not exclude the
other.

Comrade Trotsky also answered the question
whether our slogan of Workers’ Defense Guards

is superseded by our military policy, He said
he did not see why. He thought they were
interrelated. Of course, at the present time,
the emphasis is entirely on the question of
penetrating the military organizations. But, as
the crisis develops, all kinds of reactionary
attacks will be made on the unions. Gangs will
be organized to break them up. The union
niembers will be under the constant necessity
to protect themselves, The workers must be
on guard to protect their unions. The slogan .
of Workers” Délense Guards can be raised at
an appropriate time, not in contradiction to our
military policy, but in correlation with it..
METHODS OF WORK IN THE ARMY

How do we work in a conseript army? some- -
one asked, We work the same way as in a
shop. Indeed, the main purpose of industry
now is supplying the army. Where would you
draw the line? There is hardly an industry
that won’t be mobilized either for the manu-
facture or transportation of materials for the
army. The masses are in the army, or working
to supply the army. The workers are subjected
to military exploitation. We go in and defend
the interests of the slaves of military exploit-
ation, just as we go into the factory and fight
against capitalist exploitation there. Qur basic
line everywhere is the class line.
.. The second point is to be careful, cautious.

- Make no putsches, make no premature moves

that exposc us and separate us from the masses.
Go with the masses. Be with 1the masses, just
as the Bolsheviks were in Kerensky’s army.

Why can’t we do that here? And how other-
wise can we do it  How otherwise, in a world
dominated by militarism, can we see our way
to' world salvation except throngh military
means? And how can we get these military
mcans except by penetrating the army as it
exists?

We have onc great assurance. I repeat what
I said at the mass meeting. We have our oppor-
tunity before us in this country. Even if war is
declared and a military dictatorship is insti-
tuted, even if all kinds of repressive measures
are decreed—we must always remember that a
dictatorship of the police and military forces,
instituted by fiat, cannot be the same thing as
a fascist dictatorship based on a mass movement
mobilized over years of time after the workers
have muffed their chance to take power.  Before
fascism can come in this country om a mass
basis, according to the historical law elucidated
by Comrade Trotsky, the great mass radicaliz-
ation of the workers will take place. The
workers here, as everywhere, will*have the first

chance to take power. That is all we need.

We will have our chance, and we will not miss
it. h
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