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INTRQBUCTION

by chmunlst Cadre :

' In the early 1960s a new. polxtical formatian appeared in the 1. S. left, based
primarily in New York city and with an active presence confined o the northeastern
Unitad States. This new tendency, Workers World Party (W2}, through its action arm
Youth Against War & Fascism {YAWF) played the leading role in. the militant demonstras
ticns of the anti-war movement during that period, as against the Copmunist- Parcy
- (Cc?) and the Sociglist Workers Party (SWP) with their ' "peaceful mass actlans“ and
their alliances with the capitalist liberals.

‘ Few people im the movement at that time, 1nc1ua1ng most of VAﬂF‘s membershmp
itself, troubled themselves very much with the questions of WiP's origins and poli-~
tical chaxacter._ While YAWF's militancy was never the adventurism that ‘its non~
struggle opponents claimed, WHWP's apparent lack of interest in theory and polemic

' allowed the epithet of "mindless militancy” to seem deserved to many. * And yet this
political tendency had taken shape during very serious theoretical battles and ltS
 leaders, far from being mindless, were veterans of the old 1e£t" thh polltical
CATeers beq1nn;ng in the 1930s. -

WWP'S organ,. Workers World, by the mid-sixtlas looked to the casual obsarvex
‘like a Maoist paper, filled with praise for Mao and Lin Piac.’ Only the self-identi-
ﬂfled Maoist Revnlutionary Union and at times the CP bothered to remind anybody that
YAWF was “Trotskyite.® : But WWP indeed had its origins in the Trotskyist movement;’
'WHP'had emergea as a split from the SWP in 1959 and in. fact had a pre-paxty hxstory
“as ‘a"factional grouping inside the SWP that goes back to at-least 1948.. :

T WWP never called itself Trotskyist. The first issue of Workers World in 1959
bore Trctsky‘s picture on the editorial page~—a token gesture to the past that was
never to be repeated, Inside WWP, however, Trotsky was: read and the leadership
claimed to be pursuing a policy that was based on Trotsky's politics. The words
Trotsky and Trotskyism were, according to the leaders, publicly ‘avoided simply
hecause of the success of the international Stalinist slander campazgn, -T2 well as"
the had name given to Trotskyism by the SWP in the 1950s and 1960s.  As was to be
expected, some memhers took .this appeal to Trotsky seriously and when WWP openly -
broke with its own militant, anti-popular frontist traditions in 1974, a split took
place which led to the formation of. COmmunist Cad:e.. .

The Heritage They Have Rencunced :

Ccmmunlst Cadxe has critically examined WWP‘S history and pre-h;story. We ‘do
not characterize ourselves as "Marcyists" nor is our aim to reconstruct the YAWF of
the 1960s. We do not believe WWP was ever Trotskyist. But in the WWP of the 1960s
thers was good mixed with the bad. YAWF's militancy duxing the 1960s, which steod
in such contrast to the consezvatism of the SWP and CP, its enthusiasm for boldly
champjoning the revolutiocnary struggles against its "own” country. in ‘contrast-to
the shame-faced pacifism that characterized so much of the peace mgvement. is an
1ntegra1 and abgolutely necessary component. of Trotskyism, a

" But we believe that the most important lessons o be drawn from the WW?/YAWF
tradition lie in WWP's pre-party history when, as a tendency very much in the mino-
- rity, those who wore later to form WWP waged a theoretical and politlcal struggle
against the growing anti-Sovietism and developing degeneration of the post=-WWII SWP.
That struggle was bound up primarily with the effcxts of two men, Sam Marcy and
Vincent Copeland.

Communist Cadre has already published vincent Copeland‘s: Class Character of
the Hungarian Uprieing, written under the party name of V. Grey as an internal SWP
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document in 1957, a docuient Which remains to this day the definitive Trotskyist
examination of the Hungarian &dunter-revolutionary uprising of 1956, With the
present pamphlet we publicly publish for the first time two documents circulated

internally in the SWP in the early 1950s. The first, Memorandum on the Unfolding
War and the Tasks of the Proletariat.in the New Phase of the Werld {Permanent}
Revolution was published internally in October 1950; the second, The Global Class
War ond the Deéstiny of American Labor in May 1953.. Both were written by Sam Marcy,
a member ‘of tﬁéj59¢£j**§tiﬂdrkéré“Pafﬁyﬁsihcéftﬁé?lésos*ﬁhbjygn on to become the
gndisputed leading figure of WWP.'iMakoy, along with:Copeland, led the SWP factional
. grouping which has become kndvm as * Marcy/Copeland faction-<the pre-party forma-
~ tion that'was to’ becoms WWR. ¢ S s ZT*””T_H_Q_TT3-"?_”', T

. . These two documents 'of 1950 a ’“IBSBjﬁére‘rafegrééﬂté?ingiée_ﬁ@?has the "global
-class war documents® and to the ‘extent that tlhiey.have been read and discussed in the
left at large, they are kKnown genexally by that name. ' Prior to 1973, when internal
fagtionaivexigencieS“farcea"tﬁeir'in%e?naijpﬁblicétibn*;éf;tkg*bery First time, the
.overwhelming majority of WWP's members through the years had never read them and
many:indeed had never ‘even heard of themif“?he”reader‘ﬁiii’ébqﬁ“éee;whyi“'iﬁén#gigrb
‘ences to Trotskyism as "the only vaiiﬁ*and'cbnsiSteﬁtly_tevﬁlﬁﬁionéxﬁ Marxism of
_today, " the references to "the virus of Stalinism,™ ‘the condemnation of the Chinese
"1$;alinist,party'as=represehting'“in“eﬁe:y;ﬁay*a'negatiéﬁﬁ1bf_tﬁéf£$eas¢9f revolu-
tionary Marxism, the call for the political defeat Of international Stalinism as a
‘requisite of the prosecution of the revoluticnary struggle-- all this ‘does pot sit
very.well with a party that asserted in 1967 that "the Chinese Communist Party has
-been ‘the strongest, triest, and most -devoted of all the parties in the struggle for
Marxism and’ socialism” and which often told its members that the Chingse and Viet-
namese Stalinists were carrying out Trotsky's program “in practice,” '

’
N

- . Why We Publish These Documents
. Communist Cadre believes that what was ébfrecﬁ'ana'hecgssary_iﬁ_#hé_bxééiiéé'
of YAWF in the 1960s-= its militancy, its defense of the Palestinians and the Middle
EaStglihezabiOnastruggle,;itsﬂcppesitionfto'the’popularffkontism of ‘the SWp and Cp,

its defense of Rob Williams and the Panthers,?iﬁ3“¢titical_éuppart'bf'ﬁhé”sdﬁéet

inte:Ventgqnfin~Czaéﬁosl@vakiafin;196$é¥_flow frbm‘theV“gldbdl“cléss_ﬁai?fge?spece
tive. . (But it must:be 'said that in edch case what wasg correct and neceSsary was
mixeﬁrwithﬂOPpQrtuhistana-tailismr—stréet'militancy:wént”ﬁaéﬁ_in'han&fﬁithfaFﬁ#ile
ure to criticize Sps leaders like Mark Rudd; defense of Middle Bast liberation was
coupled with ideologital capitulation to. Arab hourgeois nationalism; the absolitely
- correct military defense of the 1968 Soviet intervention went without any program-
matic orientation towards political revolution; even at & time when Marcy considered
Brezhnev a "nec-bourgeoi$ restorationist™!) But had W@P and YAWF never existed,
these documents would still have-a significance and be deserving of serious study
today. .o - oes AT 3 SRR N I R EE '

. For the reader with some acguaintance with Trotsky's writings, what Marcy has
to say in these two documents may not seen at all unique or new. But the seeming
familiarity is just the point. In 1950 Marcy was simply trying to hold fast to the
printiples: that were once well enough known to all in the Trotskyist movement. To
truly appreciate Marcy's reiteration and defense of the ABCS of Trotskyism-= esbe-
cially dﬁ‘thew"RussianquEStign“-w=it is necessary to know just how far the SWo's
leadership under Cannon ‘had departed from that ABC. Tt is for that reason that in
this introduction we will go over in some detail the history of the SWP, going back
as far as. the Trotsky conversations of 1940 and Cannon's conduct during the 1941
Minneapolis sedition trial. 'Narcy's polemic was a ressonse to the degeneration of
the SWE, which had bscome highly visible as early as 1948. But that dsgeneration
had been prepared long in advance by the practice of the Cannon leadership--

something Marcy points out with accuracy.



A New Word

But Marcy's documents, especzally that of 1950, are not anly a defense of o=
thodoxy. - They outiined the application of Trotsky's theoretical. approach“ o' the
nev pOSt-war exra. ..Marcy was the first -~ and: the significange of : s&mp y-can not
be over-estimated -= the. first to identify ‘the new Chinese Pecples Republic ‘founded
in 1949 as a workers' state.. fhis assertion, made in'the traditional ‘language of
the Trotskyist movement; may not impress toéay s reader, ‘since’ 1t ‘i8 8o patently
obvious. that China passed under the dictatorship of the proletaxxat in 1949, - But
in 1950 no one, simply no one in the entire working class movement .o~ 1ncluding the
Stallnists == gayw it and s3id it except Marcy and his suppo:te:s,= :

' Also new is the conception of globhal class war. :Marcy saw that the hegemnny ‘of
U.S. imperialism over the capitalist world following World War II on the one hand,
and the "Sovietization" of Eastern Europe and the spread of prcletarian revolution
to China on the other, meant that. the inter-imperialist rivalries 'of the:past would
now be subordinated to the ‘struggle of a united imperialism against the’ spreading
revolution.. The "cold war" signified a new. epoch in which the: international class
struggle between the two great. ‘historical classes ~- the hourgeoisxe and the "
proletariat ~- would now dominate all international events.. This: p:ofound shift in
the world balance of forces between the classes was also missed by the Trotskyist
movement because of its initial failure to see the charactér of the transformations
in Eastern Europe and China, and it was a fact the: Stalinists were deSperately trye-
ing to under-rate in the interests of “peaceful co-existence." But’ ‘the understand-
ing of this new world reality had o be the basis for the develqpment of U.S. and
international Trotskyist policy -- and one will look in va;n for 'a grasp ‘and” ‘charac~
terization of the post-war events comparable to Marcy's. ‘'Let us now turn to the
histcry of the SWP in oxder to hetter glace the szgnmfmcance ef these documents.

The Degeneratlon ‘of the Socxalist ﬂbrkers Party :

When the New York Times in its’ e&itnr;als praises the SWP as a responsible
political formation committed to change through peaceful electoral means  and eriti-
cizes the FBI's harassment of its act1v1t1es, the social democratic character of the
SWP becomes all too obvious. For serious revolutionaries, the important questzon is,
how did the SWP become what it is today? -How did the prcmising U.5. Trctskylst
party of the 1930z, whose leaders had the encmmous benefit of ohgoing contact with
Trotsky in Mexico, arrvive at its present position of ﬁew Yark TlmeS*ayprGVed candl-
date for mass social democracy?

Cnly a thorough examination of the real history of the SWP wzll show up the
significance of the "global class war” perspective of the Marcy/Copeland faction and
only & critique of the past practice of the SWP from the viewpoint of "global class
war®™ will make it possible for today's revolutionary Trotsky;sts to avoid the same
path of polltxcal degeneratxon.

The sSwp and the Browder Presidential Campaxgn.of 1940

The first significant breach between Trotsky and the SWP, which because of the
assassin's blow alsc proved to be the last, was the 1ittle known issue of the 19240
elections. Because the SWP had failed to arrange foxr the xunning of its own presi-
dential ticket, Trotsky argued the necessity of giving critical electoral support
tc Barl Browder, the Communist Party presidential candidate, in cxder o particzpate
in the elections in the crucial year of 1940. .

Cannon and other SWP leaders who traveled to Mexico in oxder to discuss this
and other vital guestions with Trotsky were uniformly and adamantly opposed 0
Trotsky's proposal. What is extremely important was not only the disag:eement, but
the fact that while the contents of earlier discussions with Trotsky were made
known to the SWP ranks through the intermal publication of the stenographic notes,
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the discussions of 1940 econcerwing Browder were suppressed by the SWP leaders. Only
in 1953 because during & faction fight the. leaders of the Cochran-grouping demanded
their internal publication, did the stenographic transcripts gee’ the 1light of day.
The -Browder guestion might:be explained as: an honest disputé between Cannon’ & co..
and, Trotsky;:but the suppression of ‘Trotsky's views by Cannon in orderto avoid
‘political embarrassment and possible -support for those views frem the ranks was in-

dicative of the worst sort of dishonesty and opportinish. . -

‘The significance:.of this suppression.should not be underestimated. It is com-
parable.to.the suppression by the German Social ‘Democracy’s leaders of Marx's criti-
. cism of  the Gotha Program, cx thelr later censorship of certain key passages concern-
ing wviolsnce in Engels’. introduction .to the 1895 edition of Class Struggles in
Franee...: .. ... ... . T R

: What -exactly did Trotsky have to say which proved to be political dynamite for
Cannon .and the othex SWP: leaders? ‘And what of ‘their replies to Trotsky's demand
for.an aggressive turn towards the Stalinist workers? (The following is froma
rough stenographic draft-~uncorrected by the participantse-of discussions with
Trotsky held on June 12-15, 1940. . Cannon's first remarks refer ©o.the Stalinist
left turn.following the sigring of the Razir~Soviet Pack.) - i : Co

Larmnon: . .. .The general perspective is quite optimistic. The Stalinists.
. are _.the problem. . By their change in line they dealt a heavy blow. WWe = -
. ~were forging ahead when they made the switch; paralyzing our work.: The
- workers are umable to distinguish the real difference between us; espe= "
. elally with the faction fight compelling us to give undue emphagis to
.- our defense of the Soviet Union. We need a line of agititation to dis— -
kinguish ourselves from them. The Stalinist party still has a powerful -
cadre of militants. It has a strong trade union machine which draws the
workers. The pact seemed to disintegrate. them, but. it was losing just
the democrats. The old militants are more devoted than ever. They. be~
v'lieve that the party now has the ‘real revolutionary' line. We need a -
more effective counter-attack against the Stalinists. T '

T?atéky;,”we_&dn?t”parﬁicipaté,in the presidential elections?

“C&ﬁﬂonk .iﬁhete,axg've?yf:igorous election la@s which prevent small
parties from getting on the ballot, : : RN

Trotsky: and the CP?
"Chnnonf : Tﬁé:C? boys its wﬁy on to the ballot...

'févtsky:_ What do we tell the workers when they ask which president
they should vote for? ;

Cannon:  They shouldn't ask such embarrassing questions....

- Trotsky: Theorstically it is possible to support the Stalinist candi-
date. It is.a way of approaching the Stalinist workers. We can say,
~yes we know this candidate. But we will give critical support.  We
‘can vepeat on a small scale what we would do if lLewis were nominated.
«+. It is necessary to find an approach to the Stalinist party.  The~
orsetically it is not inpossible to support their candidates with very

sharp warnings.... : .

Of course, we would suffer the indignation 6f Burnham. Shachtman
would say, 'See, I predicted it--capitulation to Stalinism.' There
would even be considerable aversion in our ranks. But the gquestion is



the Stalinist workers. The working class is dec151ve. With guarantees,;
warnings, why not con51&er it? ... :

Canrion: = ... The Stalinists are hatea by the mzlltants. It is not the
psychologlcal attitude .of our members but the broad anti-stalinist move-
ment. If we started to play thls kind of politics we would rum into this
indignation of these militants. For example, the food workers in. New
York., Our comrades succeeded in creating a strong progressive - factiqn.”
They may pogsibly be elected to posts. We built our strength on opposi~
tion to Stalinist control of the union.  Such & line would disrupt ouxr -
work. ... The Stalinists are the main obstacdle. A policy of maneuver
would be digastrous. ... :

Trotsky ces Imaglne the CP thhont hclding a speclflc hatred toward it.
Could we enter it as we did the SP? I see no reason why not-~theoretical~
ly. Physically it would be impossible but not in principle. after en-
- 'trance intc the SP there is nothlng that would’ prevent our entrance into
fhe CP. - But that is eéxcluded. 'We can't enter. They won't let us. ;
Can we make this maneuver £rof the outszde? The progressive elements
oppose -the Stalinists but we don't-win many progressive elements. - Every—
where we meet Stalinists. How to® break the Stalinist party? . The: sngport
-of the progressives is not stable. ' It is found at the top of the union
rather than as a rank-and~file current. Now with the war we will have.
these pxogressxves against us. ... We can't: depend on these elements or
their sentiments. We will lose them and isolate ourselves Erom the Star
 1linist workers.  Now we:have no attitude toward them. Burnhan and Shacht—
. man opposed an active attitude toward the stalinists, ... If persecutians
should begin tomgxrow, it woula be flrst agaxnst them, seconé agalnst us. ven

Gannon. ves It is a,texrxble danger to risk the conéemnatmoa of non~: -
" Stalinist workers for the sake of a maneuver that ‘would win . lzttle. The
progressive movement ig composed ‘of anti-Stalinists-and legitimate yank-
and-file forces organized by us. The Stalinists even buy old-time ﬁakers.
. They provide a legitimate movement of protest which is our-main sourte of
recruitment and which comes durxng the struggle against the CP.  In the Los
Angeles auto novement, fof éxample, some ex-~CPers organized & _counter—
‘movement from which we recxuxted. The Stalinists have built up a terrible
hatred agalnst themselves. Seventy~five -pércent is genuine workers’ -
grievances and conszsts of many former stalinists animated by a terrible
bltterness." A csmplxcated maneuver giving the possibility of ddentifying
us with the Stalinists would be wrong. Our main line must be towaxas the
non~Sta11nlst WOrKers. ... : .

Protsky: ... The polltlcs of these" soﬂcalle& progress;ves is determlned
by their need to meet the needs of the workers in this movement, on the
other hand it comes "from fear of the stalinists. ... Their existence is a
reflex of this new movement, but it is not a direct reflection of the. rank
and file. It is an adagtatzon of the conservative bureaucrats to this
gituation. There are two competitors, the progressive bureaucrats and
the Stalinists. We are a third competitor trying to capture this. sent1~
ment. These progressive hureaucrats can lean on us for advisors in the
fight against the Stalinists. ‘But the rolé of an advisor te a pzogressmve
bureaucrat doesn't promise much in the long zun. ... These buxeaucrats are
Roosaveltians, militarists. We tried to penetrate the trade unions wzth
theix help. This was a correct’ maneuver, I belisve. ... But it 1s neces-
saxy to know 1ncomyarab1y better” ‘the Stalinists and their place in the
trade unions, their reaction to' oux party. It would be fatal to pay oo



much attention to the impression that we can make on the 9301f15ts and on
our 'progrsssive’ bureaucrat friends. In thzs case we become the sgueereld
lemon of the buresucrats.: They use us agalnst ‘the ‘Stalinists but as-the
war nears call us unpatrxct;c and .expel us. - These Stal;n;st,WOVkers ‘can
become revolutlonary, especially if Moscow. changes its: line and ‘becomes -
patrxatia.';..the guestion is ‘how to ‘approach the base? ﬁe enceunter
hetween us and the hase, the Stalmnxsts..~:- R : :

Kay: 7o suppart ‘the Stalinists in the preszdentlal campaign wnul& .
kill us. They shxft the;r 11ne~- : -

rrotsky Nothlng can klll us, Ccmrade Ka¥e sea’

June 14, 1940

Trotaky:r I_he;ieve-we have the critical point very clear.: We are in-a’
bloc with so-called progressives--not only fakers but honest rank and file.
Yes ‘they are hcnest and pregress;ves but from time to time ‘they vote for
Roosevelt~~once in four years. This is-decisive. You propose a trade
union policy not a Bolshevik gollcy. ‘Boishevik policies begin outside ‘the
trade unions. The workers is an honest ‘trade unionist but’ far from Bolshe=
vik polities.  The honest militant can’ ‘dévelop but it is not identical ‘with
being a Bolshevik. ‘You are afraid to become compromised in'the éyes of the
Rnosevelt;an trade -unionists, They on the other hand are not worried in
“the slzghtest ‘about belng compramlsed by votirng for Roosevelt against you.
We ‘are afraid of being compromised. "If you are afraid; you lose youyr inde~
pendence and become half-Rooseveltian. In peace time this is not catastro-
phlc.. In wax tlma it will compxowase us. They can smash as . Oﬂr policy
is too mueh,for pro-Roosevéltian trade unionists ...

What X prapose is & man;festo to the- Stalinist warkers, ﬁn say that for
five years you ‘were for Rnosevelt, +then ynu changed. Thig: tuxn is in the
right direction. wWiil you - aevelop and continue this policy or not?: WALl
you let ‘the 1eaders change it or not?’ Will you continue and develop it or
not? - If you are firm we will support yau. ‘In this manifesto we can say
that 1f you fix a sharp program for your’ ‘candidate; then we will vote for
him. I see no reason why we can't say this with these ifs.' Does this sig-
n;fg that we have changed our trade union policy? Not at all. We continue
to oppose them as before., We say, if you seriously consider your attitude
to- Roosevelt you would have such and such policy in the trade unions. But
you don't have such a polzcy there. We can‘t go along with you 1n the
trade unions.

© 1 wonld be very glad to hear even one single word from you on pollcy
in regard to the presidential election, ... _

" The progressmve‘ rank and file are a kind of seml—fabrzcatzon. ‘They
have class struggle tendencies but they vote for Roosevelt. . They are not
,fcrmeﬁ politxcally.- The rank-~and-file Stalinists are not worse. They N
are caught in a machine. They axe &1sclplxned, polltlcal Our aim’ is to
oppose the Stalinist wnrker to the machlne.r How accompllsh this? By
leaving them alone? we will never do it. By postponxng’ That 15 not a .
pallcy.

We are for an indepen&ent laboxr ticket. But we don't even hava;this
expressed in ouxr press. Why? Becausa our party is embarrassed._ It has
no line on the elections. -

- Last January we discussed a campaign zn the unions to have our own .
trade union pre51dentxa1 candidate. We were to propose to him that we
would wote for him if he were nominated. Even Lewis. We were to begin
the campaigning for a labor president. But not a thing was done., Nothing



appeared. Nothing in the Northwest OTgan%zer.

«»+ But nothing was done. Why? ' It signifies an immediate clash with
the Rcoseveltlans——nct the rank and file--but a ¢lash with our allies,
the machxne, the congscious Rooseveltians, who would 1mmediately attack,
clash with our own class enemies such as: TOBIn. eee -

.+. I ask two ox three hundred Stallnist workers. That 15 the mlnzmum
requirament. We can get them by holding their 1eaﬂers to a class struggle
policy. "Are you ready to impose this class struggle 1xne an.your 1eadex,
we ask, Then we will find common ground. :

It is not Just to write a man;festo, ‘but to turn our pol;tlcal face to
the Stallnist workers. What is bad about that? W@ begln an actxcn agalnst
the Stalxnxsts, what is wrong with that? ...

Canmon:  Support for a labor candidate can be justified, but the CP is
entirely different. 'The CP is not a genuine workers' party.

Dobbs: ... We will do anything short of supporting the Stalinists in
~order to go agaznst Roosevelt. — :

June 15, 1940

Hansen:  Yesterday Comrade Trotsky made some remarks about our adaptation
to the so-called progressives in the trade unions, he mentioned the line
of the Northwest Organizer and also our attitude in connection with the’

" elections and the Stalinists. I wish to point out that this is not some—
thing cem§letely new on Comvrade Trotsky's part. More ‘than two years ago
during the discussion over the Transitxonal Pragram, he discussed exactly
these same points and had exactly the game posztion, with dué’ ;egard for
the difference in time and that then it was not the electlons but the

' farmer-labor party that was to the fore. Comrade Trotsky has also written
some letters regarding the Stalinists and the reed for a moxe nosxtlve
1line toward them. In the past faction fight too, Comrade Trotsky mentioned
in his polemic 'From a Scratch to Gangrene' the following point, which he
underliined: 'More than once the party will have to renind. its own trade
unionists that a pedagogical adaptation fo the more backuard layers of the
proletariat must not become transformed imto a poizt@aal edaptation to the
conservative hureaveracy of the trade unions.' 1 am wondering if Comrade
Trotsky considers that our party is.displaying a ccnqervatlve tendency in
the sense that we are a&aptlng ourselves politically to the trade ﬂanB
bureaucracy.

Trotgky: To a certain degree I believe it is so0. ...

Of course, the Stalinists are a legitimate part of the workers' move—
ment. That it is abused by the leaders for specific GPU ends is one thing,
for Kremlin ends another. It is not at all different from other opposition
labor bureaucracies. The powerful interests of Mogcow Lnflueuce the Third
InternatLOn&l, ‘but it is not different in principle 0Of course, we c0n51-
der the terror of the GPU control differently; we flght with all means,
even bourgeois police. But the political current of Btalinism is a current
in the workers® movement. If it differs, it differs. advantagecusly. In '
?rance the Stalinists show courage against the govermment. They are stlll
inspired by October. They are a selection of revolutionary elements,
abused by Mcscow, ut honpst° If they are persecuted in the United States
and remain anti-patriotic because Moscow delays its new turn, this would
give them congiderable political authority. Our rovulsion from the Kremlin
will not destroy: this polltlcal authority. We must consider them objective-
ly. We must consider them from the objective Marxist v:.ewpomt.= They are



a very contradictory phenomenon, They have great courage. We can't let
the antxpachxes of our mozal feellngs sway us. Even the assalaants on
Trotsky's house had gréat courage. I think that we can,hope to win these
workers who began as a. crystallzation of October. We geé them nagatlveﬂ'
1y- how o hreak through. this obgtacle. “We must set the base agalnat
the top.’ The Moscow gang we consider gangsters, but the rank-and-file -
don't feel themselves to be gangsters, but ravolutzonarles. They have
been. terribly poisoned.. If we show that we understand, that we have a
common 1anguage, we can turn them against their leaders., If we win 5
percent, the party will be doomed. They can then lead only a conderva-
tive existence. Disintegration will set in, because £his 5 percent’
connects them with nev gources from the masses.

~—from Inteﬂnaz Euileﬁzn of the Soc1alist
ﬁbrkers Party, &@rml 1953.

{The story was often told in WWP that Marcy, 1gnorant of Trotsky's position,
also advocated in 1940 that the SWP support Browder and that he was later "exiled"
by Cannon to Buffalo for the trouble he made around this issue. The truth of this
apocryphal assertion has never been documented, to our knowledge.}

Thig adaptation to conservative anti-Stalinist sentiments in the working class
in general and the formatlon of "blocs" with anti-Stalinpist “progress;ves“ in the
trade unions. ”—l.e., pro-Democratic trade union f@@ctlonaxles~- uns llke a red, or
rather a pink, thread through the history of the SWP up until the late 19505 when
the SWP dropped any pretense of a trade union orientation and began to. adapc in~
stead to the new radicalism emerging from the petty bourgeozs;e.

When the ° progresszves“ turned to the right with the coming of World War IT and
then the Cold War, the SWE was taken in tuw behznd them, as we will now. show..

U 8. Trotskylsm Without Trotsky

In 1940 Stalin's henchman delmverea the worst blow the Fourth International was
ever to suffer. In the years that followed, it was to become more and more evident
that the Fourth International was unable to replace Trotsky with an individual or
collective leadership with the capacity to meet the challenges of wartime and the
post-war period.  The Socialist Workers Party in the U.S. was simply not egual to
the demands of a truly revolutionary prosecution of the struggle without Trotsky's
active leadership. Some may consider this assertion a malicious swipe at the tra-
ditions of our movement. But centrism is not a moral question or a guestion of
intent; centrism beglns siﬁply as incapacity and confuslcn in the face of great
events.

The Boishele Party of 1917-—had it been deprlveﬁ of Lenin and Trotsky, but
especlally Lenin--would have most certainly failed to carry out the insurrection.
The obstructionism of Zinoviev and Kamenev, the wavering of Stalin and others would
have meant a centrist paralysig in those critical days; the opportunity for the
seizure of power would have been lost for years. And who would care to suggest
that the SWP of the 1940s, nc loager under Trotsky's guidance, was possessed of a
leadership even equal to Bolshevism w1thout Lenin? Had Trotsky been removed sooner,
it is unlikely Cannon would have even been able to maintain a majority against
Shachtman, Burnham, and BRbern. Trotsky's polemlcs against Shachtman, contained in
In Defense of Marxism, so essentlal to that sbruggle, could never have been dupli-
cated by Cannon.

While the degeneration of Trotskyism in Eurcpe can in part ba explalned by the
physical elimination of virtually all the leading cadres during the Nazi occupation,
the SWP passed through the war in legality and above ground, and its development
Quring this periocd must be considered on the basis of its own inherent tendencies,



tendencies already displayed prior to 1940.
The 1941 Mlnneapolls Sedltion Trial

The first test of U.S. Trotsky1sm wlthout Tzntsky was -the 1941 trial of Cahnon
and other SWF leaders who had been xggi%teé under the Smith Act for sedition. it
is a sad fact that Camnnon's defense (we speak of his own testimony and the general
political thrust of the defense as prepared by the SWP under his leadership) was
not a communist one. Cannon appealed to the patriotic and bourgeois~democratic '
sentiments of the jury and the U.S. working class as he knew it to be. His -remarks,
whenever possible, were confined tora mild defense of "socialism in general" and he
did not refrain from disowning Marx and Lenin during questioning by the prosecution.
If anyone doubits the accuracy and honesty of these assertions, the followzng exten-
sive quotes from the trial xecordﬂshould be cons;dered. 2

RN .
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Defénse Attorney In case of a conflxct between the United States and
Germany, Italy, or Japan, what would the party's position be so far as
the wvictory or defeat of the Unlted States, as agaznst 1ts 1mpérxalist
enemies?

Cannon: Well, we are certainly not in favor of a victory for Japan or
Germany or any other imperialist power over the United States. ...

Defense Attorney: and you remember--I'think it is the last clause of the
Manifesto, where Marx and Engels, co-authors, say: "We disdain to conceal
our aims," and mention something to the effect about vzolent revalutlon.
Do you yemember that?

Cannon:  Well, it says, "We disdain to conceal our aims. We openly

say that they can be achieved only by the forecible cvarthzow of all
existing social institutions."

Defense Attormey: When was the Communist Manifesto written?
Cannon: 1848,

Defense Attorney} Subsequent to the writing of the Communist Manifesto,
did Marz ever write anything with reference to the possibility of a
peaceful revolution in democratic countries? '

Cannon:  Yes.

Defense Attorney: Where was that written, and explain to the jury what .
was said. : :

Cannon:. Well, tha most authoritative place where it is stated and ex-
plained is in the intrcduction to the first volume of Marx's masterwork,
called Capitail, the introduction by Frederick Engels. who was his co-
worker, who was the co-author of the Communist Mani ifesto, and is recog=-
nized universally in the movement as completely identified with all of
Marx's ideas and theories. Engels as a matter of fact edited and com~
piled the second two volumes of Capital, after the death of Marx.

Defense Attorney: What did he say in that introduction?

Canmon: This was the English translation of Capifal and the introduc-
tion was presenting the volume to-the English public. Engels stated--



I think I can quote almost literally=--~that he thinks the work of a man
who during his entire life was of the opinion that the social trang-
formation in England, at least, could be effected by purely peaceful
and legal means-~he thought such a book should have a hearing from ‘the
English public. That is very close to a literal report of what he
stated in this xntrnductlou.

Defénaa Attor%ey.. And why 4id Marxz have that opinion with reference to
England?

'Cuﬂnon. Well, he had that-opinion with reference to England as distinct

' ,f from the autocratic countries, because of its parliamentary system, its

'democratxc processes, and c;vil lxberzarlan method of politzcal procedure.

Defenge Attorney: So at the t;me that Marx and Engels wrote the Cbmmuntst
Manifesto in 1848, there was no democracy in existence on the EuroPean
continent, is that right?

Cannon:  The whole of Europe was seething with revolutions at that time.
Defense Attorney: BAnd no democratic érccesses were available?

Canvion: At least not in the stable system that had been established
in England. I think I should add, to get the whole picture of this -
introduction which I am speaking of, that Engels said, after he had made
this remark which I have reported, he said:;:"7o be sure, Marx did not -
exclude the possibility of a proslavery rebellion on the part of the
outmoded and dispossessed ruling class." That is, aftér the transier
of power. ... e -

Prosecutor: Mr. Cannon, I want to read to vou a clause from the
Communist Manifesto, about which Mr. Goldman interrogated you on
Priday, or whenever it was: "The Communists disdain to conceal their
views and aims. They openly declare that their ends can be attained’
only by the forcible overthrow of all EXlStlng soaial cond;txons.
Does that represent the party’'s view or not

Cannon:  Insofar as it is incorporated in the Declaration of Principles
it does. We have 1nterpveted that, as all other Marxist wr¢tzngsy in
our own way, as it appears in the Declaratlon,of Brinciples.

Prosecutor: You will agree, will you not, that, taken as it stands,
and without anything else, it amounts to advocacy ©of the overthrow of
the government by force?

Cannons: ~ No, I do not interpret it that way.

Prosecutor: You do not agree that that is what it means?

Cannon: We do not interpret. it that way, but in the Declaration of
Principlese- . :

Progecutor; I am asking you wﬁeﬁher or not, taking this language'
alone, and without anything else, do you not agree that it amounts to
advocacy of the overthrow of govermment by force?

Canmon:  No, not necessarily because the authors of that same document,
in the statement that I cited the other day, stated specifically that
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theythought.thexr aims could be attained, at least in England, by ‘the
_process of pa.lxamentary demccracy. _

Prosecutor._ Now, you kncw that that is’ not in answer to my questxon,
don't you, Mr. Cannon? lebt me ask’ you this, please: Taking that language
which I just read to you ‘alone, &nd without anything -else) don* t you o
agree that it amounts to advocacy of overthrow of government by force?

Cannon: Na, I don’ ¢ think so, because the authors themselves have
interpreted it differently at least in the case of England. .o -

Progecufor: Now, I find this 11ne in The Revolutzon af 2905 by Lenln- N
"It is our duty—— o

Defense Attormey: . That was not admittea 1n ev1ﬁence. Ycur Honer.

Prosecutor: I am not saying it was. T waht to ask the witness something
about it.’ : ' :
{Continuing) "It is our duty in time of an upfising to exterminate
_ ruthlessly all the chiefs of the civil and military authorities.” Does’
that represent the party's views? , : A

Cannon:  No, we have never ma&e any such declaration. .
. . B . . R 3 . -

Prosecutor: You dlsagree with that?

'Cunndnf Yes, I don‘t ‘know that that is in any way a statement of our o
party policy. '

Prosecutor: ‘That is gart of the phllosophy an& dogma of Lenin w1th
which you dc not agree--igs that correct?’

Cannon. We do not agree w1th the extermlnatlon of anybody unless 1t
is in case of an actual armed struggle, when the rules of war apply°

Progecutor: Then in the event that: youx party lea&s an upris;ng, would '
you agree then that the chlers of the civil.and mllltary authorztles
should be extermlnated ruthlessly?

Canmon: I do not want to be made respohélble,'or Iado'not'waﬁt the
party made resPon31ble, for such statements that are not in our official.
declarations.

Prosecutor: But you have. tolﬁ us that the basic views of Lenin are the
basic views of the Socialist Wbrkera Party, have vou not?

Cannon:  That is right ana I told you at the same time that that does
not mean that we takeevaxyilettez and line written by Ienin as dogma
{Cannon eoncludes his testimony with the following ramarks.)_

In this All-Russian Congress of Soviets were present the other parties
who had been the majority of yesterday. They gpoke and debated there.
When the vote was taken, the Bolsheviks had the majority. The Bolsheviks
offered to give proportionate. places in the government to the other parties.
They refused and walked off. The Bolsheviks did, as a matter of fact,
ineorporate into the government, a section of Kerensky s party, the left
wing of the Social Revolutionary Party.

I+ seems to me that here is an excellent 111ustrat10n of how a
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revolutionary party, after long pxopagand;st;c work, succeeded in a
political crisis in winning over to its side a majority of the population
represented in the most authorxtative body, the Soviets of Workers', . .
Soldiers' and Peasants' Deputies. . And the BQlSheVlkSy adaptxng themselves
to the legality of this agthoritative body-—.

Frogecutor: ch, Just a mlnute.: Are you still telling us how it
cccurred, of are you just telling us aow that you think it was a
mighty fine thlng?

Cannon 7. No, I am explainzng ‘the legalltj of the development, as.;
against your 1nterpretat10n that it was 1llegal. And it seems to me--

Prosecutor: I don't want ycur oplnlon on that.' If you want tc go cn
and tell us what happened, all right. Don't characterize .it.

Cannon: .. X don't think you will ever get a more legal revelution than
that. . . .
{see Socialasm on Tr¢a2, Pathfinder Press,

pages 52, 72, 102-104, and 114)

In his testimony, Cannon rejected revolutionary defeatism with regard to the
U.8. in the imperialist second world war {(*...we are not in favor of a victory for
.e.8DY...imperialist power over the United States...“), he presents Marx and Engels.
as advocates of peaceful transition to socialism and states that he does not inter-
pret the famous concluding passage of the Communiet Mhnifbsto to “necessarlly
mean the advocacy of the violent overthrow of capitalist governments by force of
arms; he eéven suggests that Lenin's view on the nead of the proletarlan revolution
to smash the capitalist state is a “dogma and he degzcts the October overturn in
Rusgia as & "legal" revolutiont

What led Cannon to disassociate his party from even the Commuinist Manifesto?
It was not a gquestion of Canneon’s personal courage, of course,. tﬁe question of
the. SWP's wartime legality was without doubt an important consideration, just as
it had been with the German Socil Democracy in 1%i4. But glven all that had gone
before, glven Trotsky‘s ¢riticisms and Cannon's replies, we can only ccnclude
that what took Cannon to these "extremes of moderation™ was his desire to avold
the isolation of the SWP from the U.S. working class which he knew From his own
experience durlng WHI would soon be swept up in the war hysteria the bourgeoisie
was preparlng, Szmply put, Cannon was more Wllllng to burn his principles than
the SWP's bridges to the class he had spent his life trying to organize and which
he empirically knew as well as anybody.

' The Cold War and Red Purges Begin

When World War II ended, the SWP burdened itgelf with a mistaken crientation
based on a false analogy with the post-iorld war I perlod.: Just as the earller
world war had been IOllOWBC by 1ns;rrectlonary upheavals and stupendous class battles
in the imperialist natlonS*wboth vigtors and vanqulsned—-sc the sSWP thought that the
second world war would be followed by develorlng revolutlonary SLtuatlonszzsthe.ﬁest.

When the U.S. was swept by strike waves following the end of hOStllltles and
the lifting of the no-strike laws, the SWP took these struggles as the openlng
battles of the "coming American revolution.® And with such a perspect1ve-~a general
labor upsruge leading straight to revolutlon—nthat old question of questxons—w“how :
to get the Stalinists out of the road¥=~became even more urgent.

The SWP, disoriented by the “coming American revolution" perspective, failed to
see the developing reaction that followed the war and failed to see, or chose not to
see, the rapid rightward swing taking place in the unions. Consegquently the SWP
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viewed the beginning of the “witch~hunts¥ in the unions as a gol&en ogyortun;ty to
get -xid of their Stallnlst competrters. The most damning lllustratlon of this poli-
tical attxtuﬁe as 1t was. translated into practical policy. was. ‘the SWP'S approach to
the 1948 Natlonal Marltzme Union presidential ‘elections.

Bven though Joseph Curran, an ex-Stalinist, had edvocate& the Lndeflnzte conti~-
nuation of the "no strike" pledge after the war, even though- this renegade ‘had al-
réady voiced his support for the Marshall Plan, nevertheless the SWE gave "critical
support” to Curran in the union elections. Curran's chief campaign slogan? Smash
‘the Communist Party Machine! When the CP attempted to deféend its position in the
- union apparatus by raising politlcal issues like the Marshall Plan and support for
- Henry Wallace {a left Democrat, third party candidate) in the 1948 U.S. presidential
- ‘elections, the SWP praised Curran for refusing to- "fall into that (CP) trap” since
' ‘Gurrah - reised only -’ organ;zatlonal“ issues . {(how to purge the Stalinists) and avoided
"”drvis;Ve“ international and domestic polltlcal questions. The Militant xepeatedly
expressed suppért for Curran and even claimed hls campalgn was “sxngularly free of -
red—baltlng"l
: ‘When Curran won, the.MLZztant contrnueﬂ- "The defeat of the Stallnests makes
the unlty ef all seafaring unions a real possibility for the first time... The
"period ‘of Stallnlst rule of the waterfront is endedl™ Within months after his vie-
‘tory Curran began an even wider and more vicious purge of the union conducted under
the slogan of "pump the Aliens and Kick Out the Reds!" Even in retrospect the SWP
could not admit the utter unprincipledness of their policy.* : :

While the SWP did make a vexbal civil libertarian defense (as opposed to a
‘"joint working clags, defense) of persecuted CP members, the SWP attitude toward the
' "witch-hunts™ out51de the unions was essentially +4he-same. In the 1948 SWP electo~
‘ral _program no epecrflc mentlon.was made of the necessity of defending the CP-=-not
even a demand to drop the, Smith act indictment of twelve CP leaders. Throughout. .
this entlre perlod only one unrted front offer around defense was made to the CcP, ..
and ‘that wasg purely pro forme, desxgned prlmarlly to embarrass the CP . for 1t$ aban-
'donment af the SWP's leaders in 1941.  Tha. sluggzshness ‘of the SWP' s defense of the
' Rosenbergs wes the loglcal result of this earlier unw1111ngness to mount an energe-.
tic defense of persecuted Stallnlsts. o
’ The SWP posrtrvely gloated at times over the CP's Lnablllty to draw any sort of
mass’ sugpert in its own defense agalnst the red purges. The. following. gquote from
Cannon's Road to Peace, published in November 1951, is a telling example of this .
attltude towards what was, after all, another working class formation under attack:

'“It lsn‘t planned that wey in the present scheme of thlngs, but every
“onige in a whlle virtue is rewarded; and sometimes bad luck catches up with
those who deserve it most. We have an example of the latter ‘before our
‘eyes rxght now. I am speaklng this time about the Amerlcan Stallnlsts~—
not the Honest workers they are taking for a ride, but the professional .
functlonarles at the head of the crocked and treacherous outfit operating.
on behalf of the Kremlln in the American labor movement under the npame of
 the Communist Party. and numerous other aliases and fronts. o
. They prospered in the last half of the Thirties before the newliy~
organlzed workers in the CIO. got their- number. And in the flrst half of
‘the Forties—-the perlod of the war and the Stalin-Roosevelt Pact--they
really rode high w1th governmental favor and immunity.  But look at
them now. They -are in all kinds of trouble for sure, and nobody seems
to care. > )
‘ Never, I daresay, have v1ct1ms of mlsfortune gone unattended by 80
many people, with sentiments ranging from indifference to delight, for
S0 many dlfferent reasons. The home—grown Janizaries of the Rremlin

¢ See "Henry Wellace Campaign of 1948:: A U.S. Popular Front® in The Hammer & The
© Sickle,’ Sumimér 1977, available from Workers & Oppressed Unite.
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-monster. find themselves in the p051t10n of a: scoutan party of fareign
legionaires, cut off in hostile terrxtory ‘and marked expendable by themr
* - high command. Never before in the history of the labor ‘movement has a L
‘grodp ‘under persecution been so discredited, despised and’ abandonédu-_:?'”'
~with their claim to the honor of martyrdom disallowed and even the grace =
iof ccmm;setatlon dellherately withheld. These Ishmaels of the labor mave--

nt, w1th every man s hand agalnst them, have to go it aloné.ﬁ_"

-W;Trctsky had insxsted, and more than onte, in dlscu531ons thh ‘Cannon that the

SWP must face the Stalinist workers. The whole intent of the abeve quoteé passage

- from the Road +o- Peaeeﬂﬂwhlch ‘was a major piece of SWP propaganda dlstr1buted ‘exten=
sively: ‘throughout the '1950s~~was obviously not to express solldarlty (desplte all
political ‘differences) with the tens of thousands of worker Communists faclng black—

- listing and persECutlan, Hardlivl The whole QOLnt was te make it cleax to the"
"avérage™ ‘worker, who after all was extremely fearful of the all-pervasxve red-
baltxng_campalgn, that the S¥P, toc, ‘stood ‘aside from the Stallnlst parxahs, was
asking no one to share their sorry and "well deserved® fate, and most- cextalnly
would not ask anyone to do anything "un-aAmerican® or to be the “home~grown Janlza-
ries™ of an enemy power or the "scoutlng party of forelgn 1eglona1res, cut off ln
hostile terrltoxy = *

' The 1948 U S. Presmdentlal Electlons

One of Marcy's crucial criticisms of the Cannon’ leadershlp of the Sﬁ? was ‘the
pollcy it pursued in the 1948 pre51dent1al ‘elections. And Harcy e gr&atest 51ngle
error of this whole period under consideration (1948-1956) was' preclsely his aavo-
cacy of -electoral support for Henry Wallace, Progressive Party candlﬂate for. pre51-
dent in 1948. Marcy dismisses with a ‘sweep of the hand the suggestzon that the
Progressive Party formation was a popular front "of the Blum type" (which it ‘certain-
1y was) ‘and instead argues that it was a “working class movement* deserving of sup-
port. Marcy was wrong; but Marcy's explanation of why the Swe chose not o sﬁppoxt

' Wallace was another matter and here he was dead on target.
| Marcy was motivated by the desire to Face the Stalinist- workers durlng a perxod
of persecution-and reaction, by the desire to apply Trotsky's 1940 pos;tlon of sup-
port for Browder to 1948 cdonditions. And Marcy saw, and very rightly saw, that all
of Cannon's talk of principles and political independence was simply a good gxguse
to avoid sharing the fate ¢f a moveinent that trnly was, as Marcy poznted out,
“literally ted-baited to death.” :
In several towns ‘and cities the capitalist newspapers publlshed the names of
. everyone who signed petitions to get Wallace on the ballot. Wallace rallles were
subjected to physical attack by right-wing provocateurs and at least one Wallace
supporter was killed in ‘such an attack. Those advocating suppcrt for Wallace were
literally driven out of the unions in a near lynch-mob way. It was the frightening
and hysterical torrent of red-baiting that descended on the Wallace ‘movement that
~—Cannon wished to avoid at all costs by running SWP candidates for presxdent and vice
president in 1948~—tha fmrst such candidates in SWP hlstozy. As Marcy wrote ‘in 1953

"The Wallace Plenum...laid the basis for the party 5 adagtat;on toward
the reaction in the following period...the line was an adaption tc the red-
baiting opgosition to the Wallace movement... It (was) not a sectarian,
pathological fear or hatred of Stalinism which (motivated) the Majority.

It (was) fear of the reaction, and fear of the generally reactionary mood
which pervades most strata of the labor movement... The Mmerican workers
are temporarily permeated with the mood of reaction. Unfortunately, the
Majority is showing a tendency to cater to this mood.”

In 1840 it was fear of isolation from the mainstream of pro-Rooseveltian indus-~
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trial unionist workers which kept the SWP from supporting Browder. In 1948 it was
the same fear of isolation £rom the mainstream of U.S. labor--now succumbing to anti-
communism and reactionary moods--which kept the SWP from an active defense of the
democratic rights of the Wallace supporters. ~That adaption and fear of isolation
would lead at the outbreak of the Rorean War to the SWP's open failure to-defend the

revolutionary side in a revolutionary war against imperialism. @

The Korean War

In 1948 the SWP issued a pamphlet commemorating the hundredth anniversary of
the Communist Manifesto called the 1948 Manifesto Against Wall Street and the Krem-
7in. The whole conception implied by that ‘title was third campist. The 1948 SWP
electoral program fell all over itself in ‘its rush to uncualifiedly condemn "Stalin's
reactionary foreign policy™ at a time when “Stalin's foreign policy" in ‘bourgeois
propaganda meant first and foremost the "enslavement® of the “captive nations" of
Eastern Europe, that is to say, the "Sovietization™ of Easteérn Europe which had al-
ready resulted in the formation of new deformed workers' states requiring wncondi~
tional defense on the part of the SWP. ~The progressive aspect of ‘the contradictory
character of Stalinism had led to social revolution in Eastern Europe; carried out
in a military-bureaucratic fashijon. It was this fact which set the world bourgeoi-
sie howling about “Stalin's reactionary foreign policy™; and the . SWP ‘chose- to adapt
itself to that aspect of bourgeois opinion. PR

In the July 3, 1950 issue of the Militant the SWP toock an open position of
neutrality following the outbréak of ‘the Korean war. This position of ‘neutrality
and defeatism on both sides was. expressed in the headline slogans of Hands Off
Korean Peoplas Right to Decide Own Fate and Let Korean Feople Depide Own Fate Free
wrom U.S. or Kremlin. Thé SWP arqgued that the working class had no interest in the
victory of either the North Korean “puppets" of the Kremlin or the South Korean
puppets of U.S. imperialism. Here is the full text of this first article presenting
the position of the SWP towards the Korean War: '

The “calculated risk® taken by thé American imperialists in connec—
tion with the Korean events has at a single stroke revealed their true
character. They have acted in a way that leaves no doubt about their
immediate and predatory aims. Meanwhile, of course, they continue to*
mouth phrases about "safeguarding world peace;" “"defending the rights of
small nations against agression;" "acting to implement UN's ceasefire - -
order.“ : ; .. o P N 3 : s I L ) : e .

" Through the moves of his puppet regime in North Korea, Stalin-has
supplied the capitalist rulers in this country with the desived pretext.
They have eagerly seized upon it not only to force a showdovm. in Korea
"up to the 38th parallel,” hut also to take simultaneocusly & whole number
of steps, summed up in Truman's enunciation of his "new foreign policy”
for the wholé of Asia. These new moves go far beyond what they are al--
ready doing in Korea. R Canto — ' -

There American air and naval squadrons--under MacArthur--are now
engaged in combat actions. It has been officially announced that not
only Horth Xorean armed forxces but all cities occupied by them, which
naturally includes the South Korean civilian population, will be consi-
dered as military targets and bombed. L e T T e
' As we go to press, AP dispatches report the first landings of U.S.
ground - detachments. Previously announced was the establishment of the
first "GHD echelon® on Korean soil and the appointment of Brigadier
General Church as head of all the South Korean forces. -A complete war
censorship on all news about Korea from Tokyo has been clamped down by
MacArthur. : C - N _ :

aAll this has been done without the approval of or even consultation
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'.thh CQngress, let alone the Amer;can peogla as a whnlef._

T

;-But ‘this war in Forea, -which some dailies. have ;naaverﬁently ﬁexmgu

. an.. “Lllegally declared war," is only part of what the people of this

country have been committed to by Truman's .decrees and axbxtraxy'acts; ;_
There is Formosa, a territory only yestexday acknowledged by the

- State Department itself: asieutsxde ‘UaS. Jurxsdictlon, now encircled by

Amer;can naval units. : e F
~“There is the announcement of "mare hela" for - Indo-Ctha; where the

'_people dre now fighting arms in hand against the French. olon;al despets
- - and their puppet .Bao Dai, ana who are now to be. confrenteﬁ alse w;th the
afﬁll ight of American military znterventzon..

~There are the Philippines who are. supposedly lndepenﬁent hut over whom

_EWashxngton has now imposed what-amounts to a military protectorate.'

Hot since the days when the old colonial powers rxushed to &ismember -

C-Bsian tervitories, -has any single power moved so aggress;vely and with
-.guch force as have the Americdan imperialists. In plain.language., they

are now openly making their bid to supplant the old colenial powers as o

- the- unchallenged rulex of the Par East and to reimpose the system of .
. colonial exploxtatian against whmch vartually all of Asia is nowin ogen

'iﬂplxcatxons can be understaod and correctly evaluated.

LIES ABGUT KDREA

revolt,

This series of evenis is. taklng plaﬁe wmth;n the broader framewcxk
of the struggle for world domination which is the egsence of the col& .
war and of -the current new phase of developnents. .

It is only within this wider framework that the. full meanlng and :

¥ -

As for Kprea itself thh sides have been and will cont;nne to lie
as only ‘those who pursue dreat-power: pblltlcs are capabie of lylng to

their: respective peoples, v .-

The contention that either szde is concerne& with the seifh tennzna-
tion of Korea is as foul a lie as Hitler ever-eoncocted. The 30 million
inhabitants of both North and South: Xorea have had no say whatevex, espe-
cially since their "liberation.™ . Their country was sliced into two seg-
ments by secret agreement between Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin in the
course of their "great friendship” during the last war. Ever since then
the population of the South as well as the North have been manipulated
like 8o many cattle by their respectzve qcvexnmants," that is by
Washington and the Xremiin., :

The American-sponsored regime aﬁ Syngman Rhee in the South is a
Korean replica of the corrupt and evil Chiang Kai-shek regime in China.
It is so discredited that it had to persecute savagely even its most
conservative oppasxtxcn and pclled only a smali minoxity in the May elec-
tions.:.

As late as June 27. Hansan Bal&wmn, military specialist of the N. Y.:
Tlmes, flatly stated that. the “chief éanger“ to South Xorea was "internmal
weakness rather than external assault.® He stressed the "unpopularity of
the Syngman Rhee govermment.:.and the questionable pol;txcal and mxlltary
reliability of the army and the police force.”

It is this government, hated by its own people and whlch even ita own
soldiers and police refuse to fight for, that Washington is -seeking to
relmgose by resort €0 war.

The last world war was a predatory war whxch led to an equally preda*
tory “peace," which in turn planted all the seeﬁs of future conflict,
ameng which is Kprea. -
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Each side is now busy accusing the other of having provoked the Korean
hostilities. It still remains to be seen just who did “srovoke" whom and
the iikelihood is that there was no lack of provocation on both sides. But
the most important “provocation” is rooted in the dismenbered condition of
Korea itself whose living body has been severed in two, like Germany and
Austria, and the Eurdpean continent as a “hole. o

This division of countries and even Whole continents into “spheres of
influence” was heralded as the surest basis and firmest guarantee of world
peace. And nonme ‘was loudex than Stalin in spreading this criminal-lie. - -
; Stalin and hie regime bear direct vesponsibility for the tragte plight
in which Korean péople now find themselves. - IS SR A
© Nothing could be viler than the lie now being spread that the military -

' subjugation of Korea by the might of American imperialism will, after all, -

LET THE KOREANS DECIDEI

© . There is only one way in which the Korean question can really be solved
and that is by permitting the Korean people to settle their own fate. Let
‘them decide, free from both the Kremlin and from Washington. . DI
. " Meither side, of course, has the slightest intention of permitting
this. In the UN even the moderate proposal by Yugoslavia that the North
Foreans be allowed to present theix case was voted down, obviously by
command of Washingtan. T B T L A
‘¥hat the Kremlin proposes to do now about Korea remains unclear, It
has proclaimed its "neutrality,” that is, left open for itself an avenue
of retreat. If they decide it best suits their interests and purposes,
the Staliniet buveaucracy will try to conmvert Korea into the same sort
of testing ground for war techniques and weapons as was the case in
Spain before the last wanr. S
 Or they may ruthlessly sacrifice thelr own native puppets along with
the whole Korean people, as they did not 50 long ago in the case of Greece.
If they decide to reply in kind, even if on a far more modest scale than
_has been done by Washington, it means, of course; world war.
_But there is a power in the world today other than either the power
of the ruthless American billionaires or of the monstrous Stalinist bureau~
‘¢racy. That is the power of the mass of the people themselves. ~The
example of Yugoslavia shows that it is possible for people aven in a small
country, caught in the very middle between these two giants, to pursue a
ecurse independent of both, ' ' R

U,S. WORKERS® DUTY

The duty of the workers in this country is to see to it that the
Korean people are given that chance, which they will never get unless
the American imperialists are made to keep their hands off Korea.

Much more than Korea is actually involved: there are also the people
of Formosa. of Indo-China and of the Philippines who are now confronted
with the same threat of subjugation as the Koreans, even though'in a
different form. o ' LA T
- The fate of these peoples, singly and collectively, is tied up
directly with the issue of world peace or world war. The stormy movement
of national liberation which has swept the whole of Asia has been cne of
the most powerful blocks in the way of the imperialist warmakers. If
they succeed in stemming and crushing this liberationist movement in Asia,
the American imperialists and all their allies will be all the more -
impelled to plunge into World War III. ST
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- £rom “Hands Qff Korean Peqple?s_gigh;:to
Decide Own Fatel®, Mi?itant,zﬁuly 3;;1956.
our emphaszs. Lo .

Of course the sup calle& for getting the H.S. t:ooPs ont, hut the SWP also
called for getting the Kremlin out, when the fact was, . only Soviet and Chinese mili-
tary assistance and tzoogs cculd pdsslbly provide the means to dxzve .8, forces outa

ia ia possible that the SWP, only ten years after Trotsky 8 death, -cenld
take anch a position? We have sought the asnwer fior the SW?‘s degeneration in its
adaptation to the mainstream of U,S. labor, a criticism Trotsky himself raised in
1940. But this conscious or unconscious adaptation in practice was mirrored in the-
oretical confusion, and if the matter is considered on the level of the SWP's theoxy,
then the S¥P in fact took the only position consistent with that thecky. ... ..

In 1950 the SWP did not believe either China or North forea to be workers*
states and canaequently saw the war initially as a reactiocnary struggle between two
capitalist puppet regimes--one a vassal of Wall Street, the other of the Kremlin.
For a full month while the war raged the SWP held to this position, whlle trying to
cover itself by baiting the CP with Henry Wallacé's announcement of suppcrt for the
U.5. in the Korean war.

Only in the July 31, 1950 issue of the M%Zttant contaln;ng a front page open
letter to the president and congress by Cannon, did the SWP come out in defense of
Noxth Korea as opposed to defeatism on both eides. Both the wnrding and the method
of argumeut are extzemely xnteresting and we quote the full text S

To the Presadant and members of the COngress--'
Gentlemen‘

I disagree thh your actions in Korea ‘and in my capacity ag a private
citizen I petition you to ehange your policy fundamentally,as fcllows:
Withdraw the American troops and let the Korean people alone.

. I am setting forth the reasons for this demand in detail in the . falluwv
ing paragraphs. But before opening the argument, 1 beg your permission,
gentlemen, to tell you what I think cf you. You are a pack of scoundrels.

-, ¥You ave traitors to the human race.. ‘1 hate your rudeness and YOUE brutala-
ty. You make me ashamed of my country, which I have always 1oved, and _

. ashamed, of my race, which I used to think was as. good as any.

The Americap intervention’'in Korea is a brutal imperialist znvasxan,

no different from the French war on Indo-China or the Dutch assault on
Indonesia. American boys are being sent 10,000 miles away to kill and be
killed, not im order to liberate the Korean people, but to conguer and
subjugate them. It is outrageocus. It is monstrous.

ATTITUDE OF THE mam PEOPLE

The whole of the Korean people—wsave for the few bought—anﬁ-paxd—for
agents of the Rhee puppet reégime--are fighting the imperialist invaders.
That is why the press dispatches from Korea compliain more and more "about
"{nfiltzation™ tactics, increasing activities of “guexvillas,” the“flu;&"
fighting fromnt, the “aullenness® and "unveliability® of the "natives."

. The Korean people have a mortal hatred of the Wall Street “liberator.”
They despise unto death the bestial, corrupt, U. S.=sponsorxed Syngman Rhee
dictatorship that made SGuth Korea a prison camp of misery, torture and
-exploatatxon.'

The high morale and fearlessness of the north Koreans and the hostility
of the south Xoxeans toward their G 5. “llberaters alike testify to the



19

unity of the entire Korean people in their unflinching opposition to the
imperialistic domination.
The explosion. in Rorea on June 25, as events have proved, expressed

. the profound desire of the Koreans themselves to unify their country, to -
_rid themselves of forelgn ‘domination and to win their complete national
zndependence. It ds trué that the Kremlin seeks to take advantage of thxs
struggle for 1ts own reactionary ends and would sell it tomorrow if it .
could get another deal with Washington. But the struggle itself has the .
-“overwhelmlng and whole-hearted support of the Korean people. It is part. of
the mlghty uyrzslng of ‘the hundreds. of millions of colonial people through—rf
out Asia against weetern imperialism. This is the real truth, the real.
issue. The colonxal slaves don't want to be slaves any longer. .

CIVIL AND CLASS WAR TOC

. This is more "than a fiqht for unzfzcatlon end natlonal lzberatxon. It
is a civil war. On the one side are the Koxean workers, peasants and stu=.:
dent youth. On the other are the Koreen 1andlords, usurers, capxtallsts
~and their police and polltxcal agents. The impoverished and exploited
working masses have risen up to drive out the native parasites as well as
_their forelgn protectors. :

-Whatever the wishes of the Kremlin, a £lass war has- heen unfoldlng in
 KRorxea. The North Korean regime, desiring to mobilize popular support, has o
decreed land reforms and taken nationalization measures in the terrltorles.~
it has won. The establishment of people's committees has been reported.

These reforms, these promises of a better economic and social order
have attracted the peasants and workers. .This prospect of & new life is
what has imbued a starving subject people with the will to fight to the .
death. This is the "secret weapon®™ that has- wrested two-thirds of SOuth
Korea from U.S. 1mper1a115m and its native agents and withstood the troops
and bombxng fleets of mighty Wall Street.

, -American imperialism was quite willing to turn northern Koxea over to
: Stalln in return for control over south Korea, which it ruled through the
bloody dlotatorshlp of Syngman Rhee. Now Washington is seeklng, agalnst
the resistance of the Korean people, to reimpose its 1mperialxst puppet
rule, to enforce the division of Korea and to ‘mainfain it as a colony and-
military base for future war on the Sov1et Union. : :

RIGHT IS ON KOREAN SIDE

There is not an iota of concern for the wishes and rxghts of the Korean
pecople in this brutal invasion. The attempt to prop up the Syngman Rhee
regime by armed force is part of Wall Street's planned program to dominate
and exploit the whole world. Your undeclared war on Korea, Mr. Pze91dent,
is a war of enslavement. That is how the Korean people themselves view it
--and no one knows the facts better than they do. They've suffered impe~
rlalist domlnatlon and degradation for half a,century and they can recoyg-
nize its face even when masked with a UN flag. )

Phe right in this struggle is all on the side of the- Korean people. Like
the colonial peoples everywhere in Asia, they want no part of U.S. oxr even

UM “"liberation.” They want the American troops to get out of Korea. They
want freedom from all foreign domination. They want to decide their own fate.

The American people well remember the War of Independence that brought
this nation its freedom from British tyranny. In the spirit of this revolu—
tionary and democratic tradition of ours, I call upon you to halt the unjust
war on.Korea., Withdraw all American armed forces so that the Korean people
can have full freedom to work out their destiny in their own way. I ‘submit

L
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this to the Congress as a motion.- :
- "A Letter to the President and Members of
the Congress® by. James P Cannon, leztant
July 3%, 1950.

thie ‘Cannon here sgeaks of a revolution tak;ng—place in the wake of the ad-
vancing North Korean armies angd characte*xzas the war as a civil war, the SWP‘s new
position” “of defense of the North Xorsan forces rested orn.a vexry shaky theoretical
fnunda;xon. Bven with the new position of defense, the SWP did not regard either
China or North Korea as workers' states; China was not to be identified by the SWP
as a workers' state until 1955 and even the date of the "mutation of state forms"
was placed sometime during the extensive nationalizations carrxied out after China's
entry into the Korean war and not in 1949 when the Chinese red armies under Stalin-
ist leadership took power throughout the mainland. The extremely nebulous ‘concep-
tion of an "unfolding revolution™ was all the SWP had to go on.

While it might have been hoped at the time that Cannon's cpen letter meant a
return £0 a rock*hard Trotsk31st positLOn of ‘defense of the Soviet Union and the
new state format;ons in Eastern Europe and Asia, which shared the same fundamental
class character and social wmarkings. a& the Soviet state, this was not to be. Re~
ference against’ must ‘he madé o the Road to Paace, published in 1951 during the
Korean war. This pamphlet was designed to provide the swp with a propaganda tool
that would differentiate the SWP's oppos;tlon to the Korean war from that of the
Stallnzsts, who bqsed the whole pol*tlcal thrust of thelr 099051t10n on. the call
for “peace.

As Marcy emphasxzes inhis 1953 document, this pamphlet——whlch was after all a
major piece of SWP propaganda for years and was produced during a perlod ‘when the
likelihood of war between the U.S. and thé U.S:8.R. was constantly stressed in the
whole bourgeoms medla--thls pamphlet does not contain a single; expllcxt, “unambi =
guous statement of the SWP'S 1ongstand1ng position of defense of the U.S.8.R. in war
Marcy correctly gelnte& out that while the pamphlet scored needeﬁ ‘polemical polnts '
against the Stalinist fraud of “peaceful coexistence,”™ novhere does Cannon point out
that in the ‘event of war U. s Trotskyists are programmatically bound to seek the
military aefeat ‘of the U.S. and the military victory of the Soviet Union.’ -Cannon
1dentif1es as the only road to peace the necessity to pursue the class struggle in
the U.S5. and to make the revolution here at home. Why a socialist revolution in
the U.S. would remove the fundamental antagonism ‘between the U.S. and the U S.8.R,
why war is otherwise inevitable, Cannon does not explain. ’

Instead, Cannon chose what he no doubt thought was the very clever polemical
device of taking the Stalinists to task for their "peaceful coexistence" and their
stated anbition of winning peace with U.S. capitalism still intact while he skirted
the Soviet questlon altogether, except for one reference to the "heritage of Octo-
ber" which, as Marcy pOLnted out, no one except a party member woul& know alluded
to the Sovxet Union of the 1950s.-

It is not very difficult to see the COntort;ons through which Cannon: and the
SWP went in order to aveid a clear public position on the “Russian question.” Can-
non’s cemplaznt to Trotsky in 1940 that the split with the shachtmanites forced the
SWP press to give “excessive emphasis” to the Soviet question in hlnd51ght takes an
added sxgnlflcance‘

The Post-War Fourth International

Had a new revolutionary leadership emerged in the post-war international Trot-—
skyist movement adequate to the new political reality, Cannon and the vacillating
SWP could have been brought to task. Such a new leadership d4id not appear. Marcy
and Copeland, for all the correctness of their fundamental positicn, never moved in
a decisive manner against the Cannon leadership with an aggressive campaign to reack
the ranks, and made no attempt to loock beyond the U.S. section and develop links
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with possible international co-thinkers.

But well before Marcy presented the first Global Class War document: in 1850,
the attempt to come to an understanding of the post-war political developments was
under way in Europe. And on the basis of the debates in the European Trotskyist
novement on the guestion of the Eastern Buropean "buffer zone" under Soviet occupa-
tion, on the question of Yugoslavia, and on the guestion ¢f the present and future
role of Trotskvism, it can be said that the tlieoretical bewilderment and methodolo-
gical poverty of the most politically advanced sections of the Fourth Interanational
were h;ghly apparent well before the SWP hetrayed its profound pclltical dlsorlentaw
tion in 1950 with regard to Xorea. =

The ‘debate on Eastern Purope was especially telling. Ernest Manﬁel{Germamn)
who was the leading figure in the jimmediate post-war périod attempted to hold to a
position which he believed to be “orthodox." Even after 1947 when the Eastern “Buro~
pean countries had undergone extensive."Soviétization" with banks and iridustries
nationalized and with the various national Stalinist parties in governmental control,
Mandel continued to. insist ‘that the Eastern European states were capitalist. He
further insisted they would. remain so (despite the virtually total nationalization -
of all industrial enterprises and the dismantling of the bourgeois political partxes)
until such time as these countries were actually assimilated into the Soviet Unlen .
as soviet republics. Until thén the buffer countries were "capitalist states in
the process of structural assimilation" and in the event of war between theése
gtates and other capitallist powers (the U.S., Brltaln, France, etc')’the"strictest
defeatism®” must necessarily be cbserved despite the obvious fact that’ “the ocecupying
Soviet army would be involved in any conflict. The official pOSltlon of the Fourth
International at this time must have logically been military defense of the Sov1et '
army only when it was driven back to the borders of the Soviet Unxon 1tself!

The exception in thls schema was YugoslaVLa, which had not undergone Soviet
occupation but had a Stalinist government, that of Tito, since 1944. Mandel ‘also
asserted Yugoslavia to be a -'gapitalist state. But in order to defend Y&goslavla o
against ‘growing Soviet hostility to the Tito regime, Mandel reformulated ‘the -ques~
tion of defense of the Soviet Union: he asserted that defense meant ‘defense against
imperitalist attack and not defense in any war with any capitalist statél?  In the
event of Soviet attack on Yuqoslavia, the Trotskylst movement must defend Yugoslavia
even if it be capitalist!. :

The political sentiment whlch underlay Mandel's refusal to recognize reality,
the sentiment which was often.enough plainly stated as a weighty argument, was this:
If Staliniste. can make revolutions, i1s not our whole political evaluztion of Sta-
linism mistaken? And further, if Stalinism can oversee such transformations as in
Fastern Europe, what nead is there of Trotskyism as an 1ndependent polltlcal force’

One of the great misfortunes of the post—war discussions on polltlcal ‘orienta-—
tion and strategy was the locking of the debate into this eitlier/or proposition. In
this context, it was only logical that some of those who argued that the Eastern
Eurcopean countries had become deformed workers' states would be driven to draw poli-
tical conclusions that attributed to Stalinism the leading role and reduced Trotsky—
ism to an auxiliary position. That is exactly what Michel Pablo did.

Pablo, whose name has given us the epithet "Pabloism," disagreed with Mandel on
Fastern Burope, arguing that the "buffer” countries had hecome deformed workers’®
states. But-he also argued in his War/Revolution thesis that the coming world war
between the U.S. and the Soviet Union would see the repeat of what occurred in
Eastern Burope, Yugoslavia, and China, with Soviet Army occupations and Stalinist-
led insurrections resulting in new workers'! states even in the imperialist West,
This led Pablo to speak of "three hundred years of deformed workers® states” and to
advocate that Trotskyists "enter®({i.e., liguidate) into the Stalinist parties where-

* TInternational Ihfbrmation,BuZZéiin, Januaxy 1950, p. 37, 38.
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ever they were of mass proportions. Pablo's perspective reduced Trotskyism to a
pressure group to drive Stalinism lefitward. Having won Mandel to his own posgition,
pPablo became the leading figure in the International of the ea:ly fifties and his
views hecame official policy and program.

- The Global CXass War Perspactxve

Lang before Pabla agserted Chxna haﬁ passe& into the ‘same eamg as the SGViEt
Union, Marcy identified the new Pecples Republic as the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat, "though not chemically pure, as no social formation evex is." Marcy, as we
have said, was in fact the first in the whole workers mﬂwemenﬁ-ﬂand not only amnong .
the Trotgkyists--to assert that China had become a workers' state. The Stalinists
generally, taking their cue from Mac himself, claimed China to be a "new democracy™
where. a "bloc of four classes" shared state power, Among the Trotskyists the claim
was first made that China remained a. capitalist state under Mac; later China was
included .in the new category of the "two class state”, dual power supposedly exist-
ing'wzthtn the state (a2 theoretical revision clearly derived freom the Stalinist
*new -democracy™; to this day there are Trotekyists--lutte Owvriere in France, the
Spark in the U.S.--who deny the category of the deformed workers' state and assert
there exists only one workers' state, the Soviet degenerated workers‘ state)}.

- ¥t should not: be forgotten that when Marcy wrole nis 1950 daeﬁment, the Korzan
war was well under way. BAnd while his position dig not hecome the official party
viewpoint, the fact is that his characterization of the Chinese state and revolution
alone could put the SWP's changed position of defense in Korea on a £irm class ba- -
8is, guing beyond the hazy notion of an mmfolding revolution."® Marcy's document
rejected the crazy-quilt, patchwork view of the world held officiaily by the SWP,

- a view that divided the world up into one workers' state, “in-between" ‘states like
China, and capitalist states. His document returned to primacy the 1ntexnational
class struggle between the two great, worid historical classes and their states.

There are those pseudo-Trotskyists who bait the global class war documents as
Pabloite. Let us see what exactly Pablo was saying in the earlg 19565 and campare
his with Marcy 8§ views: _ '

It is inev;table that the genuine revolutxcnaxy elements engaged in
the decisive and final struggle now begun will arrive at a clearer con~
ception of the means and aims of the pxaletarzan revuiutian, that is to
say, to the conception of authentic revolutionaxy Marxism. :

This ideological clarification, facilitated by cobjective events,
will pzomate the creation of a stronger revolutionary vanguard which
will subsequently speed up and completely guarantee victory. The nuclei
of revolutionary Marxists which already exist throughout the world can
play an immense role in this process. They can greatly accelerate and
expedite the acquisition of a clear understanding in all those genuinely
revolutionary elements which are now being shaped in the most. revolur
tionary flood-tice history has ever known. The condition ie that these
nucletl. af revolutionary Marzists learn how to integrate themselves hence-
fbrﬁh in the real mass movement of their countries, work patientiy within
it and assist it, im qecord with the rhythm of its oun experience, to
arrive at a rvunded revolutionary conception of its tasks.

" Fn those countrigs where the basic movement of the working class is
tndependént to a certuin extent, where neither reformism or Staliniem
eongtitute a major obstacle to ite forward mavch, the task of the revo-
lutionary Marxists From now on i8 to conduct themselves as the core of
the authentic revolutionary party which in ite prvgrumme and daily =
activities expresses the gemuine needs and aspirations of qll the op~
pressed masses of the nation: workers, peasants, middle classes.

Tha vexy real possﬁbxlity for these graups of revolutxanary ﬁarx-
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ists to become. fairly rapidly important political forces in their .
respective countries resides in the scope and the auﬁacxty of such a
conception of their programme and activity¢_

On the other hand, in countries where the chief pohtwal mwment
of the pratetarmat 1g chanmelized either in reformist organzzatzows, as
for example in England BeZgzum; Germany, Australia and Canada, or in .
Stalinist orgamaatwns, as in mumerous Aeiatic countries or in Frwzoe
and Italy in Weatern Fuvope, the task of the revolitiorary Marxiste is.
to work within these movemente in order to expedite the maturing of -
their authentic leftward-moving tendénczes, from which the eaaenttaaﬁ.:
forces of the vevolutionmary Parties of tomorrow will emerge. Lt

The fact that the revolutionary Matxists have already acquired
such an understanding of their essential tasks and the specific way to o
accomplish them is proof of the high level attained by the. revolution-
ary vanguard as well as a pledge of its cexrtain vzctory._ For nothing
is better, and nothing can better succeed, than actzon whxch groceeds -
in harmony with the tasks pose&fhy Bistary. w7

< v

from Chpiﬁaitsm versus Bbczatzam The -
Coming World Showdown hy Michel Pablo,
emphasis ours. .. el

This of . ccurse was Pabio‘s expl;cit prﬂgram far the liquidation:of Txotskyism
and capitnla;zen to Stalinism: where mass Stalinist partzes extet T@ctskyﬁsts should
enter., BAnd in the extreme bureaucratic centralism of the various CP's that meant
.political suicide. What did Marcy have to say -on the guestions of the char&gten_ﬁf

contemporary Staliniem, the need for political revolution. the- nead fcr the. inde*
pendent Tr&tsky&st party? Conslder the following passages: - D

While petty béurgeois philxstines and centrists of all shades and -
hues will undoubtedly point to the symmetrlcal character of the armies.
in combat as proof of the reactionary character of the war on both
sides, we sust on the other hand eeaseiessly pzoclaxm that: whereas
one army is driven by the enginea .of class despatzsm and socxal*strangu—
lation, the other‘is a locomotive of h;staxlcal progtess. Never, howr.
ever, even fbr an instant, can’ the revoluticnary vanguard negleet ko
courageoualy and energetically expose the congenital propensity of the ...
temporary .and cowardly custodians of the locomotive to obstruct and
wreck, all in the name of their own narrow, selfish, and caste~like c .
interests. Their replacement before the end of the Jouzney is abso~ '
Iutely neaessary and inevitable. ...
fhe great tragedy of the world proletariat and the Russian pxoletarxat
~in particular is that this struggle is distorted, mangled, and mutilated
by the parasitlc interests of the Thermidorian buraaucracy. ...Stallnxsm
can attempt to nibble away at imperialism, can even willy-nilly consent
to a daring offensive, but cannot hold its ground in the face of the

- united, concerted, worldwide imperialist counter-offensive. Why? Be-
4, cause this in its turn threatens to lnevitably convert T€self into a
glebal class war, a new phase of the world £pexmanent} revolution, which
would surely sweep away not only imperialism but the debris of Stalinism
- as well‘ oo .

This hypothetical stage of-the ChinesaEreéplution projeqtéd by Trotsky
more than two décades agd corrasponds pregisely to the reality of China .
. today. ... Of ocurse Trotsky had in mind a genuine Communist Party
. grounded in revolutionary Marxism and gegred to the perspective of the.

2 -
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world revnlut;on, rather than the party of Mao Tseﬂtung anﬁ Chou En—
iai, which in every . way represeﬁt a negation of these very 1deas.- But.
then the latter Have not been the architects and guides of the revolu=
tion, as was the case with the party of Lenin and Trotsky. On. the
contrary, the present Chinese: leaders have been eafapulted into power
by the torvéntial revolutionary pressuxe of the Chinese peasants and
workers. . But theirs is nonetheless a dictatorship of the proletariat
and peasantry no matter haw dzstoxte& and mut;late& by Stalinzst pracn
tices, dogmas, and persgectlves..._h '

The world proletarmat in a ‘soctal and'ﬁiatgrical sense, holds power in

Russia, China and Eastern Europe, but at the cost of its complete poli-

tical exproprzat;on. It lost its revolutionary vanguard and succumbed

to 1deolagzca; strangulatxon. This resulted in. the complete atxophy of

the revolutionary Marxist spirit, its traditions, its heritage, not to

speak of its revolutionary methods of struggle and its liberating .
 principles. ...

Neither Russia nor China nor Eastern Eurcpe nor !ugoslavza can build
“socialism in one country® or even together "in one zone." If in the
period vhich opened in 1924, vhen a relatively move stabla equilibriun
prevailed, the building of soclalism in one country was & reactlonaryp
‘nationalistic utopxa, then today it is completely fantastie, and a -
cruel deception of the masses._..ﬁ.

Our movement wiil trxumph over all its zdeologxcal enem;es, and lead
“the ‘world proletariat to ultimate victory by remorselessly and relent~.
lessly exposzng before all the world the inherent contradiction and
ultimate separation of the virus that is Stalinism from the bacillus
that is the revolutzon, inherent in the structure of a whole group of
workers' states comprising almost half the population of the world.
The latter demands of us that we passzonately, loyally and devotedly
defend them against all their enemiss from within and from without.

.« Egually imperatxve is the consistent, energetic and ahsolutely un-
compromising exposure of the perfidicus xole of Stalinism all over the
world. In the daily prosacutxon of these tagks as part and parxcel of
the general worldwide prosecution of the class struggle we will grow
strong and soon count our followers by the m&llxons.

from Memorandum on the Urfbldmng War and
the Tasks of the Proletariat in the New
Phase of ‘the Wor%(?ezvmenﬁ) Revolution.

When these explicit statements of'polztlcal v;ewpomnﬁ are coupleﬁ with the
fact that Marcy blocked with Cannon against those in the SWP (the Cochranites) who
claimed they wanted to carry out Pable's program in the U.S., the continued charge
of Marey® s “Pabloism“ is shown to be either vicious dishonesty or willful ignorance.

What Harcy attemptea to do was simply to revive ‘a combative, orthodox Tratakyﬂ
ism in the new post-war period. He refused to deny reality in order to win a purely
verbal victory over Stalinism; the Soviet Union supported Ly indigencus Stalinist
forces had overturned capitaiism in Eastern Europe and the Chinese Stalinists had
undeniably been at the head of a great mass movement that catapulted them into power.
But Marcy explicitly denied that Stalinism ¢ould play the same role in Western Eu-
rope, the U.5. and the other imperialist centers. The overturns in Eastern Europe
and in China, however momentous, remained peripheral. Stalinism would continue to
betray the world revolution.
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 Marcy wanted the Trotskyist movement to understand the post-war reality and to
effect an unwavering, unconditional, rock-hard defense of the Soviet Union and the
new deformed workers' ‘states in Eastern Europe and China in the new epoch of global
class war. He called it a new epoch because the inter—xmperxalist rivalries that
had characterized World War I and II would now be thoroughly. subordinated to the
impezialists' pxosecution of the struggle against the expanded workexs® state camp.

But nowhere in the global class waxr &ocuments does Marcy draw the conclusxon
that the global class war character of the new epoch demands a subor&;natxon to the
Stalinist lewdership of the workers® state. camp. Esyec;ally in the 1953 document
does Ma:cy argue for what he calls the “hard“ lxné with regazd to Stalznxsm. the
commanding necessity for Tratskyists 6 engage €he Stalinists in ruthless polltical
struggle in every political arena where .they gresent thamselves, and to conduct that
struggle with the aim of winning the undisputed hegemﬁnac pos;t;on.

In the 1953 document,_GEabaZ Clase War and the Destiny of dmerican Labor, Marcy
argues that the U.S. labor movement could have no destiny vindependent” of the inter-
national class struggle, and that the fate of the U.S. labor was inextricably bound
up with the progress or failure of foreign revolutions and especially tied to the
fate of the Sowviet Union; that the working class in the U,5. is part of the world
praletariat and consequently part of the global class camp of the proletariat and
that the real world-historic interests of U.S. labor are decided by, and subordinate
ta, the interests of that global class ecamp; that the Korean War was the opening
battle of the global class war, and that thisg. battle will be followed by others more
extensive and intensive which will ultimately lead to world war between the U.S.
and the Scviet Union unless proletax;an revolution destroys imperialism flrst, that
the SWP was attempting to cheat history and evade the responsibilities and necessi-
ties imposed by the epoch of glcbal c¢lass war; that the Cannon leadership was defi-
nitely attempting, as displayed by the: Road to Peace, to evade the "Russian ques-
tion" and conduct a political pelicy that avoiaed an uncampromisxng defense of the
soviet Union. Marcy stated plaxnly.

As;ée fzom the Lnitlal error that was made in our appzoach to Koxea. the
clearcut character of the struggle on tbe Asian continent as a class
struggle, as a struggle between imperialism and the worldwide working
class and its allies among the oppressed colonial peoples is. £till not
being made clear enough or sharp enough to demarcate us from all varieties
of pacifists, liberals, or Stalipist supporters. We must make plain that
in the. struggle in Korea, or any other place on earth, between the two
class camps, we pursue a line of revolutionary defeatiem. Noxeover—=.
and this is very important from the point of wview of our differentiation
from the Stalinists and all sorts of pacifists--we wish to facilitate
the victory of our side, our class side, regardless of its temporary
leadership. At the same time, we mercilessly expose all the reactionary,
wrong, inadequate policies pursued by the Kremlin and foisted upon the ‘
leaderships of the colonlal masses in Asia, and counterpose the revolu-
tionary, Leninist-Trotskyist line to victory.

from The Global Slass Wap and the Deatiny
of‘Amerzaan Labor.

Simply no one else in the SWP was talking like this at that time. In the 1953
document Marcy also considéred the SWP's response to the Rosenbexy dase, indicating
that thc Cannon .Jeadarship had betrayed an-inclination to abstain altégether. It is
important to .nctorhow . Marey himaelf approached the Rosenberdg trial. .

Marey argued that aside from the importance of this case in itself and the
necessity for the SWP to participate in and strive to play a leading role in every
struggle for democratic rights and working class defense, the CP could have been
dealt-a very sericus blow and badly comprumise& in the eyes of its own militants if
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the SWP had moved to vigorously defend the RpSehbexgs‘befqréjtﬁé'cr} which had hesi-
tated and then tock up their defense on a purely civil rights bagis. This is the
truly hard line against Stalinism, Marcy arguéd, to seek the Stalinists out and
Which they try to make "their ow."
rcy also addressed an issue which has largely been forgotten in the Trotsky-
ist ‘movement, and that was the gross opportunism committed with regaxd to" Yugoslavia.
Marcy relates how the Yagoslav revolution and the subsequent oppesition of Tite to
Stalin was praised as the second greatést svent of the century, and even of how the
Tito léadership was described as moving closer towards Trotskyism every dayl ~It is
very interesting how those who correctly éritiéize‘the’opparfﬁgistftaiiipgfﬁy: he

compete with them on precisely those issues.

swp ig‘@ﬁé?ehrlj_sixﬁies*of'the'Castro'regiﬁa'{which;‘hé‘iﬁ sald, was mixed with'a
thoroughly correct attempt to solidarize with and support the Cuban revolution) fail

to critivize the truly toadying posture of the SWP towards Tito. Margy rightly saw

‘Titoism as a variety of Stalinism, even while he upheld the necessity of defending
Yugoslavia against Soviet chauvinism, = - 7 T - o T

'Whdt Marcy tried to do was give the SWe (ome camnot say the ‘international
Trotskyist movement, for Marcy made no attempt to circulate his ‘polemics outside

the U.5.) the sense of its global clase camp, and ah‘undegstanding;pf“thg[nébessity_
to develop the strongest loyalty towaxds that class camp while still regarding
Trotskyism a$ an international tendency in ruthless competiticn with international

Stalinism for hegemony in that class camp.’ In reply to those who try to dismiss =
the Maxcy of the 1350s as a ‘¢crypto-Stalinist, a semi-Paploite, his best defense is
bis own words: - .o n S L A A

. “In-our struggle to vangquish Stalinism, we cannot chart out an
“11lusory independent road whereby we would avoid ‘them. Our path towards =~
the masses on a world scale, and to a narrower extent in the USA, is
blocked by the Stalinists; and it is in mortal combat (and not aversion}
that we will come out victorious. That of course does not depend on our
efforts  alone but ‘on the turn in the objective conditions, which axe
ripening all over: the world. “2n attempt to chart out on the American =~
arena ‘an independeént road is just as illusory as on the world arena.
As Comrade Cannon said’ in 1940 to Comrade Trotsky, "The Stalinists’ are”

our problem.. We've got to get them out of the road."  We cannot do "
this by circumventing them, by secluding ourselves, by seeking an illu-
sory" independent road toward the American workers. ' 'We must meet them

in mortal combat, in irreconcilable struggle, with the recognition that
théy are a global vlass current, and that thelr defeat will the be the’
product of the joint efforts of all the workers and oppresséd peoples in
our entire class camp. This will be done and it can‘be donev '

from The Global Class War and the Destiny
of American Labors R
, L T L

These are the words of a fighting Trotskyist.
-*Phe Historic Betrayal of 1956

. mhe confusion in the SWP' during the outbreak of the Korean war was followed in
the Swep and the whole Trotskyist movement by confusions and grave errors with regard
to a revolutionary developmsnt in Latin America. In Bolivia in 1953 undér the pres-
sure of mass upsurge, & popular front formation took control of the government, and
the Bolivian Trotskyist party supported that popular front and even entered it. The
leadership of the SWP aifid tha Fourth International in Furcpe failed to condemn this
policy. So far as we know, only the Vern-Ryan faction of the SWP took the Trotsky-
ist position in a series of documents and made the necessakry criticisms. While
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those who mythologize the "grand tradition” can apoleogize for the SWP's vacillations
over Korea by claiming the unprecedented nature of the events, with Bolivia the
situation lent itself easily to understanding solely on the bagis of Trotsky's
writings.

Nevertheless, the cardinal principle--no political support to popular fronts;
ruthless criticism of those who support popular fronts--was forgotten. The Vern-~
Ryan faction left the SWP over this question. And it is highly significant for the
unde:stapding of later events that Marcy/Copeland--so far as we know--did not speak

“up on this issue. ' o ' o

‘But the great turning point came in 1956. From 1950 the SWP had believed Hun-
gary to be a deformed workers' state, requiring unconditional defense. Yet the SWP
jumped to support the Hungarian uprising of 1956 from the first day on the basis of
the scantiest reports in the capitalist press and when it was 0bv1ous that the re- '
volt had the sympathy of the first bourgeois observers.

Communist Cadre has written at length elsewhere on the revolt (see our pamphlet
Hungary 1958) and we solidarize with the position taken by Marcy/Copeland at the
time (see "Class Character of the Hungarian Uprising,” by V. Copeland, reprinted in
Hungary 1956) that the revolt was a bourgeois-democratic counter-revolution and that
the Soviet intexvention prevented capitalist restoration. We will not reproduce
the arguments of V. Copeland in this introduction. ILet us simply point out that
the support of the gwp for a popular and “"democratic” counter—revolutlcn is far
more consistent with its earlier centrist history and later reformist develcpment
than the myth of the SWP in its "orthodoxy" championing a “polltlcal revolutlon
a revolutlon“ so dear to the whole world bauxgeulsle.

In our view the support of virtually the entire Pourth International (with no
opposition anywhere except Marcy/Copeland) for the Hungarian uprising signaled its
end,; much as Hltler 's victory in 1933 showed the Stalinized Comintern was beyond
xeform.: This was the great turning golnt._ Marcy, Copeland, and their supporters
ought to have left the SWP in 1957 at the close of the Hungary debate instead of
marking time for ancther two years. Only oneé more issue was to present 1tself
during this last period--the issue of “regroupment."

Regroupment

Following Khrushchev's 20th Party Congress denunciation of Stalin and then the
Soviet intervention in Budapest, large numbexs Ifrom the U.8. Communist Party and its
periphery left in demoralization. Many if not most left politics altogether, but
some attempted to establish a new political existance outside the Stalinist party.
While it is patently obvious that this movement away from Stalinism was rlghtwar&,
towards right-wing “democratic socialism™ or into the mainstream of bourgeois poli-
tics, the SWP believed the opposite. -

Given the SWP's analysis of the Hungarian uprising as a political revolution,
the leadership believed these drifting elements had been "disillusioned" in a pro-
gressive &irectxon and were ripe for "regroupment,™ that is, collabcratlcn with the
SWP and eventual recruitment.

We reprint here Marcy's letter of September, 1957 to the Natlonal Ccmmzttee
entitled "Re: Weiss Article on Clark." This letter was a polemic against Murry
Weiss, the chief advocate of "regroupment.” Marcy's main argument is that the gene-
ral reactionary political climate of the times precludes any possibility of guanti~
tative growth for a revolutionary party and that the general trend of the various
disaffected elements breaking from Stalinism is towards capitulation to U.S. impe-
rialism.

This was Marcy's last political fight. His faction, based in Buffalo, New
York, was to leave the SWP in 1959. Their split had not been prepared by any imme-
diately preceding factional struggle nor was it ocecasioned by any stxiking change
in the political conjuncture. Marcy and his co-thinkers had simply decided the
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possibzlxtxas 1n the EW? had been fully exhausted and that an lnﬁependent existence
held more promxse. ' A .

Workeré World éarty, Then and Now

Aa mentiona& earller, the flrst issue of Wbrkers Wbr?é the organ of the new
formation, had Trotsky's {(along with Lenin’ s} picture on the editorial page. That
proved to be a final gesture. By the mid-sixzties, Workers World, with its frequent
zeprxnts from Pektng Eevzew, would indeed look to a reader unf familiar with WWp's
origins to be the pdper of a Maoist party. At one point WWP. even entertazned the
idea of fusion thh the Progxessxve Labor Party (PLP}, early during PLP's PEILOd
of very. “"hard® Maoxsm, at least one dzscusslon between the leaﬁershlps of WWP and
PLY took place to consider the POSSlblllty of fusion and it was PLP, not WMP, that .
h:oke off the alscusSLons. What had happened to Marcy' s Txotskylsm?

Commmnlst Cadre, regardlng itself as golxtlcally ﬂescenélng frOm Woxkers Worlé
Party and believing that the ccntxnu;gy of revolutionary Marxism, of Trotskyism,
passes through Workers World (although not embodied by WWP's practice as a whole at
any time), has considered the guestion of WWp's development at length, and has -
written and spoken on this question often.. Obviously we do not believe WAp's poli~
tical capitulatiop to Stalinism was inherent in the glokal class war concept, as
our. opponentslln the. self-identified Trotskyzst movenent claim, We have poxntea o
Morcy's advocacy of support for Wallace and his failure to share Vern-Ryan's polemic
on Bolivia as possible indications of a tendency towards a full-blown pcpular
frontist deviation at a later date.

Yet WWP and YAWF throughout the 1960s mainta‘neﬁ a left and at txmes an ultra-
left opposmtxon to the popﬂlar frontlst combinations of the (P and the . SWP in the
anti-wayr movement. Only in 1274 with WWp's Emergency Coalition agalnst Racism, . -
where WWP sought out foruer U.S. attorney general Ramsey Clark and Massachusetts =
state senator wllllam Owens to front for the Yooalitlion," did WWP announce its
popular frontist ambitions. Marcy's position on Henry Wallace was a serious error,
but given the times it was a well-motivated mistake that showed a willingness to
swim against the cold war pressures, something that cannot be said of Cannon, how-
ever formally corrsct his arguments. '

But on closer examination, aa attitude in the 1950 and 1953 documents emerges
which does preflgure WWe's later course. And that is Marcy's. ccqcentlon of how. to
combete with Stalinism for hegemony in tha working class movemenkt. . Maroy's "hard
line" against Stzlinism is confined in every case~~defense of the Soviet’ Union, the
Rosenbergs, Wallace, aft—ﬁaxtlyw-to besting the CP on its own issues, of demonstra-
ting that the Trnt»kylsts are more militant and more mlllxng to get there “flrstest
with the mostest.”

all this is guite corregt and necessary. But it remains essentlaily a negatxve
pxeserlptlcn, an aggressive comget tion that in fact reduces to a vigorocus defense
of issues where the Stalinists are also forced to commit themselves. Nowhere is
there a sense of a real policy .of offense that proceeds along the lines of transi-
tional demands, that flows from a transitional method. How communist work in the
trade unzons diffars from trade union militancy pure and simple or from Stalinist
trade union practice; how the struggle for hegomeny: with the Stalinists in the
worklng class movement is to pasSs over to the gstruggle for hegemony with the bour—
geoisie in society as a whole; how propagandistic defense work arcund various
issues is to pass over to an agitational assault on capitalist rule in the U.8.~-
there is nothing of this in Marcy. And this certainly does prefigure WP and YAW

as the begst defander of

{

WHE/YARE of the 18€0g fought to demonstralta tha ity
Vietnam, of the Palestinlans, of tha Pantihwrs, o Lo Rlﬁa& indspendence~—and
thal was correct.  Bub it cniy sought ©o bhe ths I £ end gorongest voice in the
"me too" chozus of the new leff., WWB/YAWF never prosented z program to link these
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issues with a struggle:to politicize the U.S. working class, to iink up defense of
struggles "over there" {and WHP most certainly regarded the black movement as "over
there,® as taking place:in the-"third world") to a policy of at least programnati=
eally orienting towards fighting for even an initially isolated hut vocal opposi-
tionist role in U.S. labor. struggles. WWP/YAWF in the 1960s nevex went beyond the
bounds of anti-imperialism. . . o S
As many well know, WWP's politics of today are no 1onger_charagté:ized by

that anti-imperialist militancy. Following the end of the Vietnam war, WWP began
to turn towards trade union and economic issues. This wes the xesult of the disso-
lution of YAWF's ongoing constituency of the 1960s, the militant anti-wax ycu;h;
The end of the anti-war movement placed WWP in an impasse from which it tried to
break -out by finding new ceonstituencies to which it ocould appeal. WWP in the 1970s
has looked to many social groupings—-veterans, prisoners and their families, con=
sumerist women--and in each case has politically adapted itself to the social group-
ing in question. in most cases by constructing a "mass organization" to handle the
igsue. = - ; oo o - : .

. The Prisoners Solidarity Committee was for prisoners, with mostly non-white
members of YAWF involved in its work; the attempt was mage to transform the_ame;ir'
can Servicemen's Union into a veterans' advocate, with WWP members instructed not, -

to alienate pro-war veterans with talk about Vietnam; Women . United for_ﬁction was ..
a thoroughly reformist consumerist organization for “housewives and mothers”. In
each -case a non-communist (and with the vets even passively anti—communist).agprgadh
was tailored to accommodate the prejudices, backwardness,.bouxgecis-democzatia T
illusions, or nationalism of the separate constituencies.. This political m@thod _
{poly~vanguardist ox.particularist—pluzalist,‘as;itris called) had alsc markéﬁ the
1060 YAWE. - There, however, the militancy apd pro-communist sentiments of the best
of the anti-war youth allowed YAWF to pursue an aggressive anti-imperialist line
(though YAWF had -also adapted itself to that constituency and even trailed behind
it to a certain extend, especially with regard to SDS. where YAWF could have eagsily
carried out the entry maneuver brought off so successiully by PLP). The question
of now the left-centrist, Stalinist YAWF of the 19605 passed over to the right=-
centrist, popular frontist Stalinist WWP of the 1870s can be answered only by an
examination of WWP/YAWF's changing constituencies and its unchanging pc;yfvangﬁéxdv
ist, pluralist method. More important for the purpose of considering the. "global
class war" documents, however, is how the Trotskyist Marcy/Copeland faction became
the Stalinist, semi~Maoist WWP/YAWF of the 1960s. T
WHP/YAWF's whole political perspective, its sense of how to proceed’was
confronted soon after its inception with a political event that proved to be. its
wdoing as even a possible. contender for the regeneration of Trotskyism. 2and that
was the break-up of the “Stalinist monolith." While Marcy had been able ko correct-
1y criticize the SWP’s toadying to Tito because Tito's break from Stalin proved to
" be to ‘the right, in the 19608 the left-Stalinist trends that began to develop in
international Stalinism greatly c¢onfused Marcy and WWP. The Ch;nése‘polemics.with'
Togliatti and then with Moscow, the subsequent development of the Cultural Revolu-
¥ion, Castro's criticisms of certain Latin American Ccp's and later Guevara's afforts
in Bolivia, the protracted struggle of the Vietnamese despite the sabotage by Mos-
cow~-~thiz development of an international ieft~Stalinist trend proved to be what
derailed WHP., - o o _

. Marcy in his (commendable) eagérness to solidarize with the Cuban, Vietnamese,
and Chinese Revolutions {and especially with the mass upheaval in China in the mid-
sixties} went over to an expression of political support and political confidence
in the Stalinist leaderships of those struggles. Marcy took the break with Mogcow
on the part of the Chinese, took the limited independence displayed by the Cubans
and Vietnamese to be a break with Stalinism itself-on the part of these political
forces. Marcy believed and said guite-plainly that these  leaderships were revolu~
tionary Marxist and abstained f£rom all but the mildast and most fraternal expres~
sions of difference. WWP refused to even discuss the role played by the Chinese
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Stalinists in the catastrophic defeat in Indonesia, a defeat made inevitable by the
pc@ular frontist pollcies Peking urged on the Indonesian CP.

WWP made some efforts te act upon this international perspective. Ties with-
the Chlnese provea 1mpossxble after PLP rrrotsxymbaa.teu wWWe. in Peking. The Vietnam-
ese showed a far greater preference to establish relations with liberals. The
North Koreans were polltely friendly only so long as the American ‘Serviceman's Union
appeared to be a real force (which it trxruly was for a time} in the U.S. military..
But in each and every case the Trotskyist origing of WWP proved to be-the chief '
barrier to WWP/YAWF being accepted into the left~stalinist fraternity. WWR/YAWF has
gone SO far in its guest to polxtxcally adapt itself to this current that it -has
informed the Cuban regime (Cuba today being WWP's favorite "socialist™ country} that
the question of Trotsky is not an issue affectlng membershxp in WWP% S

ch does, WWP see its own hlstory today? Qk- better'put, how does the: leaderw :
shlp of Wap explain amay the contradiction between its history as a pre-party. for—
mation in the SWP and its present practice? Of course, as much a5 possible the .
ranks and cadres are kept ignorant of the past or presented a highly distorted. view.
But from time to time internal factional difficulties as well as the embarrassing
questxonzngs of individuals who are nevertheless regarded as valuable (and who must
consequently be placated and pacified) foxce WWE to reveal something of its: past.
The excellent dOCuments written by V. Copeland {("Class Character of the Hungarian -
Uprlalng ,’“Class Character of the Chinese State™, to name two) have never been
publicly or %ntarnaaly publlshed by WWP. Only xeroxed copies of the original -
mlmeographed internal bulleting are available and then with some -difficulty.: Marcy's
global class wur documenta have never been publicly publlshed and were intnrnally
published once only and, at that, omly in July 1973.

This publxcatlon came after years of political support for 1eft—Sta11nlst gov-
ernments in Vletnam, ‘Cuba, North Korea ang China ‘and just as the Marcy leadership
was yreparlng a sharp rlght “turn which required to a great extent the liquidation
of the YAWF tradition of the sixties.  Vincent Copeland's introduction to the 1973
1nterna1 edition is therefore of c0nslderaple ‘interest and we reprlnt it here.

Flrst and foremgst, Copeland had to explain why agealinist"” ‘was -used - in a
derogatory sense in the 1950 and 1953 documents*' topaland explains that Trotsky
never called hlmself a Trotskylst and that in WWP's opinion the terms "Stalinism"
and “Stallnlst“ have come to medn something else today. Copeland speaks of the .
Yold sense" of the term Stalinism as it was used by Marcy in 1950 and 1953 and that
what was meant was "a characterization of the conservative, revisionist and occa~-
sionally even reactionary wing of the world communist movement."

And further, *hat the first document, that of 1950, needs to be vxewed with
the - thorough understandlng of the words 'Stalinism' and 'Stalinist' in their ori-
‘ginal context as meaning in the document the bureaucratxc degeneratzon of the -
revolution--and nothing elee.”

This second formulation, with its definitive and noﬁhzﬂg else, is clearly -
meant to convey Lo newer members that WWP restricts the meaning of the term "Stalin-
ism” to the official Soviet party and government {and its nilitary-bureaucratic -
extension into Eastern Europe). Otherwise Copeland would not speak of the revolu-
tion, i.e., ‘the Russian revolution. Copeland makes sure you don't miss this point
when a few paragraphs later he refers to the "Chinese revolutionaries,™ i.e., the
Chinese Stalinists of the present period. Copeland no doubt hopea the reader will
szmply pass over the passage in Marcy s 1950 document wheze he writes of the party
of Mac Tse-tung and Chou ‘En-lai ' representing in every way a negation of the ldeas
of revolutionary Marzism.

During the discussions of Marcy's 1950 and 1933 documents in the late summex
of 1973 WWP leaders were also forced to take back Marcy's formulation that “the
present Chinese leaders have been catapulteﬁ into power by the torrential pressure
of the Chinese peasants and workers." One WWP leader at an internal meeting was
obllged +o scothe the gemi-MaocisSm of some members by saying something to the effect
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that "of course we didn't believe that Mac was driven to take power against his own
intentions; this formulation was simply an accommodation to the terninology and
anti-communist prejudices of the SWP at that timevll]

Whither Workera World?

Workers World Party is today a right centrist, Stalinist grouping whose poli=
tical trajectory for the time being will be further rightward. That doesz not mean,
of course, that WWP, under the pressure of a labor upsurge. could not execute a
sharp turn to the left; but in any case, WWP's gyrations will remain within the
limits of the classic Stalinist zigzag.

WWP's continued movement to the right is dictated by the disappointment of its
fanciful hopes of becoming Havana's party in the U.S., as the CP is Moscow's and
the October League is Peking's. WWPp, in attempting to win the favor of the Cuban
regime, came out against the Eritrean liberation struggle and constructed the most
shameless and lying apologies for the reactionary Ethiopian militaxy junta. But teo
no avail. WWP's Trotskyist origins, despite all disavowals, remain a considerable
obstacle. BAnd so long as the Cuban regime pursues a policy of detente towards U.S.
imperialism, it is highly unlikely that Castxo would antagonize the present U.S.
administration by endorsing and actively supporting a political formation that has
traditionally stood to the left of the CPUSA. For the time being the Cuban regime
can feel itself adequately represented by the "Tricontinental” wing of the CPUSA.

But WWP's propaganda in favor of the Dergue, the Ethiopian junta, indicates a
new trend if it is carefully examined. WWP's praise for Mengistu, the Dergue's
leading figure, is so fulsome-~WWP has described him as a combination of Lenin and
Castro, a super-revolutionary, etc., ete.--znd goes far beyond the obligation to
justify the Cuban regime's actions in the Horxn of Africa. Indeed, it must nob
please Havana to see WWP present Mengistu as a superior figure to even Castro. Cne
can only speculate that WWP is transferring its hopes from the Cuban to the Ethio-
pian regime, which preciseiy because it is capitalist and stands outside the Stalin-
igt movement does not have any objections to meking use of ex-Trotskyists. Like
an inverted version of the old left joke about the cop beating up a man who protest-
cd that he was an anti-communist and the cop replying, "I don't care what kind of
a communist you are“--Mengistu also does not care what WWP was ox is,; so long as
his counter-revolutionary policies are praised, justified and gupported.

Our opponents argue that what WWP is today condemns these early documents.
Just ag Plekhanov's groundbreaking work when he was truly the "father of Russian
Marzism" is not negated by his later opportunism and his chauvinism during World
War I, so Marcy's contribution is not negated by his later degeneration. All that
is left to say of Marcy is what Trotsky said of Rakovshky after the latter's capi-
tulation to Stalin-~let the sixty year old capitulator be replaced by three twenty
year old revolutionaries. The great worth of the global clags war perspective
still remains. Lat today's revolutionaries learn fxom it.
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Merorandur on the Unfolding War and the Tasks
of the Proletariat in the New Phase of the World
{Permanent) Revolution
by Sar Marcy

1. The irmediate significance of the Korean war lies not merely in the fact
that it unleashed a momentous upheaval of the colonial masses on a new front of
the ever-widening and deepening Asiestic Revolutinn, but marked a qualitative change
in the character of the whole international situation. It has definitely and ir-
retrievably ushered in the first though brief phase of the Third World War. Even
if the Koresn War should be followed by =z more or less protracted interlude of
"truce,” it would only prove that a further preparatory period was necessary for
the next snd absclutely inevitable phase of the developing general conflict. But
the die has slready been cast. It was prepared, not merely by the Korean war, put
by the entire preceding course of historicsl development, and flows logicaelly and
inexorably From the unbearsble antagonisms between the growth of the productive
forees and their rebellion egainst the forms of capitalist property as well as the
fetters of the outmoded national state. ' :

2. To the degred that the new war is waged as a struggle between the USSR and
irperialism it differs from its predecessors in that it is essentially a conflict
between two mutuslly antagonistic and irreconcilable social systems based on dia-
netrically opposed clamss structures. Herein lies its broader historicael and sncio-
logical sipnificance. ) :

3. But the struggle between the Soviet Union and imperialism is not a siople
conflict between two self-contalned and indépendent entities, suspended in mid-air
and pravitating under their own impulsiens. While it isunquestionably true that
the conflict between the Soviet Unilon and imperialism is truly titsnic and world-
wide in scope, 1t is anything but sirple or merely two-sided. Rather it is manifold
and extremely complex. The combatants on the arena are not arbitrary entities but
living social forces. Nor are they gelf~contained or independent. On the contrary,
they are organically inter-conngcted, indissolubly anchored to and abgolutely des
perdent upon_the two' great_class_pillers of -contemporary society~--the world rrole-
tariat and the worid bourgeoisie. '

It is from the historic antagonism Of'EhE?E.E?Q.E;Qﬁé?E; whose interrelation
constitues the whole fabric of the bourgecis social order, that the conflict bex
tween the Soviet Union and imperislism originsted and developed. And it is from
the unendurshble tenseness of their -social contradictions that their 1ife and death
struggle must sooner or later be Jolned. This_is*tﬁe‘root content of the whole
problem. This is the quintessence which has been hidden beneath the motley web of
alternating internstional events, conjunctures, and catastrophes. Its presentation
to the world under the mask of the "cold war" is one of the most insidious elements
in the mechanics of class deception--equally necessary for the self-preservation
of the reigning oligarchy in the Kremiin as for the pérpetuation of the rule of
finance capitalism with its citadel in Wall Street. =

It is the glgﬁg!gﬁgygpggg_of imperialism with its nerve center in the USA,

which draws %ogether all bourgeois states and all kindred social Jayers and mobili«
zes them for the war against the USSR.

It is the class character of the modern working class as the grave-digger ahd
revolutionary successor to the bourgeoilsie which s the umbilical cord that ties
in the Tate of the USSR with the fate of the world proletariat. If we conceive the
mitual relations of the USSR =nd the world proletariat ab flowing from their social
connections what emerges between them is not an arbitrary contraposition but an’

inseparable interdependence. This flows frow their common class denominator, from
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the sameness of their basic social substance end from their relation to each other—-
not as mere fragmentary sand disparate parts of the same soclal reality, but as
separate stages of an uneven process of development, Not all the disavowals of
Stalin, not all his base denunciations and cruel betrayals can break the sccial
nexus between the Soviet Union and the international working c¢lass. Nor can he
dissolve their historic fate in the maelstror of his buresueratic politics. The
course of the unfolding war cannot but make the historical destiny of the USSR
end the international working class more pleinly congruent, the identity of their
social and historicel interests more visible, and the path of their development

and direction rore eclearly outlined. ’

L, Hence the deepest and most profound significance of the coming war is that
1t will mark the opening phase of the all-out, supreme, and final econflict between
the world bourgeoisie, which long ago exhausted ite progressive historical role,
and the world proletariat, which rust seize control of the productive forces of
society and organize them on a rational basis. '

5« By the very nature of its objective dynamlcs and the irresistivle. sweep
of 113 nomentun, this wer must necessarily develop into a global class conflict:
greater, sharper, ond wore decisive than sll the social snd political conflicts of
the past. Historieally and sociologleally, it will be a resume of the more than
one hundred years of revolutionary warfare waged by the proletariat and its allies
against the bourgeoisie.

- 6. The fact that the opening phése of the war mey manifest itself (or rather
conceal itself), even 1f only initially and temporarily, as a war between nations,
should not in the slightest degree obscure its clearcut class character., It is not

and the USA) to its most direct ultimate protagonists-~the world bourgecisie and
the world proletarist--is as inevitable as the rising sun. The bourgeoisie has
everywhere recognized this war as the great and decisive one of its long and bloody
career, and has therefore invested it with an irmeasurably greater acuteness than
all its past struggles combined. Its Tury and rapacity will know no restraints.

The proletarians and oppressed of all lands will soon know this, but all toc well!
While petty-bourgeois philistines end centrists of all shedes and hugs will un-
doubtedly point to the symmetriecal character of the armies in corbat as procf of the
reactionary character of the war on both sides, we must on the other hand cease-
lessly praclaim thats whereas one ariiy is driven by the engines of class despotism
and soelal strangulation, the other is a locomotive of historical progress. Never,
however, even for an instant, can the revolutionary vanguard regleet to courageous-
1y end energetically expose the congenital propensity of the temporary end cowardly
custodians of the locomotive to obstruct and wreck, a2ll in the name of their own
narrow, gelfish, and caste-like interests. Their replacenent before the end of the
Journey is absolutely necessary and inevitable. The revelutionary vanguard must
meke 1% clear to the whole world that in this war the geographical boundaries are
social boundaries,the battle formations are class formations,and the world line of
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demarcation is the line rigidly drawn by the socialist interosts of the world pro=~

letaxriat. Every workerumust knoy his place as.well as his duty.

T« That the first phase of the unfolding war exploded on the Korear
peninsula is neither accidental nor arbitrary, nor primarily propelled by sub-
Jective or diplomatitc considerations. Not even Stalin or Trumen cr the Pope make
history wholly out of their own cloth., And since the Korean war is not a trans-
cendental ripple on g vast sea, but a momentous event in the evolution of the world-
wide class struggle, and a turningpoint in international relations, it can only bde
understood in the light of sharply defined and objectively deterrmined causes. That
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does not mean that the perfidiocus role of Stalin's politics is not reflected here
as well as everywhere else where he maintains a treacherous stranglehold on the
magses-«only here it is reproduced on a more nomstrous and cabastrophic scale.

But just as little can we say that the Korean war was wholly and exlusively
generated by the elemental revolutionary outbursts of the Korean masses. This
would be Jjust as false as to oonceive Korea as a mere pawn in the struggle be-
tween two arbitrary powers. While it is incontestably valid to effirm that the
revolutionary ferment of the Korean workers and peasants was the wost indispengable
social ingredient in the composite interplay of class forces in that corner of the
Asietic crueible, it would be entirely wrong to regard it as a unique phencmenon
divorced from the historic process of our time. To probe its significance to the
very depth, we must first of all view it as an inseperable elerment in a constantly
evolving world process whose social mainspring end driving force is and can only
be the present struggle of the basic clasges for hegemony over society.

8, This struggle finds its partial though acutest expression in the developing
class war between the USSR and irmperialism. The great tragedy of the world prole-
tariat and the Russian proletariatin particular is that this struggle is distorted,
mangled, and mutilated by the parasitic interests of the Thermidorian bureaucracy.
But to deny that this struggle existe or to deny its class character would only
facilitate the deceptive politics of Stalin rather than prepare for his downfall.
Koreas was not a struggle between Stalin snd Trumen or MacArthur, nor was it a
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"It is in this social setting, where global elass currents and antithetical
crogsscurrents, always in constant evolution and unjinterrupted strife, meet and
collide, that we sec Korea in all its enormity and stark tragedy. Korea was a
temporary but untenable nodal point in this struggle of the giants, the mirror
where the conténding antagonists momentarily measured their strength, but where one
of them ignoniniously retreated. It ended temporarily in a major catastrophe, above
all for the Korean people, a setback for the Soviet Union, for all of the oppressed
of the Orient, and for the working class in .general. But it is only the beginningi

Tt did prove however, if further proof were still necessary, that Stalinism can
atterpt to nibble away at imperialism, can even willy-nilly consent to a daring of-
fensive, bub cannot hold its ground in the face of the united, concerted, world~
wide imperialist counter-offensive. Why? Because this in its turn threatens to in-
evitably convert itself into a global class war, a fiew phase of the world (perman-
ent) revolution, whick would surely sweep away not only imperislism but the debris
of Stalinism as well, _ : .

It is entirely probable that the plamners in the Kremlin conceived Korea as a
stealthy venture which would strengthen their influence in the Orient and test as
well as cewment the sllisnce with China, But Korea evoked the most violent paroxysm
of imperialism and set the stage for the fullest political, social and military
mobilization of all bourgeoisdom. Its class character is most vividly shown in the
fact that not a single Yourgeois layer anywhere on the globe even as much as pro-
fessed to see the "other-side,” the side of the North Koreans. :

The Kremlin swiftly took wll this into its calculations and beat a retreat--a
retreat thet was still posseible,  without raterial injury to its interests, but a
retreat that has paved the way and made absolutely inevitable the new offensive
by imperialism under conditions which ceannot but be much more unfavorable to the
Soviet Union and the working class in general, Again and once more, the next phase
of the struggle will show that it ie the whip of +the counter-revolution which
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will urge the revolution onward.

9. The events in Korea could only have begun on the basis of the new correla-
tion of c¢lass forces in the Orient and -the consequent alteration of the interne—
tional position of the great powers, The mutation of state forms on the mainland
of China is indubitably the fost de0131ve cause of the consequent changes. Tteelf
issuing from a wmighty revolutionary wave, originally impelled by the great Octcber
Revolutlon, the coming to power of the Mao Tse-tung regime is the greatest rupture
in the impeérialist chain since the victory of the Bolshevik revolution of 1917.
Whoever does not see that the: bourgeois-landlord -merchant ~compradore class alliance,

the main and fundanental prop of imperizlisn in China, has been broken and shatter-
-ed, and a2 new class power erected, ‘cannot hope to understand ‘the evolution of pre-
sent day socieby. A new class power, b581n5 itself fundamentally on the workers
and peasants, has seized the reins of power, and is now attempting to shape the
‘destiny of China in a new direction, That bourgois relations still predom inate in
industry and agrlculture is incontrovertible. But what 1s of the greatest moment is
“thet the polltlcal power of the forzer rullng'class has been shattered, their"tody
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and peasants, the bourve01adﬁndloruﬂrper1allst alliance has Yeen swept away and a
new alliance-~based on workers and peasants<~crected in i1ts place. It is not a
cherieslly pure dlctatorshlp of the proletariat as no social forration ever is,
but its fundamental class content is beyond doubt,

10." But shall we characterlze the new Chinese revolutlon “by the c¢lass which
achieves it or by the social content Lodged in it?” To this guestion posed by Trot-
sky in one of his letiers to Preobrazhensky Trotsky gives the foliowing answer:

"There 15 a theoretlcal trap lodged in counterposing the former to

the latter in such o general fort,™ Wny? Because, says Trotsky, "The

fsocial combtent?! under the dictatorship of the proletarlat (based on

an allisnee with the peasantry) can remain durlng a certalin perlod of

tife not soecialist as: yet but the road to bourgeois development from

the dictatorship of tHe proletarlat can lead only through counterrev-

clution. For this reason, so far as the socisl cohtent is concerned,

it is necessary to say: 'We shall wa 1t and see.'""

This hypothetical stawe ‘of the Chinese revolution proaected by Trotsky more
then two decades ago corresponds precisely to the réslity of the China of today.
The prevolution! s "social eontent”=~the full nationalization .of the means of producw
tion as well as colleetivization of agriculture--has, of course, "not yet"” been
achieved, although small but significent beginnings have been made, ‘egpeclally in .
Mancburla. But the road back "o bourgeois development from the dictatorship of tie .
proletariat can lead: only throuzh counter-revolutlon,' j.e., the re-emergence of the
Chiang Kal-shek regite or one of 51m11ar soc1al stripe.

Of cotrse Trotsky had in vind a genuine.  Comrmnist Perty grounded in revolu-
tionary Merxisw and geared to the perspective of the world revoluticn, rather than
the party of Mao Tée-tung snd Chou En-lai, which in every way represent = negation
of these very ideas. But then the latter have not beén the architects and guides of
the revolutlon, as was the case with the purty of Lenln and Trotsky. On the contrary,
olutionary pressure of the Chinese peaghﬁig'ahﬁ'workersa But thelrs is nonetheless
a dictatorship of the proleteriat and peasantry no matter how distorted and mutila-
ted by Stallnlst practlces, dogmas and perspectives--unless we are willing to assume
that the Communist Party of China is a non-working cless orgonization and does not
base iitself on the workers and peasants. In such a case we shall, of course, have
to revise our whole theoretical approach to this question.
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But what about the contradiction between the present political structure in
Chinn and its economic base? Here again the words of Trotsky offer a faultless
guide: _

UThe gist of the matter lies precisely in the fact that although the

political mechanics of the revolution depends in the lest_analysis upon

an econonic base (not only national but international) it cammot, howe

‘ever, be deduced with abstroct logic from this economie base. In the

firet place, the base itself is very contradictory and its ‘maturity’

does not allow of bald statistical determination; secondly, the economic

base as well as the politieal situation must be approached not in the

national but in the internationzl frarework, taking into account the dia-
lectic action and reaction between the national and the intermational;.
thirdly, the class struggle and its political expression, unfolding on
the scononic foundations, also have their own irperious logic of develop-
‘ment, which camnot be leaped over.™

Tn. the 1light of the sbove passage it is clear that the objective dynawics of
~ the Chinese revolution can find its fullest expression only on the inbernational
arena. The fate of China even more than that of the Soviet Union can be determined,
not within the nsrrow confines of its national boundaries, but on the broad high-
way of the international proletarien revolution. ' :

1i. o a@proaeh towairds & real understanding of the intricate relstions be-
tween China, the Soviet Union and imperialisti is possible unless one previously
takes into sccount the class character of their regimes. - -

"The USSR, as a workers' state, has no imperialist interests or aims in China.
On the contrary, it is in the interests of the USSR to help smash inperiglism in
21l its colonisl and semi-colonial strongholds by rendering the fullest possible
aid to the oppressed peoples in their struggle against imperislism.®

This statement of Trotsky's,written in 1938, retains its fullest validlty to-
day. In the diplomatic relations of Moscow and Peking are not only interlaced the
sordid interests of the two bureaucracies, but also.the imner needs for development
of their respective states. We must draw e sharp line between the conflicting needs
of Stalin and Mao for the perpetuation of their privileges, and the lmperious de-
monds for futual developrent of China and the Soviet Union as geographically conti-
guous and socially hermonious state forwntions, The frictions and conflicts are all
between Mao and Stalin, not between China and Russiz. ‘ : ' :

The alliance between the Soviet Union and the Chinese Republic is an alliance
between soeial classes having identical sociml gims. Inherent in this is their ir-
reconcilable hostility to irperialism. The world bourgeoisie is supremely consclous
of this. In its effort to break the alliance it is not prouwoting a "new demccratic
order in Asia," but is seeking to promote a new form of apostasy among the leaders
of the Asiabic revolution, while at the some time preparing to mount a new military
cffensivae. : ' - :
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between the USSR and China has partially decided the fate of the USSR, and defini-
tely ended more than a guarter of a century of isolation, While it has solved one
provlem for the USSR as well as China, it has put into sharper focus another, and
made 1ts selution more irperative thon ever. The elimination of more than half g
pillion people from the strangle-ho}d of world capitalism in the period of its death
agony cannot but aggravate all of the contradictions of capitalism anew, and lmpel
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the bourgeolisie towards a forcible solution of its problems at the expense of the
millions of the Asiatic continent, the last asafetyvalve for world imperialism. The
co~existence of the Soviat-Chinese allianee side by side with lmperialism connot
but be conceived as a preparatory period for the next phase in the global class
struggle.

12. The law of uheven development and ite supplementary expression, the law of
combined development, have brought it sbout that Burope, the cradle of that socio-
econormie’ formation known as capitalisn, proved too narrow and cramped either to
serve as the bagin for capitolism's fullest éxpansion in its youth or even as a
cermetery where the proletariast can at long last perfork: the findgl rites for its
stubborn and tenacious old foe. Ian this respect, capitalism shows a striking simi-
larity to. ot lesst one other preceding universal social formation. We refer of
eourse to the classical ecivilizaotions of antiquity. They too attained their fullest
flowing, not in thelr eradles, the fertile valleys of the Tigris and BEuphrates or

;the'Nile, but on the brooder exponse of the Mediterranean.

thlch Was Slowly Shlftlng fron Britain to Gerrany, also shcwad signs of moving fur-

~ther westwaord towards America. This was grophically illustrated, not merely by the
uninterrupted strean of migration, as well as the export of capital to Ameriea, but
by .a rultitude of other factors, not the least of which was of course the unparall-
elled expansion of Anericen industry itself, which developed in practically ideal
social and notural surroundings, untrammeled by Burope's feudal cbstructions. Nor
were there formldnble capltallst rlvals dlrectly‘blocklng 1ts path of aevelopmenﬁ.

“The flres of the 18h8 revolutlon on the European continent could not be re-
vived in the walke of the discovery of geold in California, a fact whieh Marx and
Engels refer to as of “even greabter importance than the February revolution.” With
prophetic visgion the youthful aubhors sow more than o century before our time that
unless Burope took the rosd of soeial revolution ™it would fall into the same in-

dustrial commercial, end political dependence as Italy, Spain and Portugal.” Only

Af Burope "transformed its mode of production” would it "nmeintain the superiority
of Buropesn industry and counteract the dlsudvantages of the geographical gitua-
: tlon,' in rel ation to Arerica. :

lh At about the sae time thet signs Were discernlble of the shift of the
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the chief tieoret1c1an of the Second Internatlonal, did not entlrely overlook this
~interesting social phenomenon. And Lenin, almost two decades later, “in a none-too-
-polite manner, recalled it to his attention after Kautsky had tarned renegade and
denled the validity of the October Revolution.

15. The first imperialist bolocaust delivered o shabtering blow to European
caplﬁallsm and marked the definite passoge of the eccnomic center of gravity to
Arericd. Tudwell Denuy's notable book, "Anerica Conguers Britain,” which appeared
a-decade later; was merely a statistical tobulation of Trotsky's brilliant prognosis
that America “would put Euroye on rations.@‘
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ward gave: obgective and monurental ver1flcatlon of its ex1stence Wlth the outbreak
of the October Revolution, breaking the ivperialist chain at its weakest link,
Ru531aq

The establishmeﬁt of the Tirst Workers!?! Repﬁblic and the founding of the Comm-
- unist International electrified the whole world proletariat. It did not, however,
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'sable ald of Stalln, but left smoldering evbers.in the form of 1ntractable armies.

16. The close of the Second World War established American finance capital
as the nerve center of world imperizlism and narked its fusion with the most diverse
forms of Buropean and Asiatic reaction. It olso signified the end of Buropean cap-
italisr s political sovereignty in doweotlc and partlcularly in forelgn affalrs.

e  — — -

the LllllOnS of 0ppressed and explmlted in all of southeust A81a, and: even as far
as the Phlllpplnes. : -

17. To arrive ot an opproximation of the direction of soecial developrent since
the October Revolution, let us identify anew the driving forces of that developnent,
namely, the bourgecisie and the proletarist. Proceceding thus, we -isolate them in
"pure" form; that is, we separate then from such secondary pherorens as national
boundaries, political parties, bureoucraey, democracy, fascism, reformisg, and Stal-
inism. These are superstructural elements, which in a given situation may operate
to bolster or harper the structure as the case nmay be, but are strictly derivative
in character. Soretires they serve as pelliastives for reviving a decomposing
social structure, and again, as encrustations vhich paralyze o live and growing
structure. In a broad and general way, history indicates. that, ultimately; every
new social structure which arises out of the needs of developrent of the productiwe
Torces will in time bring into corresyondence its superstructure, or, falling that,
will overthrow 1t _

f we sbetract all superstructural phenomena from the structure, that is, from
the sux total of the inter-relation of the -classes, we find that the reésidue is
still the same~~the bourgeoisie and the proletarist,

What then 1s new? If we still view the structure-~the sum total of the inter-
relations of the classes--in "pure," naked form and divorced, particularly, from
the blinding effects of the multitudinous national boundaries, we see then that
there has taken place on g global scale a2 wost remarkable social regrouptent_of the
ba51c elasses, a redistribution into newer and larser ge_gr aphical b351ns of _the
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The proletariat established its first workers! republic in the East, where
imperialism was weakest and where caopital found the greatest social re81stance to
its reproduction and further developrient. The bourgeolsie on the other hand repro-
duced iteelf on a waterially sounder foundation in. America, where it not only en-
countered the least 5001al resistonce but also found the. HOSt fuvorable natural
Surroundlngs. S

18. "America is the foundry where the fate of Man will be forged.” In this pro-
found thought of Trotsky's is lodged not only s great historic conception but also
a revolutiogary prognosis and guide to action. Ingrained in it, too, is the final
hope for all humanity.

The law of value, that ultinmate arbiter of zll things both splendid and- shabby,
has evineced in Arerica an all too-onewsided interest, and even partiality towards the
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The law of lsbor value showed that a couple of Arerican destroyers could
terrorize all Formosa, and completely subdue it, were that also necessary. That
. oecurred fully three-quarters of a century ago, in 1876. Todgy, when America is
equipped with the stordie borb, the "sbsolute" weapon, Formosa presents a formidable
"and even terrifying project for the banker-general fraternity in the Pentagon.
Thet' too is a demonstration of the law of labor value--that it may yield different
results under c¢hanged circumstances. ' ' '

"Five miserable divisions,™ as Trotsky called them, seemed entirely sufficient
- for the Japanese war cligue to hold all of China's willions in subjection. But -
the bookkeepers of the banking houses of Mitsul and Mitsubishi took 00 narrow a
view of the role of teehnology in its relation to the prosecution of a predatory
 war on a seeningly helpless people. That the miscaleulators broke their necks in
the relentless pursuit of theisr mad adventure was also an expression of the law of
labor. value--only they had not réckoned with this side of the lew: its condltional,
dependent and relative character.

The law of value resulates the organisw of capitaliswm, and illurinstes the re-

- ~lations between labor and technology. It shows that the productivity of labor is
determined, among other factors, by the state of technology. But from this does

" pot Tollow the utteriy false and spurious rilitery ddetrine, now especlally cur-

rent sfter Korea in the ruling surmits of Wall Street, that the technological sta-

tus of any partidular céuntry at any given moment.is an absclute eriterion of its

strength and visbility dn modern combat--that 1s, total war.

- 19, Aperican finance capital is the eenter of the irperialist systen. It is
moving at a Taster terpc all the time, but its heart bteats even slower. True, the
war doubled the national incowme--raised the productivity of lsbor, and expanded
the productive forces to unprecedented heights. But Armerican capital 1s living on
porrowed time. It is nurturing voleanic eruptions éverywhere. The terrestial globe
sppears to it as one gigantic plece of real estate, in a terribly bearish market,
where the overlords of finance can garner the nost fabulous fortunes werely by
extending funds to the rost desperate custorers. But alaa! The tine-hcnored empir-
jcal solutions are rumming their full course. That their "elder statesmen" recog-
nize +this is all too clear from their daily foreboding pronuncisrmentos.

Arierdicen finance capital never fully recovered from the paralytic stroke 1t
received in the economle avalanche which began in Getober, 1529. The years of cat-
_aclysmic decline that followed in its wake were proof irrefutable that private
ownership of the means of production was strangling the social orgaenism. That
whole complicated network of capitalist property relations which is forever mask-
ing itself under the pseudonyn of "free enterprise" and the “democratic way of 1ife"
was suddenly stripped of its sodden garwrents and began t0 aeppear with each passing
dey of chronic crisis, as just & brutal mass of reactionary and hypocritical
obstructions standing in the way of the American people. Signs, too, were to be
. obgerved everywhere that this revolutionary idea right even take hold of the broad
nasgses. The bourgeoisie reacted with frenzied, hysterical opposition, even to the
most insignificant. social demands. It was not that the bourgeoisie could not
Tafford” them, but it was indicative of the fact that the idea of revolution, which
was slowly making its way into the nerves of the wmasses, had simulbaneougly raised
itself as s spectre in the ninds of the botrgeolsie.

But the continent of Burope was agaln pregnant with another imperialist heolo-
caust, and America was destined to become the arsenal from which Burope would draw
an apparently unlinited stream of weapons for its own self-destruction. This is
what was at the bottom of the recovery that followed. This is what interrupted the
further developrment of Americats first series of truly great class struggles and
cooled the molter lava of the erbryo revolution that was the CI0 in its Heroie Age,
the phase of its "sitdowns.”™
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20, "Violent outburststzke place sooner in the extrermities of the bourgeois
organism than in the heart, because beré regulation is more possible.” Thus did
Marx meny decades ago, without even alluding to America, depict its role while at
the same tire. foreshadowing the first series of successful revolutionary confla-
grations at the extrevities of the ivperialist system, and not at its heart. But
the heart is so fashioned that it con properly nourish only . the natural parts of
its own body. While it is incontestably true thet Arerice is todey the center of
the world-wide imperialist syshen it must not be forgotten that it was constructed
to Tit the narrower framework of the American continent. The laws of physiclogy
have yet to exhibit how the heart of an organism,'itsélf in 0ld age, can be made
to function while assuming the =dded responsibility of punping its blood  into an
ever-increa51ng nurber of dead and decaying parts artificially engrafted to it.
This . is an aboudina ation in nature as well as in gociety! The heavy preponderance
of the dead weights of European and Asiatic reaction will 1nev1tably ruin s aging
heart. : .

The burden of the preceding paragraphs is calculsted to show that the tendency
in world polltlcs and economics whereby the revolutionary center of gravity noved
steadily in one direction and the econoric center of gravity in another directicn,
will sooner than riost philistines realize, couvert itself into 1ts owpos;te and
result in a union of the two.

This. 1s the real.reanlnr of Arerica as the "foundry where the fate of man will
be forﬁed " The. ceelescing of the revolubtionary center of gravity with that of the
econoinie center will be the great turning point in man's history.

_ The firsttruly revolutionary outburst on the social soil of the American con-
tinent will light the flstes of a new revolutionary conflagretion which is sure 1o
envelop the entire globe. Tt will graphically demonstrate how "East meets West”
not by the construction of new and more tortiousartificisl boundaries,but by the
i revolutlonary destruction of all of them, It will be the suprewe and ultimate
alliance of the great truly progressive classes of the East and West in 2 final
effort to accorpllsh their own dissolution. This in turn will terminste the first
great cycle of men's development from sub-man--to nan—«to Cormunist Man, and set
him on the path to new and higher syntheses.

_21._It is only in the light of the general pefspective outlined above that we
can arrive at a fuller and rore many-sided estimate of the period which began with
the first worldwide imperialist explosion of August 191k,

At the end of two world wars and thé beglnnlng of the third cne, the relative
position of the two basic classes in the struggle for world hegemony is as followss
The world bourgeoisie lost its material bases in Russia, Chine and Fastern Burope.
Tt all but lost the shattered rermants of its base in Western Burcope. But it gstren-
gthened 1tself raterlally and sccially in Arerlca. The world proletariat in =
at the cqst of 1%é-b5%plete ‘political expropriation. It lost its revolutionary van-
guard and. suecumbed to ideologicel strangulation. This resulted in the complete
atrophy of the revolutionary Marxist spirit; its traditions, its-heritage, not to
speak of its revolutionary methods of struggle and its liberating principleg. From
this followed a long period of dermoralization of the world proletariat and its
conseqpént inability to reorganize iteelf under a.new revolutionary vanguard.

— e wkt | me oo

could it really have been otherwise? Such a long and protracted strugble, extendlng
for decades and spannlnb the contlnents as well ag the oceans, could not but result
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In 2 continuous, raging, ever~deepening and widening war between the classes,
no greater error can be made than to confuse a mementous gain with a loss, or for
that matter vice versg, Our primary puvpoqe in ﬂnking an appvaisal of tbe class
letarlan arty cannot for long be under a cloud as 1o whethé%mbgkgéih_b§'§£s contin-
gents belong to the snewmy or are part of its omn class carp. & zaln rust be defen
ded and a loss must be erased} Such are the ruthless mnd 1vper10us demands of a war
that must be fought to the death,

But can Eastern Europe and Chlna be reﬂarded as a gain for the proletarlat9 As
a success? Perhaps the best way to answor this question is expressed in the words
of Walt Whitwan: "It is provided in the essence of things that frowm any fruition of
success, no matter what, shall core forth something to nake a Freater struggle nec-
essery.

‘Thus the real merit, the lasting significance of the overturns In Bastern Fur-
ope amd Ching =zre that they shall bring forth, as expressed in the words of Whitman,
YSOMETHING . MAKE A GREATER STRUGGLE NECESSARY " China and Bastern Burope are step-
ping stones which bring %the greater strug b1.e"----the 1neV1table soczal Armageddon
between capital ané lgbor--even closer.

= e e me e e e e e e e e e — __n..—--n--.—._..._
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highway of the woxld struggle of the classes where their fate and the fate of the
world proletgrl ot will be decided. The crushing of the old state mpparatus and the
erection of a new one based on workers ond peasants nerely lays the foundation for
the development of the revolution from lower to higher stoges--d developrent that con
find 1ts fruition only on the international arena. If Wwe adopt the global class war
as the scule of our neasurerents then we can see that the overturn in Eastern,Eurn
ope and in China have materinlly changed the relationship of forces between the
world bourgeoisie sznd the world proletariat, and have been a heavy blow, to 1mper1al~
ism by circumscribving the orbit of its deadly operations, i.e., the extraqtlon of
surplus value, the super-exploiiation of the people abroad in order to better en-
slave the people at hore. Thls 1n 1tself is o progressive developrent. '

Neither Russma nor Chlna nor Eustern Europe nor Yugoslavia ecan build "socialisnm

in one countyy® or even together "in one zone.™ If in the“perioé'which opened in
192h when a relatively rore stable eguilibrium prevailed, the buillding of soclalism
in one country was a reactionary, notionalistie Utopla, then todey it is cowpletely
fontostic, and a cruel deception of the masses., While significent gains cen be made
here and there by the nationalization of the means of production and the collectiv-
ization of agrieulture, the distortion of the economy of these countries as a
result of the imperative needs of the military situation mokes peaceful planning,
even on a modest scale, for-more difficult. The world is living in a perpetual

state of war, 1lterally on the edge of a preciplice. The dark shadow of Aterlcan 4 1ilem
perizlist might, ond the terror of its military prowess are s preponderant elerent
in the caleulations of the large as well as the srall states. As long as the incubus
of American finance eapital clings ¢ the body of world economy no real long~term
gocialist planning can be done anywhere on the globe. A world that is living in the
shadow of the atomic borb cannot - but econordcally gear itself vore and more bowards
wart that is, the forcible solution of irreconeilable contradictions which cannot. .
be resolved in any obher memner. That is the indelible outline of the stark reality.
Whoever preaches "the neutralization of the two camps" for a long period, is handing
the masses a soporific pill while the bourgeoisie is sharpening its dogger.

22. The metamorphosis of the USSR-~the most striking social phenomenon in men's
entire evolution--presents a living social ponorama that is truly stoggering. This
is scarcely to be wondereed ot, It contains within its brood bosor such on abundsnce
of contradictions, contrasts, ond nuonces--is so rich and variegated in content--
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combining horse-drswn vehigles with jet-propelled planes--harnessing the energy of
the peasant who still draws his water direct frorm the well, while exploring the
possibilities of theé mountainmoving atom--a whole country roving at Treak~-neck
speed, =nd yét at a smail's pace--holding .out the greatest hopes for the masses,
ond yet dashing ther to the ground every dsy, every hour--connected and intercon-
nected with a thousond threads to the rost distant and most barbarous past, and
vet serving as a beacon light for ran's future--a vast labyrinthine social complex
whose every sinew and miscle is twined and intertwined with the wost suffocating
and stifling overgrowtll' of parasitic fat. Such are some of the more obvicus aspects
of o onee isoloted ond “struggling infent state that has now arisen to the stature
of a veritable giant. - - . I

A real analysis of the Soviet state can only be:rade with the ald of

what Lenin called “the last word in scientific, evolutionery methods" -
" dislactics. "™The essence of it," he took great pains.to show, "is the

division of the one and the sognition of its contradictory parts.”

. Where is the summer soldier in lobor's minor wars who has not championed the

- Boviet Union-When' that sociol phenomenon sppeored in its "one-ness," i.e., its unity,
‘anf as it is seen in relotively stable equilibrium--"at peace with the world", and

in harrmonious collaboration with labor's deadly enermies?

. And who has not seen the erstwhile sycophant:and phrveyor of the most infawous
Stalinist dogmos who has suddenly awakened in the vidst of-the cold war ond now
sees only "its éontradictory parts”--the conglorerate wass of Stalinist distortions
of “the ‘Boviet state? Tt reiained for Trotsky to show that the real essence of the
objective dinlectics of the Soviet state lies not in its "one-ness" (the unity of
opposites in the body sceial, which is gpgﬁiﬁipgal,nﬁgﬁgpgpgxz and 3@}@3}3@7 nor in
o dts multitudinous contradictory parts {(which are merely objective manifestations
of the hidden process), but in the ¥division of the one,” {the struggle of opposites,
which is gbgp}pjg) and must inevitably result in the separation of the revolutionary
sccial structure fron the reactlonary super-structure. Therein lies the essence not
.. only of the Soviet Union tut of dialectics itself! This is the imperishable rock

of Trotekyisr, the only valid and consistently revolutionary Marxisr of today.

23, In between capitalism and socialisw lies ashead a rather lengthy period of
trengition. Since the advent of the October Revolution, it has genersally been re-
cognized to be more protracted in character than was originzily conceived in the
pre-ronopoly days of capitalism. It nust now also be fully recognized that to the
transition between capitelisn and socialism there also corresponds another lengthy
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Tike all other elements in the materianl evolution of men, consciousness is sub-
ject to the same laows of movement--of slow quentitative growth, of leaps forward
and breaks, of the transforrmation of quantity into quality, ete.--as all other phen-
ormena. The successive breakdowns of the First, Second and Third Internationals can be
conceived as breaks in the evolution of the conscicusness of the proletariat. These
bresks correspond to, or rather follow on the heels of, gilant rifts in the raterial
strugzle of the classes, arising from their incompatible roles in the process of
production. The reflection of this in the consciousness of the working class, per-
ticularly in its vanguard, are true-to-law developrments, conforring inexorably to
objective law. Reother than evincing the reign of the arbitrary, they deronstrate
that consciousness, like all other elerents in social developrent, is the product
of 2 deep inner lowlulness.

The victory of the Therridorean over the revolutionary tendency in the struggle
of social forces following the October Revolution was the greatest break in the
development of the consciousness of the working class. The revolutionary tendency
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fell in combat as a result of the concentration of all the material and social
forees of the bourgecisie against an isolated and besieged fortress of the world
revolution. The centralism of the irperialist bourgeoisie triumphed over the rev-
olutionary centralism of the proletariat, and produced s monstrous reaction in
the bureaucratic absclutisr of Staliniss.: ‘ '

2k, Our movement will triurph over all its ideological'enemies, and lead the
world proletariat to ultimate vietory by remorselessly and relentlessly exposing
before 2ll the world the inherent contradiction and ultimate separation of the
virus that is Stalinism gpgp_ﬁég_bgpi;;pg‘Ehgp_;g_gbg_ggzp;pEigpL inherent in the
structure of a whole group of workers?! states corprising almost half the population
of the world. The latter demands of ug that we passionately, loyzlly and devotedly
defend them against all their enemies from within and frorm without. Fallure to do
it boldly and courageously will result in a breach of revolutionary duty not only
to the workers and peasants in thosa states, but to the world proletariat as well.,
Equally imperative is the consistent, energetic ond ebsclutely uncompromising eXw=
posure of the perfidicus role of Stalinism all over the world. In the daily pro-
gecution of these tasks as port and parcel of the general world-wide prosecution
of the class strugrle we will grow strong snd soon count our followers by the
millions., '

25. This is not the surwer of Stalinism, but its Indian Surrer. This is not
the Winter of labor's historiecal role, but that of capital's, and its golden bloody
dusk now settling all over the globe heralds not the long might of reaction but
the relative (even though it ray be total) darkness of the equinox before the
storming of the heavens by the proletariat. .

October 29, 1950

- 1. New International, April 1936, - _
2, The Founding Conference of the Fourth International,(Program and Resolutions)
Socialist Workers Party, New York, 1939. n. 80.
3. Trotsky: History of the Russian Revolution, Vel. 3, appendix 2, p. 349, London,
V. Gollonew L&d., 1933, ' '
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THE GLOBAL CLASS WAR AND TIF DESTINY OF AMERICAN LABOR

by Sar Marcy

- Is There an Independent Destiny for the Arerican Working Class?

I propose to discuss in this article whot I belicve to be the besic and under-
1ying issves in the current discussion. The Tirst one is: Is there an independent
destiny for the Arericsn proletariat? The second one is: What is the historical
fate of Stalinisc in the new epoch of plobal class war, and how does this affect
the task of the American vanguard, the SWP?

Let us consider the first issue. Is it possible for the Arerican proletarist
to carve out for itself an independent Gestiny, en independent road toward socialisw
soparate  and ¢ apart from Burope and Asis? Is it pogsible to strike ocut on an
entirely new path, which will lead to the broad highway of the Arerican Revolution?
After all, is it not truve that the Avericun working class is s%ill virpin soil,
and rezally has no allegisnce to any political party in the sense that the Buropeans,
or the #4sians, or the Latin fArericans heve? Is it not possible to start frow a new
beginning, brush aside the Stalinists as well as the debris of the various socislist
pects and begin anevw, dig deeper and deeper into the trade unicns, and conduct the
$truggles there in the spirit of the independent c¢lass politics of Lenin? If we
divorce ourselves fpom the fobte of Burope and Asia, wlll we hot cet the ear of the
workers rore readily? If the workers hate Stalinisr and Russia, be it for pood or
for bad reasons, of what concern is it to us if they will follow us on our path
to socialisy ? - : -

In Europe and Asia there is a corplex--or contradictory corbination--of revol-
ution and reaction. Such is the situation in Russia, Eastern EBurope and China, Is
it not far better to disregard the whole corplexity? ¥Why toke the onus of Burope's
curses on ouwr back? Why carry a burden which is not necessary, and cerbtainly not
acceptable, to the Arerican workers todzy mnd perhaps not even adaptable to the
Averican scene? Will we gain wore by linking up our fate with the revolutions of
the Bast and of Europe, or by withdraving fror ther:? Does what is described as the
revolutionary complex in Eurcope and Asia hinder or belp us? Is the revolutionary
reality of Burope =znd Asls a wagnet through which we can drew the rost advanced
elerents into our party, or is this revolutionary reality not overshadowed and out-
veished by the dark spectre of Stalinisn? Will we gain rore by drawing upon the
revolutionary reality in Europe and Asia, or will we lose wore as a result of the
ﬁerrific obstacles which Stalinisr puts in our way as a bar to the Averican worker?
\ 1 have relsed this series of questions in a particularly sharp wannei because
I think it has a close relevance to the present discussion. I have raised these
questions because I have felt for a long time thai sooner or later the process of
uneven develcprent in the revolutlonization of the world proletariat would place
these questions on the agenda in the Arerican party. This would happen because of
the tardiness in the radicalization of the Arerican working class and the fact that
the revolutionary center of gravity is still in the BEast. The revolutionary center
of gravity has been moving with gisnt strides, but thus far, further and further
Bast, so that by now it has fully in its orip not only the continent of Asia, but
Africa and the Middle Hast. The tidal wave of world revolution sbroad is in sharp
contrast to the reactionary trend that has dorinated this country Tor several vesrs

now. That is why the above series of questions rust be put on the sgenda and Fully

exarined.

Let us begin with the rost elerentary question. Is the Avericen proletariast an
independent social entity? Obviously the answer is no. But let us pursue it a lit-
tle Turther with the aid of a gquotation Tfrom Lenin.
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The Link in the Chain -

Lenin wrotes

"The whole of political 1liTe is =n endless chain corposed of zn infinite
number of links. The whole art of the politician consists in Tinding
and taking firm hold of the link that ig rogt difficult to take from
you, the iost loportant at the given vorent and the one which best guar-
antees to you the possession of the whole chain.” -

Lenin's reference to the link and the chain offers an slinost perfect analogy. .
of the relationship between the fierican proletariat and the world-wide proletariat.
The Arericon proletariat is the link, the world proleteriat is the chain., The
Averican proletariat is historically the rost irportant and decisive link Tor the
fate of the whele chain. Bute-and thisz 15 6F Lhe greatest irporiance--the link is
indissolubly connected and intertwined with thé whole chajn. Separate the link from
the chain and neither the link nor the chain exists. If the Americean proletariat. .
were a soclsl entity not comnected with the chain, then we could consider the ques-
tion of an independent destiny. DBut the Averican proletariat is an inseparable and .
corpletely inter~dependent link, not merely of tlhe world proletarist, but of an
entire global class carp. Unless we view the Averican worlilng class in this lignt,
we cannol see it in proper historical perspective, nor can we analyze the course of .
its ultinate destiny. In order to fully answer the questions posad, it is abgolutely

necessary to consider the nev world setting.

I have introduced in the above parzZraph the conception of the zlobal class . -
carm, the cap of which the Arerican working class is an indispensable and key part
whose fate, let re repeat, is corpletely tied up with it. The conception of our
class caup is different today frow any other period in the history of the working
class. There was a period in the history of the working class when its carp was ""
confined almost exclusively to the exploited proletariat., That was the period prior-
to the October Revolution when it had raeletively few sllies anony the oppressed
rasses 1n the colonies and dependent countrics when the latter slept the sleep of
the centuries. Of coirse they were always allies in a social sense but not politi-
cally articulate. Tn the epock thut saw the rise of the victorious revolution in
the USSR headed by Lenin and Trotsky, the Soviet Union was at the head of the carp
of the exploited which already included rillions of' awakened colonial masses, In
the epoch of Stalinist degeneration and the consequent isclation of the Soviet
Union, the isolated workers state introduced a wonstrous distortion, rutilation and
atonization within the camp of the world proletariat. In the present epoch our
class camp is not only constitutbed differently because it is a new historieal period,
but because it has a nurber of characteristics which distincuish it from the previocus
epoch. S

In ¥het Hermer is Qur Class Carp Different than in the Previous Bpoch?

In the first place, the carp of the rroletariat today, unlike the previous epoch,
has the bull: of the oppressed beoples in the colonies and dependent counbries within
its carp as allies. The mass of beaschtis, seni- and non-proletarian elerents of the
baclorard countries; vhieh in previous epochs were the reserve of inmperialist reaction,
can nov be rezarded not werely in a social but in the political sense as well, as
bhaving been atiracted to and daily becoring more and rore part and parcel of the carp
of the proletariat. The revolutionary Ternent all over the colonisgl world is testinony
to this fact. Our class caup is numerically rmch larger, tueh more politieslly conscious
than in all previous epochs. Tre second characteristic of our elass carp is that it
has state allies, states where tihe vorking class, if not in a political sense, then

certainly in a soecial and historic sense, holds the ruling power. The third charsc-
teristic of our cawp, as differentisted fror the Stalinist epoch proper, is that the
deforrity and mutilotion introduced by the Stalinist leadership ot the hesd of this
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carp is now on the threshold of its exit from the historical scenej; whether this be
~a watter of ronths, or g fevw years it not of srest morent., Yhat is of- great moment

is that the conditions for its existence mre slipping fror under its feet. The fourth
characteristic of our class carp is that the new state allles, China and Eastern
Europe, by their very existence, have so thoroughly underrined the foundations of the
itperialist structure that it emn virtually be said that the world relationship of
forces has been definitely and irretrievobly turned in favor of our canp. However,
this turn in the relationship of forces does not autoratically decide the Tate of
our carp, but merely sets the stage for the inevitable strugsle,

“Our carp, the carp of the exploited, is still charmcterized by the sare def-
iciencies wihich have characterized the exploited, oppressed and subjucated classes
in all previous historizal epochs. It lacks, first and forercst, at i%s head, a lead-
ership willing, capable and ready to insure victory in the unfolding conflict with - =
irperialisn, As in all previous historical epochs, the exploited classes are still
blinded by the class eneiy's poisonous ideology of sectionalisr and narroveiindedness,
the purveyors of vhich are the labor lieutenants of capitalisr and the Stalinist
bureaueracy. Our caimp needs wnity but In larye part is characterized instead by total-
itarianism. It needs revolutionary internationalism but instead is congistently beins
injected with the chauvinism of irperialisr or the no less virulent chauvinism of the
Mosecow oligarchy. This entire class carp with all its shoritcormings, with all its dire
Tailings, with a1l the terrible handicaps of treacherous leadership, is nevertheless
moving onward, not consistently, not uniforely, not everywhere with the sare tetpes .
tuous revoluticnary sweep, but it is noving steadily and inveding the foriresses of
imperialisiz, -Our class camp, it beécores plainer every day, congtitutes an invincible
and wholly viable social forration. The strugple that it is conducting is many-sided.
It fights its batiles not only econoriically and politically but, as is now evident,
with military means. ' ' '

The Global Class War

Actually, there has been a global war on ever since Korea. The bourgeoisis has
long been aware of this, and its wost aubroritatlve representatives are applying the
conception of the global war with every nevw turn of the situation. Let us exanine
this war before we reswre our rain point, the relationship of the Avericen proletar-
iat to the entire ¢lass carp. , '

On May &, 1953, the New York Tives, in an editorial on the crisis in Indow

China, wwrote:

"Phus what might seen et first zlance to be & srall jungle war in the
hinterland of a little and obscure state in the interior of Southeast
Asia cores into perspective as port of a great slobal conflict that is
both physical ond ideological, It cannot be divorced frow other develop~
wments in that conflict. It must be seen, therefore, in (this) Iight...”

Thus we see from this authoritebive. organ of the big bourgeoisie that they re-
garé the wvar frov an exclusively lobal viewpoint, and the bourgeoisie has so regard-
ed it Tor guite 2 long +tire. OF course, the bourgeoisie does not in so rany words

characterize the zlobal strugsle as a global class var. Why should 1t7 The bourge

eolsie rust always nask the class character of it predatory wars in the interests of
duping the masses.

I believe I was the first one o show that the global war was in realify =
global class war. I did this in a vevorandun subritted as material for a pre-convan-
tion discussionentitled Fercrandun on the Unfolding War on October 29, 1950. {Iater-
nal Bulletin Vol. XII, No. 4) Irn this melorondur 1 stobed:
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"The fact that the opening phase of the Wwar way manifest itself {or
rather concesl itself), even if only initially and tewmporarily, as 2
war between nations, should not in the slightest depree obscure its
clearcut class character. It 1s not a war between the nations but &
wer hetireen The €ldssec,,..in this war tie -geogrephlical boundaries are
social boundories, the battle forrations are class forrations, and the
world line of demarcation is the line rigidly drawn by the socialist
interests of the vorlo proletarizt. Every worlker Wusz know his place
as Wwell as his duty. :

He must now coue back to the elerentary generalization nade earlier to the effect
that the Arerican proletariat is not aon independent social entity but, on the:con-
trary, sn unbreskable link in the class chain. It nust share its fate and its des-
tiny, and gince iis role is enormous and decisive Ulbhln the carp, all the heavier
sre 1ts responsibkilities to the camp.

.Revolutionary_Inte;nqtiogalis&_vs, "Socialist" Isolationisr:

If the global class war has done one thing on the Arerican scene, it has defin-
itely and forever ended that variety of bourgeois isolationism of wh 1ch the old
Senator Borah was a typicel representative. The preseht dey bourgeois ' isclatlcnu
ists” are thoroughly internationalist and profoundly class-conscicus of the vital
interests of the entire bourgeois carp. They defend the world bourgeois camp regard-
less of the political clique which may head this or that capitalist governrment,
whether it be in Formosa or Belgiur, Thelr isolationisr is rerely a mask, a trlc&
and device to puk ascross & thorouzhly internstionalist and_lnperlallst spproach.
Their viewpoint is global in choracter. They seek to Tight the socialist revolution
on z world secale, The differehce of opinion” ancng therm doss not really rotate
around the issuc of netionalism va. internationaliswm, but on which section of our
class carp they should open their next rmilitary operation. The tost sober mnd the
most irreconcilable statesmen of the carp of Wall Street shovw the rost profound
class consciousness vhen they defend every landlord, every bourgeols, every kindred
socisl group on t he globe ggeinst the invasions of the revolutionsry moverent.

But how does this concern the Avericen working class? Can we not prosecute the
class struggle ot -hore in 2 way that would not involve the izsues raised abovel

Let us teoke & typicel union on the vast industrial Niagara frontier, where a
membership meeting 1s in progress. The union is the IUE-CIC representing the West-
inghouse local, a local by ne means distinguished for its lack of wmilitancy. One of
the issues on the sgenda is the McCarran fAct, which is 2 good iasue for the mili.
tants to fight on. But the resolutions sll emanate from the CIO National Office.
What is the 1line of the resolutions? They call for amendment of the Act, but not of
those provisions which victinize radical vorkers and call for the deportation of
others. They call for avending the Act se that certain catepories of displaced per-
sons like ex-landlords, ex-generals, ex-bus 1nessren, ex~bankers and "people with
slkills and abilities"” fror the "Iron Curtain” countries can have easier access to
the USA. The resolutinns aim to strengthen "derocracy” at home by fighting the "Reds!
abroad. This iz "internationalism,” the internstionalisy of the Wall Street banker
as transwitted by his labor lieuvitenants in the rsnks of the workers.

This variety of internationalisz has been raging to a lesser or greater degres
for several years now, and as long as the global class war continues, sueh a variety
of internstionalisn is bound to continue. We cannot circurvent it, we cennot get
around it, =and ve cannot chart out & course which arould avoid it, (We are not here
concerned with what our sparsely placed fractions can do under present conditions;
we are talking about our approach to this gquestion from a longer term pergpective.) To

he line of imperialist internstionalisr brought in by the labor fakers, we wust
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have a proletarian;-internationalist line vhieh corbats it effectively. This calls
for an intrensigent plobaX class line, which meets the issues raised by the labor
fakers in s class ranner. If we do not do this, then Ve are leaving the arena to the

Stalinists. h

To project a line whereby we avoid taking such a position is charting a course
for "soeialist" isolationisr, 2 pale reflection of the hoary bourzeois isolstionism
that has long vanished fron thé Arerican scene. It is no effective ansver to the.
imperialist-minded labor bureaucracy, who sre lining up the workers to fight the
"Reds" on = global seale to safeguaxrd the "free world.” Their politics are geared to
- save the "free world" from "world ecomrumnisn,'” There can hardly beany nationel issue
4in the labor Lovement of any scope- which is not directly affected by the. labor bur«
gaveracy's line on "ecormmnisn,” Even the sirplest and rost elemertery issue on Jim
Crow or housing, or even any ruiicipal issue which takes on sore sharpness and ro=-
mentur, like the issue of loyalty ocths for tenants in federally subsidized houaln#
projects, frmediately tokes on the aspect of a fight agalnst communist, i.e. the.
global class struggle. This is how internctionalisi is an issuve %o the Arerlean

workers every day in the yegr.

= To fight this issue effectively does not oean waiting for the powder kegs, which
Arerican irperialism is preparing all over the world, %o explode on the home front
It does not wesn waiting for the developrent of purelv national issues to arise on
the domnestic scene, which can be separste and apert from the world strupgle. ALY .
netional issues of any real wmoilentum will be increasingly connecited with the inter-
national strugele. Our program, tactlcs, and’ strategy rust be gearea to tals.

As Trotsky said in The Third International after Lenin,

"In our epock, not a s€inglé comnunist party can establish 'its grooram

by proceeding sclely or nainly from conditions and tendencies of develop-

ments in its owmn country...The revolutionary party of the proletariat :

can base itself only upon an internetional program corresponding to the:

character of the present cpoch, the epoch of the highest developnent

and collapse of capitalism. An international eocmunist program is in

no case the sum total of national prograss or an amalgar of their common

Teatures...In the present epoch, to a wuch larger extent than in the

past, the national orientation of the proletariat rust and can flow only

Trowm a world orientation ané not vice versa. Herein lies the basic ané

prinery difference becweeq c0uﬁunlsu'1nternat*onallsn and all varleﬁles

- of national socisglise.’ x

"The Road to Peace"

How let vs see how far the line of our party has been in accord with the concep-
tion of the emergence of two irreconcileble class camps in global conflict for heg-
enony over soclety. Let us exarine Comrade Cammon's pamphlet, "The Road %o Peace
According to Lenin and. According to Stalin.” Corrade Cannon's parphlet was not
written in sowe by-gone ers of peaceful developrent. It was published in 1951 in the
widst of the era of the globol claess var, The author's point of departure is not
the existing world of soeisl relctlonshlpa. True enough, there is = passage where
Cotrade Cannon makes allusion to:"the class struggle of the workers merging with the
colonial revolutions in comwon strugsle ggainst irperialisie,” but he does not indi-
cate that this concrete world we are living in is torn by tvo irreconeilable class
canps whoge strug;le has already broken out in wilitary warfare, where the cosual-
ties are alresdy counted in the n11110us, where the fighting is on opposite sides of

the class barricades.



50

But Comrade Cannon's pamphlet, as the subtitle indicates, is "accordlng to lenin
and according t¢ Stalin." It is the road ito peace aceevdlng to Lenin thet we are
interested in. The road {o peace, as Lenin taught us, is through ruthless and lmpla-
cable class war. The war in Korea is a class 'war. It has to be waged in that mesmner.
Howhere in his pamphlet does Comrade Cannom ever characterize the war as a class war.
One has to infer it or guess it. Nor does he view it as part of a general class war,’
Comrade Cannon points out that accordmng to Lenin, war in the epoch of imperialism
is inevitable. That is true. And it is also good criticism of the perfidious Stalin-
ist theory of co-existence., But it is mot sufficient eriticism of Stalin's road to
peace to say that co-existence is s delusion, and that war is inevitable. It must ale
s0 be shown that we, the Leninists, are for the road to peace in this concrete global
class war through.the vigorous, unrelenting and energetic prosecution of the war. Qur
road to peace ig fighmlng the war to a finish through the combined efforts of the ex-
ploited and oppressed in our camp, This also is not shown in Comrade Cannon's pamph-
let. The Amerlcan proletariat is not depicted as an inseparable detachment of one -
army in- one class camp whose aim is overall wiectory over ithe class enemy. Further-
more, Comrade Cannon does not deal with Korea ag a phase of the class war, He does
not seée the battlefield in Xorea as a picket 1ine or one of a series of world picket
lines demarcating the socialist interests of the glohal class strugglie. In effect,
he does not deal with the war from a thorcughly revolutionary internatlonallst point
of view.

Comrade Cenmon's pamphlet is largely devoted toward exposing the treacherous
co-existence theory of the Stalinists., That, of course, is excellent ecriticism. Bub
merely demolishing this theory opens up no perspective. Stating that the war is in-
evitable is correct, but 1t does not by itself indiecate a sclution. General refer-
ences to "the struggle for soclalism™ are also inadequate. To give “the struggle for
socialism and against the war" a concrete meaning, one must clearly and unambiguous-
1y show the road of thorough-going revolutionary defeatism in the camp of imperial-
ism, and the road of revolutionsry defensism in relation to the USSR, Esstern Europe,
China end the rest of the coionial worid., One must make absolutely clear that these
two complementary taciics. of the world proletariat flow from one sirategical line of
defending the sociallsi interests of the entire elass camp from imperialist attack.
This too is not shown in Comrade Cannon's pamphlet. He therefore shows no effective
revolutionary alternative as against the Stalinist tactie of the treacherous, vacil-
lating, collaborationist 1ine'known as "co-exigience."

It may be claimed that Comrade Cannon's pamphlet was directed to the broad masses of
workers. Hence the sharp revolutionary formulations outlined sbove would be unsuit-
able. But Comrade Camnnon's pamphlet aims to demolish the theory of co-exisience.
There are only two groups in the USA at the present time who are against the theory
of co~existence, the extreme right and the extreme left. By the nature of the pamph-
let, it could only be directed toward those radical workers who are against the ca-
pitalist status quo, against co-existence from the left. And to these workers it is
insuffiecient to merely give as the altermative to co~existence the theory of the
inevitability of war, without posing in the sharpest form the complementary taciics
of revolutionary defeatism and revolutionary defensism. Ctherwise, the theory of the
inevitabllity of war assumes & fatalistic and utierly passive character.

The Defense of the USSR

It has been traditional in cur movemeni to include a section on the uncondition-
al defense of the USSR in any document or popular pamphlet which deals with war.
Comrade Cannon's pamphiet, dealing precisely with this question, the question of war,
in order ito continue this tradition, should contain such a section. But all that we
can find in Comrade Cannon's pamphlet is a bare reference to the “"heritage of Octo-
ber." No one except a party member could possibly infer from this isclated phrase
that our movement is for the unconditional defense of the USSR,
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. Such a section--on the defense of the USSR-~-is5 'all the more necessary, partic-
ularly because Corrade Cannon goes into such detail in his descriptions of the reons-
trous crires of Stalinism. Vhere one deals in such tetienlaus detail. with the depen-
eration of the Soviet state and Stalinism, it is all the rore itportant to make
erystal clear our defensist position on the USSR, I ar not for splashing all over
the pages of the Militant blaging headlines of wnconditional defense of the USSR, But
every worker wvho is” thinking at all about polities sooner or later spproaches ug wit!
this question: "Where do you stand on Russia?" : .

The Soviet Union is o contradicbry phenomenon. It is a revolutionary social sys-
tem with & counter-revolutionary leadership. Corrade Cannon expounds on the concen-
tration camps, frave-ups, ete. What he says is true. Dut this truth alone is insuff-
icient. ST ‘ '

There was a time when we were practically the only group in the labor moverent
consistently explaining this truth Ffrowm the revolutionary point of view. Bub today
the bourgeocisie has seized upon this aspect of the Soviet state and broadeast it to
the four corners of the earth. Today this iz practically 21l the American worlker _
hears. It is drwied into his ears day in and day out by the trerendous capitalist
apparatug of radio, television, the press and the pulipit,. He identifies the resc-
tionary aspect of the Soviet Unicn with the entire soeial syster, just as the capit-
alist class wants him to do. llence, it is all the rore obligatory to ermphasize the
other side of the Soviet Union, its class character, its new soclzl systen, It is
necessary to explain that it is a living, viable workers' state, an historic gain
of the working class, a conquest to be defended. . :

Unfortunately this is not at all indieated in Courade Cannon's pacphlet. Nor is
it indieczted in his Los Anseles speeches, vhich are replete with references to “the
planned cconory of what is characterized as the "hationalized sector” without memn-—
tioning that we defend the bowndaries of this "sector.” We are taking too much for
granted if we assure that the Arerican workers will gather that we defend the Soviet
Union, by mevely rendering acknowledgement of a superior type of econony.

It is not so wuch that we have to emphasize the defense of the USSR frow the
point of view of wilitary defense, although that too will be of irmportance at a later
date. Most ivportant in the emphasis of the defense of the USSR is its pointed rethod
of showing to which class camp we belong. By continually emphasizing defense of the
USSR as well as China and Eagtern Europe, we make erystal clear that we are an insep-
areble part of the entire world canp. It is in this connection that the posing of the
defense of the USSR is wmore inmportant and rore urgent in our propaganda and agitatim
than ever before. ) '

By consistently and persistently elaborating our defensist position on the USER,
FEastern Europe and China, we are affirmatively showing our class solidarity with our .
class carp. Now since the issues of concilistionisr toward Stalinism and Stalino-
phobia are beinw raised, is not this the best way to detarcate ond differentiste our-
selves froo Stalinisu--to crushinsly answer these mebually oppesing accusations, to
show that we not only fight Stalin but are the vost vigorous, wost loyal and wost
determined defenders of the USSR?

Corrade Hensen's Article

In this connection, a leed article by Comrade Honsen on the death of Stalin con-
tains the same flaw as Corrade Cannon's parphlet. As & iatter of fact, an examinstim
of our weeglkly paper for the past several years in2icates a steady and undirinished
tendency te play dovn the revolutionary defense at g tine wvhen it is most necessary
and essential. Rare is the occcasion when any mention ever appears in our press of
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the defense of the USSR. It"might alrost be said that it only lives in the renory
of those who knew our position of 0ld. At a tire when the USSR is playing such a
tremendous role on the international arend, .and at a tire when 1t 1is uost necessary
to expose the real character of the Stalinists, we ought to rake clear that we are
not only for the defense of the USSR, hut that we are its rost deternined, most de-
voted and most loyal defenders. We ought to roke clear that our defense of the
Soviet Union is not only revolutionary, but effective; and the buresucracy is vace
illating, onewsided, nationalistic, and in the long run disastrous., This is our
point of departure as apainst the Stalinists.

Corrade Honsen's article on Stalin describes his historiezl role as the agent of
counter-revolution and roes through the familisr erimes of Stalin, covering his long
and -infamous caréer as the lezder oF the Soviet bureaicratic caste, I, of course,
have no quarrel with his depicting the crives of the bureaucracy. But . nowhere. in
this article does Corrode Hansen really indicate defense of the USSR, It is wfong_
and irperrmissible that his vague reference to the defense of the USSR is written in
such a way thet only = Trotskvist with years of party nmecbership could possibly sues:
that we are Tor this defense. We are, of course, for the defense, not only in the
sense that the workers of the world in capitalist ecountries should defend it against
imperialisw, but that in the USSR we are the best soldiers in any such strugzle, and
the rost ardent defenders of the social base of .the USSR. Frow Conrade Hansen's .
article, no one would conclude thet we defend +he USSR as we defend a labor union
against the buresuerats, that is, by defending it heart and soul against its class
enery and its ovn wislenders. '

Such a bold position, it will be objected, will put us way out on a limb, partic.
ularly in a country where the reaction is so severe. This objection ray be valid to
some extent. 5till, tactics could be adjusted. The wain strategical conceptions,
however, ust be made clear_gg.dayli:ht, even if it cans onr terpoyrary isolatipn.'

This meneral point is z hundred times vore valid in relastion to China and Korea.
Aside frou: the initial error that was rade in our approach to Korea, the clearcut’
character of the strusgle on the Asisn continent as a class strugple, as a struggle
between imperialiss and the world-wide working class and its allies arrong the op-
pressed- dolonizl peoples is still pot being rade clear enoush or sharp enough to de-
rarcabe us frow all varicties of pacifists, liherals, or Stalinist supporters. We
rust make plain that in the strugele in Korea, or any . ther place on earth, between
the two class camps, we pursue a line of revolutionary defeatism. Moredver--and this
is very irportant from ‘the point of view of our differentiation from the Staliniste
aend all sorits of pacifists--we wish to faecilitste the victory of our side, our class
gide, regordless of its tewporary leadership. At the sare tire, we rereilessly expose
all the reactionary, wrong; inadeguate policies pursved by the Krerlin and foisted
upon the leaderships of the colonial rasses in Asia, and counter-pose the revolution-
ary, Leninist-Trotskyist line to victory. It is to be noted that the Minority's at- °
tack on Comrade Connon's pamphlet does not refer to this vital question,

The need for'strengthening our position on the defense of the Soviet Union has
been apparent for seversl vears. As long ago as Decerber 7, 1948, Comrade Cannon
addressed a lefter to me on sore official business, in the course of which he asked
me for riy opinion of his "Proposczls for a Propagenda Carpairm,” I replied to Corrade
Cannon on Decerber 1k, 1948 as follows:

"Your project should include a more consistent, rore clearcuth exposition
end rearvacent of our own evaluation of the USSR and Staliniswy in general,
This means o reinterpret the expansion of Staliniss on the Burcopean con-
tinent and in Asis strictly in the teris and analysis made by Trotsky in
"In Defense of Marxism.” In ry view everything that has happened in Kurope
and Asia can still be accurately gsauzed with the yardstick erployed by
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Trotsky in his analysis of the 1939 events in Finland end in Poland. 1%
appears to me that there has been some bhacksliding on- this guestion as
evidenced by our co-thinkers' theses (1947) vwhich we amended &t the last

. plenum (1948). DBut the very necessity for the smendments shows thal we
were approaching a danger signal.” (The reader will note by the dates
that I was referring to our eo-thinkers! theses of 1947, and not the
1951 thesls which is the one involved in the current discussion.)

"We stand for the position of anconditional defense of the Soviet
Union,: my letter continued, "and all territories of the so-aalled
satellites where the means of production have been nationalized and
plammed economy introduced. Nothing that has happened on the inter-
national arena hes in the slightest degree invalidated our position...”

In this letter I also suggested thet -our magazine nghould regularly carry pole-
mical material against the Shachtmenites, notwithstanding their numerical insignifi-
cance in the labor movement," One of the main thoughis motivating this whole letter

was a fear of adaptation to the dominant trend of reaction in American society. .

The defense of the Soviet Union muist be implemented in our activity as well as
in our propaganda. It is difficult, of course to find a way to the masses with this
importent principle., But the way must be found.

s — o — | — oy

The Rbsenberg Coge offers in every respect an accurate gauge of my position'
toward Stalinism and the Soviet Union in relation to the American scene. Let us
first discuss the position from the point of view of principle.

Suppose we assume that the Rosenbergs are upuilty" of stealing important docu-
ments, eic., of engaging in so-called espionage. We all ¥now that esplonage is an
element inseparable from the conduet of the foreign affairs of state, be it a work~-
ers' state or an imperiallst ome. It would be the sheerest nonsense to assert that
any state does not spend enormous amounts of money for such purposes. Even a gtate
with a revolutionary leadership would of necessity have 1ts intelligence department.
Why do govermments exchange naval, military, and air attaches if not for such pur-
poses? The U.S. government publicly boasts that it spends hundreds of willions of
dollars for espionage in the Soviet Union snd Eastern Europe. It is no accident
that Walier Bedell Smith, now one of +he under-secretaries of State, is the former
head of the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency (CI4) and was formerly ambassador to
Mosecow.

. Now we are living in the epoch of a global class war, a war which can only end
in the demolition of one of the comtenders. T+ is a ruthless and implacable war 1o
the death. Espionage is an inescapable concomitant in the preparation and prosecus=
tion of such a war. ' ' :

If the Bosenbergs, lat us assune, had admitted that they did steal these docu~
ments-~which is not so in this cage-~from & class point of view they would have
commitied no crime. We do not advocate thege tactles. They are not necessary for
the class struggle in the US4, and needless to say, we do not collaborate in any of
these activities. But in the global class war which spans the continents and the
oceans these cases are bound to be legion. Accordingly, from +the class point of
view snd to the extent that ciroumstances permit, we must defend them.

" 1f we are to do this, we cannot merely be "me too' supporters. A party which
takes its position on this question clearly, boldly and courageously from the point
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of view of principle must not rerely give suppori: it must atterpt to selze the ini-
tiative in the matter, whenever that is. available. It is claimed that the Daily

Worker also kept silent for = tine about the case. But it seems to e that is 211

the more reason why ve should hsve tnken the lead. That would have been an excellent
medium for exposing the Stalinists.

Now the queﬁ ion taat irxedlgtelv BTLSEQ on the hasis of the Rosenberg line I
have presented sbove igs: would it not put us corpletely out on a 1irb? That  in-
deed is a crucial questlon. 84111, if we:regqr* curselves ag having the revolutionary
alternative to Ditalinist methcds, ir we. fegard ourselves as being the gemuine ex-
pression of the independent class politlcs of theproletarlaton # world scale; if
our party is the historieal instrurent far, giving expression to the needs of the
working class, s against the perfidious vethods of the Stalinists: then in taking
this bold position on the Rosenberz Case, first of all from the point of view of the
class principle and seconaly from the p01ns of view of the defense of civil. rlghts
in general we would be presenting a ‘clead and 1ncependent class alternatlve as dis-
ﬁinguishedi?on the Stalinists.

Ancther gquestion that would be raised as an objection to this line is that it
would tend to isolate us even rore than we are now. Bubt even if that were the case,
it would in the long run pay off. Had we b»oldly taken the initiastive in the Rosen-
berg Case, it is clear on the basis of what subsequently happened, ovr standing witl
the radical eleoents night heve been appreciably better than it is today. I do not
think it would necessarily have accosplished 2 great deal as concerns party crowth,
but it might have added to our peripbery, and 1t eertainly vould have serveé as an
excellent exorple.

The Rosenoerﬂ Case is an outstanding exermple. of our problers in relation to
Btalinisw on une Armerican scenc, The Stallnlsts appear in the eyes of nost'radical

workers as the extreme Left. Unfortuna tely, our party fs dlmost unknown to broad
sections of the radiesl workers of. Arerica. A probler for thé party is to be able to
distinguish itself frou the CP, not =8 another wvariety of radicalisr but as the rev-
olutionary expression of Marxism snd as the real Corsunists in contrast to the Stal-
inists, vho are the real "pinks."” To be able to do this. in z period of reaction is a
truly gerzantuan task. But unless we 1rake ourselves élear on Jjust such questions, we

11rmiﬁermzofndwﬁnﬁm“ﬁm\mwmm@tOOM‘ﬁﬂ.'{mmam'wecammﬂm'
mere supporters of the Rosenberg Case. We are either the besy, the rost devoted, '
the most conscious, the most conscientious fighters in Just sueh cases, Or we are in
danger of appearing as siwply another veriety of raodicels while the Stalinists will
appear as the "real VeCoy.” '

Ye should have made our class position clear in the Rosenberg Case. We should
poldly have taken the initiative in this ratter shead of the Stalinists and ecarried
on the fight in such a ranner as to show to 211 the world the difference in approac
between genuine Cormumisr and its Stalinist counterfeit.

As the Rosenberg Case deronstrates, the perty has s tremendous probler in relaw
-tion to Stalinisw. It is not so ruch that they steal our thunder. It is that we are
not utiltizing the vast reserves of our revoluticnary Marxist position and are drift-
ing along rather than driving a coascious llne.

To pursue the case a 1ittle further: T understand from the New York Tires that
there was a Rosenberg rally at the Triborough Bridme Auditoriws in New York which

s attanded by 10,000 people--a trerendous audience considering the period we are
“lavmb in. Mo my approaﬂglto “this gquestion is as follows: did we do our utwmost o

each these people vwith our ~esszre ond litersture in the troditional - anmer? Did we
do all in our pover to penetrate the mass of thig auvdience with our ifdezs? If we aigd
not then it was a gross error.
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Did either the Majority or Minority leaders propose any concreke course of act-
ion in relation 4o this rally? I donf't lmow. But I do know that 1if in Buffalo there
vere a weebing of this character, were it to consist of only thirty people, our party

‘would be there "the fastest with the rostest.” This roes not werely for Stalinist per-
‘ipheral organizations but for any orzenization where advancedor liberal elements are
gathered. 4nd this goes:hend in hand with our trade union line and in ne way contra-
dicts it. : ' = ‘ T

The Rosbnberw Case iz a world case by nov. In treating the Rosenbersy Case, what
‘is “importent for us as the -class vanguard is 0 présent the broletarian world point
.of view. This is our most valusble asset, our rethod of presenting it frowm the class
peint of view, perticularly as ageinst Stalinisw, which presents it fror: the point
of view of formal bourgeois deroeracy only. o - '

| 0f course, we z2lso defend the Rosenberss Tron the point of view of elementary
bourgeois democratie rights, and we participate in any orgenization whieh defends
bourgeolis dewocratic rights Trom reactionary ineursions. But we cannot regard any such
case exclusively fron the viewpoint of ‘bourgeois derocracy, since in thet case 'we
lose our Spec1f1c#01ass approac". .

The Rosenberg'ﬁase—-ﬂné I am rerely using it as a vehicle to express my position
and net s0 vuch because of its irportance--should zlso be regerded in another light:
from the point of wview of the current discussion on propaganda. The case offered an
oprortunity for action, for live action. I'understend that there. vere about a thous-
and people in a pilcket line in fromt of the White House, demanding clemency fron '
Eisenhower. In such an action we should participate, because it gives us an opportun-
ity to test ourselves in combat, an opportunity to fight. For without live action,
without testing, without experience through ecowbat, without vatching in n action our
class line acainst our opponents, we hove no opportunity of lesrning =nd gauging ouy
results. -

I view such an action as the "hard” line azeinst Stalinism. I view it as a field
for corbat., There is nothing worse, on the other hand, than merely 1o wateh the dev-
elopments of the Rogenberg Case or ony other similar case without intervening; for it
is inactivity, Lass:ws. ty, watching the world go by without teling any action even on
the smallest, the tinlest and rost rodest scale--idleness, which becomes the trans-
mission belt for 211 sorts of moods leading to deroralization.

In 1947 the Stao 1inists projected the idea of & "vatocude to Washington to pro-
test apaingt the inrdnent passage of the Taft-Hartley Bill. At thaet time the CP in
the Buffalo area hed a considerable influence in the labor novernent, We irmediately
souzht to seize the 1n1tlatlve in this vetocade, and while we didn't obtain the enw
tire initiative, our cowmradesg did o magniflcenm Jjob; tested themselves in ideclogical
hand -to-hand cowbat with the StﬁliniSu and to this day this "vetocade” rermains nmt
only one of cur wmost valuable experlmnCas but also a testiwoniel to our approech,
approach notivated by a desivre fo enter into combat, to engage in class sirugesle ac-
tivities .of =ny fype, and to moke crystal clear our independent class and politieal
approach, o ' C

The Villie McGee Cas se, which was also under the sponsorshipof the Stalinists, is
another exanple. Here too we selzed the initistive in our area. We gathered thous-
ands of signatures, distributed 6,000 Militants, and carried out a wotorcade in the
heart of the Negro area.

If there reall&‘wera any illusions in regard to Stalinism or any type of concil<
iationism, as Corirade uaanon clairu, then 1% would be all the wore oblisatory to_
pnrticlpaﬁe in Buch actions. For i% is Qﬂly through experlence “that 111&51ons are
demnolished .
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Let me cite here gsorething which I consider another tactieal slip-up on the port
of our.party. On January 29, 1949 I wrote to Corrade Stein proposing that the Polw
itical Committee offer Corrade Cannon as a defense witness, an expert on revolution-
ary Marxis , .us o ethod of intervening in the CP trinls) Cur-purpose, I stoted then,
would be, slong with taking the initiative in this intervention, to show the revolu-
tionary Marxist line in contradistinetion to the Stalinists.

And in a post script written one day later I point out that this would "show our
solidarity with the Stalinists as against the capitalist frare-up,.” "Of course," the
letter continued, "the Stalinists will never aceept us as defense witnesses. Their
refusal then could be publicly vtilized not only to expose ther but also to offer to
the lshor zoverent generally an exarple of our united front tactics in relation to
defending all working elass vietims of capitalist persecution.,” I further suggested
that the perty submit what is known as an avicus curiae brief. The Stalinists them-.
selves would have had no say in either aecepting or rejecting this brief. But even
without acceptance of the brief, the were fact of its presentation, which would nee-
essarily have heen reported in the capitalist press of the nation, would have shown
to the workers of Acerica where we stood. In spite of the Stalinist leadership, ine -
deed, right over the heads of the Sitalinist lealership, it would have been a clear
appeal to the better clerments of the Sialinist rank ond Tile and one that could
hardly be distorted. ' .

While I did not anticipate eartheshaking results from this propesed tectie, still
it would have been a rethod directed toward strengthening and refurbishing our rev-
olutionary position before the world. Corrade Stein and the Secretariat, however,
¢id not mecept the proposal; and I Teel that this is a regrettable further addition
to what has already been said conecerning the Rosenberg Case.

- To sur up the Rosenbvery Case, the fact that it becatie such a trerendous issue on
the Arerican scene specifically, as well as on the world scene, indicates how utaop=-
lan and visionary it is to seek ocut an independent course for the American workers,
separate and apart frow engaging in such struggles as this. This case deronstrates
how inextricably interwoven are the politics of the Averican scene with those of the
world strugzle. In particular it denonstrotes how interlinked are the politics of
our party with our entire class canp, of which Arerican labor is one of the links,
And, as we said at the very beginning of our article, an indispensable link, ang
historically the rost decisive, | g

o vews  me e

Before going further with the question of the independent destiny of the Amer.
ican working class, let us conslder for a rowent the question of the American Stale
inists, and our tactics tovard them, This Flows frorm the first guestion. But it in-
teracts with it also. And its consideration will help us to view the ratter Troo
another side, :

Ihe Trotsky Convergationg

The Trotsky conversations os reporied in the stenogran {Internal Bulletin, Vol
15, No. 10) throw o fresh Yight on Stelinisw snd our attitude toward it. The 19kO
discussions with Trotsky are in every way illuninating snd rich in content., It is in
these conversations that we see the probletn of problers: our relation snd attitude
towvard the Stalinists when they are in their "left” turn. More thmn thirteen vears
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have elapsed since then, years which have been characterized not only by war bui by
revolution as well., It is in the 1light of the new world reality that we must view
these conversations and not merely in the light of the conditions as they existed
in 1940. . . - L : . _

) . In a note to the discussion by Comrade George Clarke, he states that what is
significant in the attitude of Troisky's opponents toward giving Browder critical
support is that it "duplicates zlmost word for word today the furious opposition to
proposals of a far more restricted mature than eritical support of a CP presidential
candidate. The contrast is further highlighted," says Clarke, "by the fact that the
Stalinist movement has been in a peeudo-left turn for more then five years, and the
ferment in their ranks is obviously more deepgoing than in the brief period of the
Stalin-Hitler Pact.” . " - ' TR : '

That there is and has been ferment in the Stalinist movement today as it was
during the time of the Trotsky conversations is only too clear to require-further
proof. What we must do before congidering the validity of any tactical orientation
toward the Stalinists is to determine the social character of the "ferment” within
the CP. Is the ferment or the dissatisfacilon in the Stalinist ranks due %o the
(P's pacifist line, its policy of "co-existence," its lack of.a revolutlonary pro-
letarian line against war? In other words, 1ls the ferment in the Stalinist movement
due to the urgings of the rank and file for a more revolutionary line, or is it due
to the fact that under the furious blows of reaction the CP cammot hold its follow-
ers .even with a mildly pseudo-leftist anti-war 1ine? {To make it clesrer, is the
ferment in the CP due to the fact that the rank and file are seeking a more revolu-
tionary 1line, and are dissatiefied with the pacifist, co-existence line of the CP?)
If we cxamine the ferment in the CP in this light we can only come to the econciusion
that the ferment is primerily due to the blows of the reaction and the severity of
the witeh-hunt. In my opinion, the dissatisfied and disoriented elemenis in the
Stalinist movement are in the main leaving the Stalinist ranks not because they went
a fmore revolutionary line but because they can'i stand up under the presgure of the
reaction snd the witeh-hunt. Of course, into. the ranks of the CP peripheral organi-
zations have come new layers, who have just been awakened ‘o politieal life, and ‘it
ig from these that we can make our greatest gains. DBut we must not confuse this
quegtion with the questions of the general social character of the ferment in the - -
various CP organizations. Thus the gocial character of the ferment as a whole in

the CP ranks is not at all like the Terment iIn the ranks of the SP in the early
Thirties whed the ranks were seeking a revoluiionery progressive line under the im-
petus of a wave of radicalism throughout the country. Nor is it the type of ferment
which was present in the CP ranks in the late Thirties when the CP was pursulng a
rabidly Rightist course toward fighting fascism in words while dolng nothing about
it in deeds. :

Our party organized a giant demonstration in the heart of New York City to
fight the fascists. The CP was for fighting them oniy in words, but the mood of the
rank and file was for action, and at least on that oceasion we carried the ‘day. The
workers responded by the thousands, and to this moment we consider that s glorious
chapter in our party's history.. ' S

8o the real question before us is: can we gain substantially from the ranks of
the Stalinist movement. in a period of reacticn when the ranks are digintegrating,
not because of a revolutionary or progressive ferment, but primarily due to inabili-
ty 16 stand up under the blows of reaction? This aspect of the question.of our ap-
proach to the Stalinists is not adequately examined in the ¥Minority document. Now I
am all for having a tactiecal. approach toward the Stalinists, and for working in any
of their peripheral organizations, particularly in such key cities as New York, Los
Angeles and Chicago--where they are probably five or ten times the size of our own
organization. . . . :

My motivation for this approach is not based on any revolutionary ferment that
exists in these organizations. Nor is it based on the fact that the labor movement
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is at the present time in a state of quiescence. I would be for it even if 1%t were
in a state of resurgence. My motivation is based on mur strategical orientation

as the world revolutionary vanguard Whereby we seek out an opponent polltlcal elass
bat. We regard ourselves as the world vanguard of the proié%érlat as the leaaer
of our entire class camp on a global scale, and we must engage our antagonist who
also leads a global elass current and constitutes our most forzddable political
rival in the seme class camp. We must cotbat ther in the spirit of revolutionery
competition for the hegemony of this camp, Even more important than that, is that
by seeking out our political rival Wwe =re practlclng and perfecting our revolu— )
tlonary program. : :

~In order to further ‘elaborate this point let us examine the Trotsky conversa-
tions in some detail. Comrade Cannon opens the'conversation: "The 8talinists are
the ‘problem.” ‘Why? "Because," says | Ceannon, “the workers are unable %o distinguish
the real difference between us." The Stalin-Hitler Pact seemed to disintegrate
therm, "but it (the CP) was 1081ng just the derocrats." But how about the militants?
“They,” says Conmrade. Canncn, ‘are more devoted than ever (to the CP). They believe
that the party now has "the revolutlonary line.'" And that exactly wsas the situa-
tion in 194C. There was ferment in the CP ranks, but they were losing only the
pink democratic elerments, The militants becare more loyal then ever. And that is
essentielly the- smtuatlon today, olily magnlflea 2] hundred-fcld by thm fury of the
reaction" .

Elsewhere in the conversation Comrade Camnon says, “The problen is to get the
CP out.of the road.™ But how? Trotsky proposes critical support for Browder. Can-’
non says thls'w1ll comprorise us in the eyes of the non-Stalinist workers. Trotsky
proposes that we "turn our political face to the Stalinists.” Cannon says, "Tt has
many complications:” What were the complications? Among them it "would _disrupt our
work snong the progressive trade union elements.” Trotsky answars,"You are afrald
to become compromiged in the eyes of the Rooseveltisn trade unionists." Further, -
Troteky shows firm-conviction that if we turn our political face to the Stalinists
we will make headway with them. Trotsky says, "I ask for two or three hundred Stal-
inist workers. That is the miniwmum reqplrement." The discussion is finally termin-
ated by Comrade Hansen leasding off with a question: "I an wondering if Comrade
Trotsky considers that our party is displaying a conservative tendency in the sense
that we are adepting ourselves politicelly to the trade union bureaucracy,.” And
Trotsky replles, "To & certain degree T believe it is so."

Ana1521ng the conversatlonsszlthe 11ght of the present internationsl 51tuation,
several Tacts emerge fron the conversatlons which have 8 direct bearing on the
controversy today. :

In 19h0 a8 we see by the conversations, the CP was in fernent. But like today
it was not in revolutionary ferwent. As Cannon puts it, they were "losing just the
democrats.” And that's what they are losing now. These are the elements that are
in ferment, moving away from the CP. And these elements, with the exception of lay-
ers of newly ewgkened political elements, are not likely to be moving in our direc-
tion. Was Comrade Trotsky right then in proposing that we turn our political face
to the Stalinists? Yes, because otherwise we would face a greater danger of adapt-
ing ourselves at that time toward the conservative trade union leaders and teday
to the general jominant trend toward resetion., Was Comrade Trotsky over-optimistic
in his perspective of getting "a minimum of at least two or three hundred Stalinist
workers?" Yes, he was. It could not have been done for the reason that the genuine
revolutiorary elements in the CP "were more devoted than ever” to it--on the basis
of the new psesudo-leftist line. And thig is substantially the situation today,
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Should we nevertheless "turn our political face to the Stalinists?” Yes. Not be~
cause we will neeessarily gain a lot, but becsuse there 1s a fleld of corbat for

us, where we test our generalrevc_ujlonar?'progran

What new probleﬁ arises out of an exanination of the Trotsky conversations in
the light of the present Stalinist run to the left on a world scale? It is this:
when the Stalinists make a "left turn," particularly in a period of reaction
accorpanied -by severe repressions, our task in relation to the Stallnlsﬁs begories
not easier but kremendously nore difficult, for their "leftist” line gives the
false impression thet their line is the sawe as olr owh. Hence dlfferentiatlon o
from the Stalinists becomes an utmost necessity. It being 8 period of reaction,
however, the differentiation in a revolutionary direction tends rore to lsclate us
among the brosd masses while not bringing appreciable gains from the CP. Thus; even
under the vest of eircumstances, and even if we had Lenzn and Trobsky -themselves
as the leadership in the party we would still face a trémendous problem. The pro-
btlem of differentiation from the Stalinists 1s a double-edged sword, If we use
Trotsky's approach to the questlon, that is, of turning our political face %o the
Stalinists, it means of course z strengtheningof our revolutionary line and =
sherpening of our class approach. The gains, of course, from the Stalinists would
be modest indeed. But if we do not carry oulthis approach, we run the risk of =
veering a course toward ad_ptatlon.

This course toward adaption would also be a "differentiation"” from the Stalw
1nlsts, but it 1s the kind of differentistion whlch would make us appear the more
"moderate"™ organization or an organization that "just preaches sccialism in gen~
eral." Hence the correctness of Trotsky's line. It teaches us that in a period of
reaction the revolutionsry vanguard nmay beoome more isolsted, lose a 1ot more
influence in the ranks of the broad masses; but its supreme merdit is that it retains
and strengthens the revelutionary capital of the party, its revolutionary theory
and its revolutionary practice. In this way the vanguard bullds for the future.

Whet Comrade Trotsky said in his Stalinise and Bolghevism(p., 9) is exactly
in pcint: '

"If an unfavorsble relation of forces prevents it (the vanguerd) from
holding the positions that 1t has won, it must at least rebtain its
ideclogical positions, because 1n them is expressed the dearly-palé
experience of the past.”

The Waliace Question

If one were to chart an independent destiny for the American working class, if
one were looking for a rcad separate and spart from the Stalinists and wway from .
Eurcope!s and Asia!s road then it would first appear that the Wallace movement
pould have served as a pathway for i1t. There is no guestion that the Wallace
movement had elements of the classical Americanypopulisn. But how did it really de-
velop? It was merged with a current that was globel in character. What gave 1t
such a character? I% was the Stalinists. The Wallace movement reproduced the'gen-
uine"” type of popular Ameriesn radicalism, but under the given social setting it
inevitably tock on political coloration from the world scene.

Tn the "Roots of the ?ar%y Crisis™ the Minori“by fails to nention the Wallace
question. They begin with the "auto crisis” at the August 1947 Plenum and then
jump to the 1949.50 discussion on Eastern Europe. The [irst was a trade union turn
with which the present Majority finally went along. The second was z very good theo-
retical discussion on the events in Tastern Europe.
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But the first conerete step in the party's course toward adaptation to the
dominant rend of reaction was the unfortunate February 1948 Plenum known as the
"Wallace Plenum.” The Minority's tulletin fails to mention the "Wallace Plenwn.”
T do not believe this .failure is merely due to the present Minority's taking
a wrong position (along with the Majority) at that time. It is not necessary for
anyone to beat his breast and enumerate every mistake. Nor is it the intention of
this document empecially to expose mistakes. Since the question of the "roots” of
the crisis has been raised, however, we must not hesitate to go to the real root
of the problen, The Minority dogument fails to do this. ' -

This failure is because the Minority wisunderstood, and still rmisunderstands,
the real nature of the Wallace-type groupings, and their full significance in the
present global class struggle. Everything the Minority says about the Huberman
tendency and the Compass Clubs was a hundred times more true of’ the Wallace move-
went. The Wallace question was-a big issue in_every'CIO'union. Bupport of Wallace
in the UM or steel locals did not mean orienting toward the imperialist-minded
bureaucracy but directly counter to them, and being branded as Yeormunist,® as -
pro-Soviet and being red-baited. Tt did not meen giving up the independence of
the party, but asserting the party's independence of the trade union bureucracy
in a most uncompronising manner. o

The party took the line oT least resistance on the Wallace question, certain-
1y at least as far as the trade union and mass work was concerned. Since the ques-
tion of mass work as opposed to "propaganda" work has been posed so sharply, 1t is
all the more importent in the interests of a fruitful snalysis to search cut the
meaning of the position taken at the "Wallace Plenur.”

Wallace himself, of course, uay be dismissed as an inconsequential individual
like Normen Thomas, whom Trotsky called a "political wisunderstanding.” Corrade
Camnon's charecterization of Wallace and his Idaho singing partner as capitalist
politicians was correct, but beside the point. The real question was: what was the
class. character of the Wallace movement? .

There were two principal answers to this gquestion at the Plenum. The Majority
held it was a third capitalist party. A& minority composed of Swabeck, Mills and
Bartell at first viewed it as an emerging labor party. Both were wrong.

The Wallace movement at that time literally encompassed rillions of workers
end middle class individuals throughout the country. It was no secret to anybody
who was at all scquainted with political trends in the country that the Stalinists
were its core, were practically directing the movement, and constituted the bulk
of its activists. The moverment had a tremendous eppeal to whatever was progressive
in the liberal or radical movement, But as soon as the party consbtituted itselfl
and selected its candidates, a barrage of red-baiting and hysteria descended upon
it such as this country has rarely seen. It was no exaggeration to say the Wallace
party was ldterally red-balted to death, :

The Wallace party was not really & political party at all. It was a Stallnist-
directed, working-class and niddle-class movement with an essentially working-
class character. At the same time it had a ruch locser and broader character than
their other "fronts," with greater opportunities for us to work in. It was not at
all a “Popular Front" of the Blun type.

The Wallace movement was a progressive-radical rovement in spite of Wallace.
The international situation, end the intimate involvement of the U.S. in that sit-
uetion, foreshadowed that the movement would be red-baited to death. This red-
baiting did not occur merely because of the presence of the Stalinists in the mow
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ment, but more especially because of the influence of their line upen_ the move-
ment. Anything remotely pro-Soviet was, and still is, bound to be red-baited. Butb
could a large radicalized grouping ef sore miilions in America today avoid the
Soviet question and concentrate only on the question of wages, housing, ete.,
glone? OFf course not. The Americens for Democratic Action whe are much more widdle
elass in chavacter with much less of a mass base and who repeat rany of the purely
1liberal aspects of Wallace-ism, have not avolded the Soviet question. They take a

clearly antl-Boviet position..

Once again--the international problemws are intertwined with the nationel in the
most concrete and intimate way. It is not only that the general world econowic and
political problems of American irperialism will break its hold a%t home and create
the opening for the American workers. (This is the general schera in Comrade Can-
non's internationalism). Tt is alsc the specific and irmadiate effect of the strumg-

gle abroad on the struggle at home. For -instance, -in the fight against the boss,

and in the fight wilhin the union ebout how to fight the boss, the "red" <dssue has’
never been. absent. And today the "red" issue 1s Interlinked with the Soviet issue.
If the rank and file did not so link it, the right wing lesders would do it for
them., The global class strusgle flares up within the national borders agein and
again--pot, so far, with the fury or clear cless polarity that it does abroad, it
is true. Nor 8id the Wallace movenent (certainly not as much as the Rosenberg Case)
confont us with letters a foot high saying: "I ai the Russian question in a new

disguise.”

Wallace's Russian progrem was the mildest form of conciliation toward the Sov-
iet Union. Regardless of his charlatanry and unworkzble progran he gathered around
him many supporters who were genuinely sympathetic to the Soviet Uhnion. And i3 it
so remarkable that this was coumbined with all the "Armerican" airs--the econonic stru-
ggle--Taft-Hartley--the Negro question, et¢.? This is rot an aceidental vagary, or
twist, of Stalinism: it is a verification of the interdependent destinies of the
Americsn and world-wide working classes.

Comrade Cannon’s position was that it would be "crossing class ilines" %o give
eritical support to Wallace. He advocated the'unconditinmal independence” of the
party as the key to winning the masses for revolution. {But without a clear under-
standing of the gbove. interdependence, the independence of the party could not be
clearly understood either). 1% would not have been "epossing elass lines" to give
gritiesl support to Wallace. It would only have been supporting Wallace as Lenin
said "a rope supports a hanged men." It would have teen reachldg outb our hand
toward elements of our own class we could not reach in any other way except thiough’
critical support of Wallace, {This, as everybody on the NC knows, wWas Ty position
and it flowed from the international orientation I also elaborated at that Plenums.

The Wallace Plenum misjudged an irmportant jumcture of recent history, More than
that, it laid the basis for the party’'s adaptation toward the reaction in the fol-
lowlng period. Were some of the wajority comrades gsectarian in thelr outlock? Pos-
sibly they were. But basically, the line was an adaptation o the red-baiting op-
position to the Wallace movement. Were Comrades Clarke and Cochran, who voted with
the Majority six months sfter the "Auto Plenum," sectarian in thelr outlook? This
is g point they should ponder over themselves,

The minority at the "Wallace Plenun"--at that time the Chicage NC nembers--saw
s roadical end militant movement in which our party could do useful and frultful
work. Theilr political tactic of critlcal support was coreect. Unfortunately, the
Chicage comrades did not foresee the direction this new novenent wags fated to take,
By projecting a "labor party" orientation they had in reality projecfed a periocd
of upsurge. They had.not percelved thdat, in one sense, the Wallace movement was &
last flickering of radicalism under the spreading blanket of reactlom. Most of alls
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they did not'see-the Wallace mbvement in the 1light of the new global setting that
ultimately was to decide its fate. ' ' o

The thorlty line today, in this importent respect, closely approxinates the
Chicago minority’s line of February 1948, True, the present Minority would not
be so rash.as to predict great gains from the Stalinist milieu. But they see it
outeide of its global framework, aside from its interdependency, and hence, one-
gidely. It is not only that there are less nuwbers in this wilieu today then in
the Wallace movement; it 1s alsc that the people ' thenselves are nuch less receptive
(to. us), even if they are more polltlcal than the much larger group in the Wallace
movement was. _ .

. The Maaorlty today seems to contlnue the same line of adaptation thet they pre -
sented at the "Wallace Plemum," thus waking the party more dependent on the pre-
sent anti-Soviet prejudices of the working class. The present discussion is pro-~
ceeding too much like the too-rmch-forgotten Wallace: discussion, It is proceeding
in a masked or half-blinded manner, in which the partic1pants have thought out ne-
ither their full motivetions, nor the full ¢onsequences of their positions. The
Majority'!s adaptation to. the rightward trend is obvicusiy not conscious or delib-
erate, but its obgective effect is the same. : .

The Mlncrlty, however, Whlle correct in their tactlcal approach, are wrong from
the point of view of political analysis. The very fact that they charsascterize the
trouble as sectarian Btalincphobia would indicate that they see mpre in- the Stalin-
igt milieu than is really thera. . :

The fact that the Nhnoflty persist in characterizing the Majority as "Bece
tarian” surely camnot be ascribed to excessive diplomacy, softness, politeness,
ete, o their part. Tt would appesr, rather, that they see the field for activity,
the movement of the workers, etc. in a different qparter than the Magorlty, and
that they feel the M&Jorlty are "missing the bus” in a practlcal sense.

To repeat' it is not a sectarlap, putholgblcal fear or hatred of Stalinism which
motivates the Majority. It is fear of the reaction, and ‘fear of the generally resdc-
tionary mood whi¢h pervades most strata of the labor movement. It is.not .an abnor-
mal psychological ‘phencmenon, but a perxectly uﬂchSu&ndabie, if somewhat obscured,
p011t1cal phenomenecn,.

It is not because the MaJorlty are separate and apurt fron the labor mowenent;
it is precisely because the Majority are oriented toward the Arericen labor move-
rent. The motive and purpose of this orientation is of course laudable enough taken
by itself. But as vwe all know, the Awverican workers are temporarily pertmested with
the mocd of reaction. Unfortunately, the Majority is showing a tendency to cater
to this mood.

The Minority, on the other hand, are repeating the error of the Chicago minor-
ity on the Wallace question. In spite of thelr correct tactical approach they have
not, apparently, sbsorbed the full meaning of the Wallace discussion, nor of the
conversation with Trolsky which they thewseives have published.

The glesticn of the independence of the party (which aroseé in the Wallace dis-
cussion), its real independence, its Bolshevik independence, faced a reslly funda-
mental test at the tire of the "Yugoslav Affair.”

The Yugoslav Question and the Indepandence of the Party

Sore time after the break of Tito from Stslin, our movement had projected the
idea that the international cl;mate was becoming more favorable for the conatruction



63

of genuine revolutionary parties =md that "the parallel crisis of Stalinisr and
imperialism” created the favorable cobjective conditions for the development of
independent revolutionary movements away from Stalinism. The Tito affair, accord-
ing to our co-thinker's docurent pointed in that direction and probably was the
precursor for other such movements. Between this period and the period of the
Third World Congress, our movernent's orientation was one for independent revolu-
tionary . developﬁents separate from and apalnst the Stalinists. .

Tlto s breask w1th Stalin was in 1tse1f as an initial step, progre381ve and
revolutionary. But for us to project the further perspective of possibly convert-
ing the Titoist Comrunist Party into a genuine revolutionzry party was simply a
lapse into utopianiswm. However, certain external and pueely superficisl events and
pronouncements of the Tito regime impelled our ¢o-thinkers to believe that nothing
less than & conversion of the Tito party into an adherent of our roverent was in
sight., In a lead article in the Militant, the May Day Manifesto of the Yugoslav CP
was hailed as "the second greatest event in the history of the working~class
rmovenment.” Actually this Manifesto had nothlng it it whatever that would warrant
such a conclusion except z phrase about 'a return to the road of Lenin"in it without

indicating what the road was.

Agide from the fact that at the time of this srtiele in the Militant there was
already on the mainland of China a new workerst state, which in reality had been
the greatest event in working-class history since the October Revolution, the
article had a completely erroneous perspective in relation to Yugoslavia and the
Yugoslav CP. If ever T felt our movement could be cormpletely disoriented I felt
that this was the ceccasion. I made my position clear at the Midwest Party Confer-
ence held in Cleveland in May of that year. Later I wrote a letter to Comrade
Warde of the Secretarist. This letter offers a clue to iy p051t10n in the present
internal discussion. I quote from the letter of June 12, 1950: .

"Regarding the Yugoslav gquestion, I have not seen a scintilla of objec-
tive evidence from the Yugoslav or world press, which would in any way
indicate a yeal turn in the politicel poiiecy of the Yugoslav leadership.
Our uncritical attitude towards the Titoists is wrong, dangerous and
without any justification frorm the point of view of the objective real-
ities of the Yugoslav CP. It is a dangerous illusion to helieve that the
leadership 1s moving in our direction, or making any visible turn in
their political policy.

"I have read Gabe's and Germain's resolutions, and while I believe that
Babe’s resnlutlion is far more acceptable than Germain's, I do not think
that it is at all adeguate, since he leaves out entirely the question of
our attitude towards the Titc leadership. The PC should draw up & reso-
lution which should encompass the following points: 1) That Yugoslavia

is a workers! state, and that an actual sccial revolution has taken place
there, because the bourgeoisie has been crushed, expropriated, and their
political power smashed. The old capitalist state apparatus was shattered

in the pericd from 19hh-4&, and a new one erected based upon the support
of the workers and peasants (the mubation of stote form took place in
the period 194h-46), 2) The world proletariat rmst defend the Yugoslav
state against the encroachments of the Soviet bureasucracy and against
world imperialism, 3)The Yugoslav leadership pursues a ngbional socialist,
not a Trotskyist, course 1n their foreign and domestie policies. They
base themselves fundarentally on the immediate exizencies of Yugoslavia
and not_on the world revolution as the fundarental lever. They indicate
no recognition of the - dependence of the Yugoslav state on the world
revolution. Their foreign policy is adherence to the United Nations, not
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adherence to the Fourth International. 4)Our attitude towards the Yug-
oslav leadership should nct bve qualitatively different. than towards any
other lebor buresucracy. We support the progressive aspects of thelr
struggle agalnst  imperislisn and the Stalinist bureaucracy. But we must

at the same tine con51stently and mercilessly expose thelr reactionary
policies, such as a)support of the United Nations, b) "relisnce on ourselves
and only on ourselves,” as Tito says, ¢) the Palla.re %0 boldly repudiate
Stalinist dogmas of socialism in one country, -class collaboration with the
bourgeoisie, 4) bourgeois pacifiecism instead of revolutionary struggle
against imperialist war.

"Our perspective with respect to the Yugoslav CP should be one of build-
ing a left wing fyron the ranks of that party, and not in fond hopes of
regenerating the old leadership. This does not mean that we should neg-
leet to collaborate with them eny wmore than we do with the other labor -
‘bureaucracies. To this, however, must be added the inescapable corollary
of unconditionil independence of our party ond freedom to criticize in
the course of the collaboration.

*1 have noted that there is a little more moderation in the last 2
issues of the Militent on the Yugoslav question. I would advise still
further modérstion. &L any rote this is Ffar safer ond will not put us
out on a limb should there be a sudden turn in the Tito leadership
which would be exceedlngly erbarrassing to us and discrient ocur Lexber-~
ship." _

On June 22, Corrade Warde replieds

"By this time you will have received another informative report on
internal developrments in Yugoslavia. I believe that your attitude to-
wards the leadership there is entirely too rigid. Moreover, it flies

in the face of established facts. The fact is that we are already in

a bloe with them and cur collaboration on many important issues is dally
becoming closer and closer. Our attitude has never been an uneritical
one mnd we have conceded not an iota in prineiplé in effecting this col-
laborztion. Where we believe they are incorreet, we have pointed that
out in a friendly tone and a comradely fashion.

"four appraissl of the evidence about their developrent differs from
mine and thet of most comrades who have followed it closely. 1t appears
to us undenisble that a genuine turn toword the left, that is, toward
the Leninist standpoint has been taken by thern., How far hhey will go
ond at what pace we do not know, but we would be very poor politiclians
if we did not do all in our power to facilitate thelr progress btoward
our positions and %o try and have them come over all the way. Beth our
actions and criticisms have been an influential factor in that respect
in the past period and will have on even greater influence in the per-
iod shead. The 1mportant thlnw for us 1s to toke Tull advantage of the
spportunities opening up alorg the line of my report This iz the big-
gest politleal opportunity we have ever - had."

I have quoted this correspondence in full becsuse it has a direct comnection
with the current controversy. Then, as now, the reaction was raging, not to the
seme “degree, but none the less surely, =snd the mass movement in this country,
while it was not as quiescent as it is now, was by nc means In a riilitant mood.
Nationally, and particularly insofar as it concerned Local New York, the policy
had been to seek out all Yugoslav organizations and organize brigades to Yugo-
slavia, since Yugoslavia was our "biggest political opportunity.” This was as
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good a time as any to counterpose Lo the Yugpslav orientation mass work in the
trade union movement, as our main task. But the proper spproach was to take the
issue of Titoism on its merits. I was then, as I am now, for the . perspective

of sinking our roots deeper, deeper, and deeper into the mass of trade union
workers, no matber how difficult the situstion may be. I did not counterpese _
the main erena of our work, the trade unions, as against our "biggest political
opportunity.” That, however, is only one lesson of the Yugoslav experience. One
other lesson was that our rovement was searching end probing everywhere {and
correctly so) for oppoertunities, but the objective 51tuat10n on a world scale
had not opened up such p0881bilit1es as yebs -

The biggest.lesson, however, was with respect to the unconditionsl independence i
of our party. The Tito episode was really a case in point. No one raised 1t except ‘
myself in the above letter. If the Majority corrades -feel that the unconditional
independence of the party is so important in the current controversy, I should
think that was the time to have rzised it-~at a tiré,when we ran the danger of be~
coming the tgil to Tito's kite. The Titoist moverent had no real appeal to the
working masses anywhere in the world, precisely because the Titoists had no inter~
nationalist perspeetive and offered. nethlng to the communist workers sbroed which
wag even & shade different from what the Stalinists and reformisis offered. The
other 1mportant factor in the Tito experience is that it offered the happy alter-
natiVe of circumventing the struggle agalnst Stalinist rovements everywhere by a

"new indepéndeént Foad."” Would that that were sol Unfortunately, that was not the
case. It indeed would he & happy alternative if. it had objectively ex1sted but

it aid not;

In our struggle to vanguish Stalinisr, we cannot chart out an i1llusory inde=
pendent road whereby we would avold thewm. Our path towards the masses on a world
scale, and to a narrower extent in the USA, is blocked by the Stalinists; and it
is in mortal combat (and not aver51on) that we will come ocut victoricus. That of
course does not depend on our efforts alene but on the turn in the objective
conditicns, which are ripening all over the world. An attempt to chart out on the
Americen arena an independent road is just as illusory as on the world arena. As
Comrade Carmon said in 1940 to Comrade Trotsky, "The Stalinists sre our proble,
Welve got to get then out of the road.”™ We cannot do this by ecircunventing them,
by secluding curselves, by secking an illuscry independent road toward the American
workers, We must weet then in combat, in irreconcilable atruggle,with the recogni-
tion that they are a global class current, end that their defeat will be the pro-
duet of the joint efforts of all the workers and oppressed pecoples in our entire
class cemp. This will be done and it can be done.

To repeats

The Tito experience showed that 1t was wrong to project false hopes based on
non-existent conditions.

It is Just as folse that we chart cut an independent course towards the Amerw
ican workers without reckoning with the global class current of Stalinism. We must
invade their arena, always consclous that we are fighting a global social phenom=~
enon. We must orient toward the Amevican working class as a gector in a global
camp which is indissolubly bound to that camp and dependent on it in no less dew
gree_than the entire camp is dependent on it.

Cn the other hond we rust not conceive the Stalinist milieu In this country as
rerely "sn area for fruitful work," Yan aren where there are advimced people™ or
proceed on the basis "that the lhbor moverent 1s dornant,® Whether the labor nmove-



66

ment is dormant or insurgent, our work, our struggle sgainst Stalinism must go on,
not merely because we think it is a good scurce for yvecruiting, but because we are
in revolotionary competition with them as one global elass current ageinst another
for hegemony of the worla camp of all. the proletarians and oppressed peoples.

We cannot proceed to vanqulsh Stalinism on the Arerican arena merely on the
basls of its Americen peculisrities.

Perspective on the American Revolution

"In. tbe present epoch * said Trotsky in The Third Internationsl after Lenln
"to a much larger extent than in the past, the nationol orientation of the prole—
tariat must and can flow only from a world orientation and not vice versa, Herein
lies the basic and prinary dlfference between comrnunist internationalisn and all
varieties of national sociallsr

The above words of Trotsky in no way contradict his statement that "Armerieca is
the foundry where the fate of rman will be forged.” I quoted this last statement
and elsborated on it in the remorandur: which I presented to the 1650 Convention.
To some corrades, the remarks seewed to be out of place because the discussion was
on Eastern Europe end Yugoslavia. But I felt they hed o relevance to the discussion,
as I feel they have a relevance to the present one. Bowever, they cemnot be life-
lessly applied to the Averican scene. Only the comprehension of the diglectichs.
Inter-unity of both these Trotsky concepts and their concrete application on the
field of the Amerlcan class struvgle, w1ll serve to accomplish our historic tasks,
May 20, 1953

B % * % & % % k % k Rk * ¥ k %
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LETTER TO SWP NATIONAL COMMITTEE RE: WEISS ARTICLE ON CLARK

from Sam Marey
September 25, 1957

Dear Comradeés:

T note with satisfaction the propesal of the Seqretariat*to'initiate;a discus-
sion in the PC on the regroupment deyelopments, and fo follow it up with a Plenum,

This letter is intended to be a préliminary contributlon to the PC discussion.

1T want to protesﬁ;moéﬁwvigqrously'against_@he political line of the article by
Comrade Myrry Weiss in the Septésber 16th issue of the Militant regarding the resig-
nation of ‘Ioseph Clark from the CP and asqforeign“editox”qf-the“BgiEy‘Wﬁrker1 -ﬁQm—

pade Welss makes the following important points regardlng Clark's letter of resigna-

- tion. S ) A : o

Clark has attacked the Stalinist version of proletarian internatidhalism
ags expressed by the Duclos letter to the recent CP convention, and expressed
‘golidarity with the Hungarian insurréction. S o :

Clark made an "open break with Staelinism® even though 1t "latks consis~

_tency and thought-out conelusions.” e ST
° Clark bases “his bresk with Stalinism on a sociallst opposition to Ameris
can capltalism at home and abroad." N, PR :

Clark "gives promise of playing a vital and constructive role in the
current regroupment movement of revolubtionary socialist'fordes in the United
States.' ' o e T o

On the contrary, the reality of the situation is tiat Clark is a Stalinist re-
negade who has cast aside his organizational ties with thé Mosecow bureaucracy only
{0 reinforce his class subservience %0 imperialism. ‘ : : :

What Do They Mean By "Stalinisa"

~ “'No term has acqulred such 3 multitude of different meanings to different people
as the térm "Stalinism.” This is not fo be wondered at. For terminology, like all
other weapons in the clags ghtruggle, serves class ends. ‘The bourgecisie and the
Soviet bureaucracy, for dlamstrically opposite aims, have both with relentless vigor,
syshematically palmed off perfidious Stalinism ag genuine Communism. In like fa-
shion, but even more pernicious to the enlightenment of class conscioug workers who
are tryving to free themselves from the ideologicel shackles of Stalinism, 1s the

deliberate palming off of vulgar,.bourgedis‘anti-Stalinism as good coin for revolu-
tionary socialist opposition to Stalindsm. - ' IR .
" Thus, when Joe Clark says tha%t he 'is bregking with Stalinism, the inference

gathered by many end implied in the article by Comrade Welss is that he is breaking
with Stalinism in order to move towards revolubionary socialism, or glves the pro-
mige to do s0. i . o o L C

But let's see how Clark himself differentlates betwsen Comminism snd Stalinism
in this very same lettér of resignation to ‘which Comrade Welss obvicusly closes his
eyes, "Within our country," seid Clark, "communism has made an important sonbribu-
tion to the welfare of the peoplée.” Indeed, ond can say that Communism has made an
inpertant contribution depending on wheilier you mean genuine Communism or its '
counterfeit, Stalinism. T L -7 S

There was a period when Communism made an’ important eoniribution in this coun-
try, dating probably from 1917 until 1924; the days when Lenin and Trotsky headed
the Soviet State snd the Communist Internetionel. Then foliowed the Stalinist per-
version from 1924 until the capituletion of the German CP in 1933. This in turn was
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followed by a periocd of the crassest opportunism and outright class betrayals of
the most monstrous character, the so-called decade of "people's frontism" and sup-
port of the imperialist war, the decade roughly between 1935 and 1945,

Now, which of these three different periods does Clark refer to as having been
"Commumist," as baving made a contribution? The period of 1919 to 1924% Ch, no.
It is, he says, "the decade of 1935 4o 1945." That's when he says "communism" had
reached a "high point." The erassest sort of class collaboration and the worst
betrayals of Stalinism are passed off by Clark as the heroic age of communism, the
glorious days of Popular Frontiem and the imperialist war.

Is this an "open bresk with Stalinism"?--with the class essence of' Staliniem?

How could Comrade Welss have misced this point as being the real tipoff on the
direction Clark is traveling? A Stalinist worker could genuinely mistake the role
of the Stelinists, bul a flunkey like Clsrk who has-decades in the CP leadership
behind him, could“this be explained as a mere "inconsigtency,” as mere lack of
Ythought=out conclusions,” ag Comrade Welss puts 4t7?

Clark and Deutscher

But Clark, Comrade Weiss says, is seeking a "serious explanatién” for the de-
bacle of Stalinism, ‘Proof: "In one of his lagt columns in the Daily Worker," writes
Comrade Weiss, "Clark tried to find the social basis for this rise of an autocratic
buresucracy in the Soviet Union by citing Isaac Deutscher's analysis of the histori-
cal circumstances which gave rise tc Staliniem. It is well lmown that Deutscher,
for all his profound differences with Trotskyism, had based his entire analyais of
the Soviet buresucracy on the theoretieal work of Leon Troisky."

Let us for the moment disregard the fact that Deutscher does not base himself
on Trotsky's theory, but on & falsification and disembowelment of the revolutionary
essence of Trotskyiem. To follow Comrade Welss's reasoning, we thus get thls: Deut-
scher bases himself on Trotsky--Clark bases himself on Deutscher; ipso facto, Clark
is moving din the direction of Trotsky..

What other ecnclusicn can one Graw from this astonishmb paragraph? To be
sure, there is & common denominator between Clark and Deubscher. But this is exact-
1y what Comrade Weiss fails to disclose. Deutscher, like Clark, is for the complete
renunciation of the revolutionary class struggle of the proletariat, and ifts substi-
tution by class collaboration. Deutscher, 1like Clark, is for. capltallst coexistence.
Deutecher, like Clark, is for 1mper1alist democracy ag the road for sociallsm in the
West (of course, they're both for genuine proletardan democracy in the Eastl)}.
Deutscher's and Clark's attiitude toward the Soviet bhureawcracy, like Cochran's and
“Shachtman's {whether it be in the one cage of gympathy, and In the other of anti-~
pathy) has 1is origin im their sttitude toward their own imperislist bourgeoisies,
and not in their atitituds toward the world prolietarist. Deutscher's conciliationist
approsch to the bureaucracy is but part of hls conelliatory attitude toward British
"demceratic” imperialism, and Clark's entipathy for the bureaucracy is based on the
current fierce hostility of American dmperialism, and is in'no way related to the
imperious demands of the workers for ) revolutloaary clasg-consciocus struggie
against the bureaucracy.

Trotsky's struggle agalnst the Soviet bureaucrsey, on the other hand, is an
ingeparable part of hls revolutlonary struggle against the entire imperialist bour-
geoisie and all who conciliate with it.

But let ug assume Clark Knows the soclal b331s of the rise of the Soviet bureau~
cracy. Does that, in and of itself, indicate that he ie moving in the direction of
revolutionary socialism? I8 there a Cochrenite, a Shachtmenite, or a Stalinist lea-
der who will not admitf, at least in private the socizl basis for the rise of the
imerican labor bureaucracy--who will not tell you that they are labor lieutenants
of fmerican Capitalism, who will not grant you the venal role of this buresucracy?
But to proceed from these correct generalizetions to carry on a ruthless, merciless
fight against the bureaucracy, ah--that is something else sgain.
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I+ is precisely in this respect. that Clark and Deutscher are lacking. Their
"goclalism" is in fact a gutless and spineless "socialism,"--harmless {0 the bour-
geoisie. The essence of revolutionary socialism lies precisely in its indomitable
will to struggle. Marx was above all a fighter. ' '

Democracy vs,-Autocraq?rf;

' "My view, is that socialism can be served only by a complete break with Stalin-
ism. The latter perverted socialism by substituting autocracy for democracy. But
Marxists have always advocated socialist democracy, which +hey uphold as more 1i~
bertarian than any yet attalned.” Comrade Weiss quotes this approvingly as part of
Clark's séarch for a “"serious.explanation" for the debacle of Stalinism. ,

What is at the root of the.problem? Democracy ve. Autocracy, as Clark infers?
That is the vulgar, bourgeois-radical, non-class spproach. Or is it the evolution
(degeneration) in ¢lass attitudes of Stelin and his clique? Stalin abandoned the
elass struggle (which is what Clark is doing. This ls where he has common ground,
not only with Stalin, but with Khrushchev end Foster as well). Stalin copeiliated
with the world bourgecisie (which is what Clark is doing) and set up a reactionary -
nationalist utopla of socialiem in one country {to which Clark does not object). It

is for this that Stalin needed terror in order to convert socialist democracy into

bureaueratic autoeracy. " Abandorment of the clase struggle was Stalin's crime; auto-
cracy was the necessary and inevitable instrument to effectuate it.. :

"Socialist Opposition'£§ Capitélism“

Comrade Weiss asserts thet Clark is "basing his break with Stalinism on & so-
cialist opposition to American capitalism at home and abroad." o o

Unless all words have losi their meaning, this is a complete misrepresentation
 of the position held by Clark. One has only to go ito the text of Clark's letier of
resignation to fully confirm this. ' L

Moreover, Comrade Weiss admits that Clark still stands on the platform of class
collaboration. But Comrade Welss attributes this to a mere failure to "see the re-
lation of Stalinism to the basic policy of the CP in the U.S."--the class collabora-
tionist concept of a People's Front anti-monopoly coalition "and continued support
to !'lesser evil' capitalist politicians.” o ' ‘ :

How can Clark be for "socialist opposition to Capitalism” and still be for class
colleboration? Isn't socialist opposition to Capitalism in absolute contradiction
to class collaboration? Is this not the most elementary of elementary Marxist prin-
eiples? Can one be an exponent of class collaboration and at the same time be a
candidate "for revolutionary socialist regroupment?” '

"Nevertheless, by calling for a bresk with Stalinism,” says Comrade Weiss,
"Clark has gonme to the root of the:problem that faces the disoriented and demora~
1iz>d ranks of the radical workers who are seeking a revolutionary road out of the .
erisis of the CR.Y L ‘ )
~ " But is not the essence of Stalinism, ite conciliationist (sell-out) attitude to
the bourgeolsie, and to all social forces hostlle o the proletariat, exactly what
Clerk shows a preférence for? That is what he has not broken from. That is whai he
tenaciously holds on to. - _ ) - _

15 a break with capitalist class collaboration fundamental to a progressive
break with Stalinism? Or is it merely incidental, as Comrade Murry implles? When
one retains class collaborationist politics, is he breaking in a bourgeois or a so-
cialist direction? Is the mere break from Stalinism, regardless of the direetion in
which the break is made, progressive in itself? How does this approach differ from
Cochran's, etc.? L : ' )

"The only effective posture from which American Marxists can work for American-
Soviet friendship--necessary if mankind is to survive in a time of hydrogen-headed
ICBEM weapons--is that of independence," says Clark. What does he mean by "American-~
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Soviet frienashlp"? Does he mean agitaition and propaganda for class solidarity be-
tween the:American worker and the Soviet worker? Does he mean friendship of the
American workers to the Soviet. Union as a workers' state and irreconcilsble class
hatred of the bureaucracy9 What Clark means is a rapprochement between Wall Street
and the Soviet bureaucracy 1o maintain "peaceful coexistence.™ Just like in the
good old *collective security" days--it was necessary to "put pressure on the diplo-
mats" to sign a collective security agreement, S0 now we must do the same. Clark
is consistent. This is nothing but a 1957 version of Clark's {and Stalin's) as well
as Khrushchev's idea of a "ecollective security pact" between the imperialist powers
and the Soviet bureaucracy to maintain "peace"--the peaceful subjugation, exploita-
tion, pillage, plunder of the mssses in the interests of predatory imperialiam, and
the maintenance of the privileges and emoluments of the Soviet bureaucracy.

Can one be for the imperialist status quo by a repprochement between,uhe Soviet
bureaucracy and Wall Street xmneriallsm, end be a candidate for “revolutlonary 80-
eiallst regroupment”? _

Proletarlan Internatzonalisﬁ-

Let us take up another polnx——prole arlan internatlonallsm, which is the acld
test for a revolutionary Marzist. To be sure, Clerk in his letter of resignation
rejeects the conception of proletarlan 1nternat10nallsm as - expressed by the Fremch'
Stalinist leader, Duclos. One must ask, however, what concepﬁlon does Clark wish
to substitute for that of Duclos? On this score, Clark is quite clear. He gives
two conerete examples of what he means by proletarian internationalism.’

- One example is: in 1956,  In that year, Clark says "proletarlan 1nternat10na1—
ism required solidarity with the Hungarian workers. opposing Soviét imtervention.”
The other example 1is in the year 1939. "In 1939," says Clark, "internationalism
“equlred support for the anti-Hitler war..." What does thils mean? {lark is here
saying that proletarian internationglism required that the workers of the world sup-
port the war of the 1mperiallst “demoeracies," the war of the "democratlc“ ‘slave
holder against the fascist slave holdérs for the domination of the wage slaves at
home and colonial and semi-colonial slaves abroad.

' Bince the unspeakable record of the CP's support of the war is ‘only toc well
known 0. require documentation, one wonders what Clark's complaint is all shoutb.
"In 1939, says Clark (the year of the Stalin-Hitler Pact), "the French and American
CP's should not have practiced the 'shameful neutrelity’ which they did during that
period." What should they have done? Practiced revoluticpary defeatism? Lenin's
profound doetrlne ‘of the prosecution of the claas struggle by the workers in war
time as in peace time? Oh, nol! Perish the thought., Whati Clark means is that there
should have been all-out support by the working class for the imperialist Allies
during that period just as there was during the war. In place of the CP's hypoeri-
tical, shameful "neutrality," Clark would substitute outr%g?t wnashamed class trea-
chery. Now if a Stelinist worker who had broken with Stalinism said this, oné
might contain his. 1nd1gnatlon and patiently explain the A-B-C's of proletarian inter-
nationalism, particularly as it pertains to wars of 1mper1&llsm, whether ubey be con~
ducted by the fascist or "demoeratic® varleties.

"But it is something else again when this comes out of the mouth of a Stalinist
ieader, a pen prostitute who for upwards of two decades has been in the imner coun-
eils of the CF leadership and knows inside and out the arguments of revolutionary
Merxists againet the permigsibility of support1ng one's o imperialist government
in any war it conduets.

' Clarkis apparmntlv contradlcto“y and irreconeilable conceptions of proietarian
internationalism, that of the Hungarian insurrection of 1956 and of the Stalin-Hit-
ler Pact era of 1939 present Comrade Weiss with a dilemma. He enthusiastically
selzes upon one example, the Hungarian one, naturally, and conveniently omits from
his artiele the example of 1939,
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That fact that Comrade Weiss eliminated Clark's virulently chauvinist position
on a erucial phase of the second imperialist World Wer, end hails his poeition on
the Hungarisn insurrection as proletarian jnternationalism, shows that Comrade Welss
does not ¥now which is the acid test of proletarian internationalism. Anyone can be
for a foreign "revolution," especially if it is hysteriecally supported by the entire
bourgeoisie, as well as the 1ebor bureaucracy from one end of the world to the other.
But to be for proletarian class struggle at bome, especially during war time, that's
another matter. . : ' '

Worse still, Welss substitutes for Clark's direct and unequivocal statement, a
vague, clumsy and belabored reference to Clark's failure "o comnect the policy of
Staliniem in the Second World War and the present foreign policy of the Kremlin
with the Stalinist perversion of socialism.™ _ -

Instead of Comrade Weiss trying to think out what lies behind Clark's example
Number 1 (Hungarian insurrection) and its apparent irreconcilability with example
Number 2 {Stalin-Hitler Pact,era), Corrade Weise has succumbed to the easy way out,
by eliminating from the article Clark's second example and affirming that Clark's
“open break with Stalinism" lacks only neonsistency and thought-out conclusions.”

Oh, no, Comrade Weiss, 1t is not Joseph Clark who lacks consistency. On the
comtrary, he is remarkably consistent. It is you who lack consistency. Clark is
only inconsistent in form, but not in class eomtent. In both instances, Hungary
and the Stalin-Hitler Pack period, Clark is taking the same identical class position
that Wis own bourgeoisie is taking. This is consistency with a vengeance!

Clark and the CP Convention

"Y was among those who greeted the progress recorded at the last convention of
the Communist Party. It affirmed the American character and its dedication to con~
stitutional democracy," sald Clark. Its dedication to imperialist Well Street demo-
cracy! The same democracy that is being dished out by Wall Street to Egypt and Jor-
dan, and only yesterday to Korea and Chinal _ '

Is the break with imperialist democracy furdamental or inaidental to 2 revolu=
tionary break with Stalinism? Can one be an exponent of imperialist democracy and
at the same time be a guide to the "ranks of the radical workers” who are seeking,
according to Comrade Welss's own words, 15 pevolutionary road out of the erisis of

. the CP"?.

The servile groveling at the feet of Wall Street democracy is not the only
thing Clark spplauded with enthusiasm at the CP convention. FEven greater was his
erthusissm for the convention's coming out four-square for "independence” and against
tdogmatism and sectarlanism.” What jndependence? The rank and file undoubtedly
want independence from the monolithic stranglehold of the CP. But what does Clark
want? To switeh his allegiance from Moscow to Wall Streeti!!

But what "dogmatlsm" was condemned? The reactionary dogme of class collabora-
tion? Of peaceful coexistence? Of popular Prontism? {Including its latest variety,
ansi-monopoly coalition) Just to raise the guestions is to answer them. And what
about sectarianism? Was it condemmetion of gemuine sectarianism, such as in the
Third Period, ete.? Or does it mean condemnation for building the Progressive Party
inssead of remeining falthful to the capitallst Democratic Party machine? -

The long struggle which Trotsky conducted on all these criticel issues, is part
of the great revolutionary heritage of Marxzism, and constitutes the dividing line
between Mayxism and reformism. - Clark iz the very incarpation of the latter. Yet
Cozrade Murry concludes that he "glves promise of playing a vital and conatruchive
rcln in the current regroupment movement of revolutionary socialist forces in the
Urited States.”

This in turn raises the question of the whole meaning of the regroupment process

Regroupnent

"Many workers in the party,” wrote Comrede Welss in last winter's issue of the
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International Socialiet Review, "recoil from the Gates group and fend toward the
Fosterites, precisely becausé of the fear that Gates and his associates wani 1o
break with Stalinism only to lead them into the swamp of State Department 'social~
ism.! On the other hand, these seme workers display a keen hostility towards Fosg-
terts thinly disguised plans 5 turn back the clock and reestablish the power of
the o0ld bureaucratic machine in the party."® - : - : ;

Now if anybody could be called an ideological associate of Gates at the time
Comrade Weiss wrote this article, it was Clark, Only Clark was more outspoken than
Gates. Now Clark has broken from the CP. Clark was a Gatesite. The rank and file
of the CP feared that he was trying to lead them into the "swamp of State Department
soeialism.” (lark's artiecle of resignation confirmed their fears. . "The militants
are recoiling from the Gatesites and are either tending toward the Fosterites or
dropping out of activity altogether," wrote Murry last winter. o

What should be our poliey? Expose (lark, while relentlessly stepping up the
fight against Foster! Gates is a product of Fosterite ideology, which in no way is
distinguished from orthedox Stalinism (if such a term can be employed)}. Fosterism
inevitably brings about Gatesism. The liguidation of Stalinism into bourgecois re-
formism--that is what Troteky predicted long ago. Our appesl to the militants in
‘the CP must be besed not only on a ruthless struggle against Fosierism, but against
its end product, Gatesism, the ifendency towards capitulation to imperialism. To
appeal to the latter against the former will only lead us into a morass. _

'ﬁnfortunately}uthat'is exactly what Comrade Welss proceeds to do. He in effect
gransforms Clark from a Stelinist renegade turned bourgeois-reformist, into a desir-
able candidate for "revolutionary socialist regroupment.” To naint up Clark as a
would-he revolutionary socialist when he has obviously embraced imperialism, is not
only to do a disservice to the party; it is to close the docr of the party to revo-
lutiopary militants in the CP who know Clark's role only too well. To do thet is to
tighten the reins of the Foster group on the remaining rank and file under hisg in- -
fluence, and thereby help not only Foster and Khrushchev, but Wall Street as well.
Such is the meaning of Comrade Welss's article on Clark. It takes a concrete case
4o show up the actual meaning of a political gemeralization. It points up sharply
the meaning of this whole regroupment business. . :

As long ago as November 5, 1956, at a Political Committee meeting when I pre-
semted & resolubion together with Comrades Grey and Flint on the Hungarian insurrec-
tion, in the course of & spesch I stated that it was not possible to have in the
next period, a genuine regroupment of revolutionsry sceiaiists, because all the
other tendencies in the labor movement were moving to the right, and the net effect
of the Khrushchev revelations was, under the existing circumsitances, t0 plunge the
Sialinist movement further along the path of bourgeois refornism, rather than a
break in the direction of revelutlonary Marzism, In the sbsence of a militant re-
surgence of American labor, based on new catastrophes of either an economic, poli-
tical or military character; or new developments abroad, no serious regroupment of
revolutionary elements could take place on a programuatic basis.

Alsoc, that our orientation should be to redouble our efforis in an assault
against the Stalinist leadership, and attempi to win the militant rank and file a-
way from the Fogterites. To do this effectively, we must make it crystal clear
that we are in no way.holding out a hand to the Gatesite leaders--to these capitu-
lators to. imperialiem who had shown their political physiognomy before the Hunga-
. rian insurrection. -~ - : : N : _

" In a memorandum submitted to the Conventiod last spring, I summed up Wy view
of regroupment in point 10: S ‘ . :

"Regroupment--No Tegroupment on a revolutionary Merzist basis is possible
under present conditions because the general tendency among all the so-
called socialist groupings is to the Right. They are not the emerging
visage of new resurgent radicallsm, but rather the rear of an old one."
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T deliberately put this in the form of a prognosis, and voted for the majority
resolution, so as to meke sure that my position could in no way be interpreted as
obstructive of any effort the party may make concreiely to reach the mass of dis-
ililusioned workers in the Stalinist movement.

However, ever since the regroupment process started, it has become more and
more clear to me that the objective role of the so-called "regroupers"--tliis motley
crew of ex-Stalinists, ex-Trotskyists, pacifisits, social democrats and God-kmows-
what--1s not to resuscitate the class consclousness of the socisligt-~minded: workers;
but to entrap them--to push them on some sort of puerile and harmless non-class . -
struggle, non-Marxist end non-Leminist "soclalism"--the type of sceiallsm thet is
perfectly acceptable to the bourgeoisle. R TSN LN PR B

- Nevertheless, T am for participation in it for purposes of weaning awey the
militants from these renegades. Bul our participation has to be based on a ‘mercie
less, persistent and consistent struggle to expose them publicly for what they are..
Thiz does not at all mean non-perticipation in concrete cases where civil liberties
or other forms of working class action ave possible, or debates where our gttitudes
are clegr on the fundamaunbtal lssues, AR Tt ; Lo

Comrada Weiss's ariicle is evidence of a conciliatory attitude to all those A
tendencies in the labor movement which it is our duty to mercilessly and publicly
expose.

Sam Marcey: -

Buffalo, 9/25/57
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1973 INTRDDUCTIGN TO "HE GLGBAL GLASS—WAR DOCUME&TS

hy V ﬁceni u@peland

. This compilation of documents by Sam-Marcy:may-at first-sighﬁ be a little for~ -
midable to new comrades.  But it is actually the shortest end simplest summary of
the theoretical-and ideoclogieal positions that led to the formatlon of Wbrkers World
Party and still GOHStltute & large nart cf,~ ‘our doctﬂlne. o : L

It is even possible to say that the flrst documant in partzcular was, whan it
was written in 1950 and still is today, 2 summary of the world relation of forces
between the proletariat end the hourg90151e, as well as a long-term orientation for -
proletarzan revolublonques.' . ; s o S

-There are few documents in the communist movement that can be so defined or
stand such a test. Where is the analysis of either world or national political con-
ditions written by Browder, Foster, or Stalin that can even stand the light of. day
today, inuch less be eonsidered at all applicable to our own time?

Even in the greatly changed world situation of 1973 there is nothing of sub-
stance that has to be altered in these essays, nothing that we would wish to erase
from the history of our ideologiecal battles., On the contrary, it may be that only
through some perusal of these records cen one fully appreciate our method and fully
understand our application of Marxism-Leniniem,

However, some of the emphasis would have to beé changed in similar discussions
today. And since the events and personalities and even the parties discussed are
different, and since altogether new political parties are now on the scene, it is
necessary to introduce these pleces with some description of the political situation
that prevailed when they were written.

And it it necessery to add that this is why we make this an Znfernal document.
It is not that any of our history is a secret from the movement or from our class.
But it is impossible to correctly interpret certain important nuancee of these par-
ticular documents--which ere from sixteen to twenty-three years old and were “inter-
na’® to begin with--withoul being fairly well tuned-in to the politics and theozy
of Workers ¥Worlid Pariy.

To begin with, they were all directed against the leadership of the old Social-

: Jorkers Party at s time when that leedership still remembered, however dimly,
thf ¢reat Russian Revolution. And although it was already betraying the revoiutio-
na=y teachings of Leon Trotsky, it still kept the shell of those teachings and it
stiil appeared to be to the left of the U.S. Communist Party. Its anti-Sovietism
and anti-communism were not so pronounced as today, and were concealed from its own
merbership and even to some degree from ourselves. The membership generally still
imagined the party was for the revelutlonary defense of the Soviet Union.

In this eonnegﬁion one of the most imporiant nuances of the 1950 document on
the Global Class War is expresced in the use of the term "Stalinist." This term is
uged exclusively in the old sense in that documeni--that iz, as a characterization
of the conservative, revisionist and oceasionally even reactlopary wing of the world
communii st movement.

Stalin was still alive in 1950 and was actively trying to maneuver for “peace-
ful coexistence” even in the middale of the cold war. He hed only gained the image
of & left-winger because of the three preceding years of world bourgecis hostility,
and then only in some quarters. (It is exirvemely dubious, for example, whether
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Mao Tse-tung at that time regarded Stalin as a very strong chempion of the Chiness
revolution!) . . .

 In.the fight between Trotsky and Stalin it was Trotsky who constantly referred
to his own faction as the "Bclshevik-Leninist?ufaction; aad,iﬁ was Stalin who re-
ferred to the Left Opposition members as "Trotskyists.” Troteky never really accep-
ted the latter term and he himgelf always put saresstic quotation marks around it.
Finally, in self-defense, he called the conservative faction "Stalinist"--but mainly
in order to emphasize that Stalin personified a basic departure from Leninism.

Given the continued isclation of the revolutionary wing, it was inevitable that

we should lose the terminclogical battle and that the term "Staliniem" would come .
to mean--in a way--what the CP said it mesnt or what the bourgeoisie sald it meant,
since.language_bgjits very nature is_the ingtrument of large numbers of peogle,

_ Comrade Marcy turned to just this subject in the final document, that of 1957,
and gives & political and class analysis of the guestion. By this time It was cru~ .
cially important, particularly in the 1ight of Khrushchev's speech against Stalin
(which nearly all factions including the Chinese CF, supported at the itime) to meke
a clear exposition of the term and show its relatively progressive side. Signifi~
cnatly enough, nobody but Marcy made this clarification, so far as I am awere.

But the First document, that of 1950, needs to be viewed with the thorodgh
understanding of the words "Stalinism®" and nStalinist® in their originel context as
meaning in the document the buresucratic degeneration of the revolution--and nothing
oloc. i . : g o e |

The document was written just after the Korean war began, and when it seemed
to be already over, after MacArthur had pushed up through North Korea to the Yalu
River border of Peoples China. This was before the Chinese came into the war and
when Korea appeared to be defeated by the imperielists.

Thus much is said in the past tense about & Korean "defeat." And this was |
happily corrected by later events not recorded in the document. However the thesis
is saturated with optimism about the Ycoming" victories over imperialism and the
Chinese assistance to Korea was in that sense fully predicted. . ‘

~ The SWP had at Tirst laken a "hands off" attitude in the Korean War, supporting
neither North nor South and asctually talking about "puppets of the West and puppets
of the East" or some such formalation. But after a few weeks, partly under pressure
from the Marey tendency, and pertly because of the awe-inspiring struggle of the '
Koreans themselves, the party ceme out for the proletarian North. But even them,
the SWP leadership did not remotely take the position of "two class camps,” mych
less that of two global class camps, as advoceted in the document. o

In fact, this document on global class war led direclty to the SWP accusation

of "Staliniem" sgainst the Marey tendency. o S '
Marey was in reality contiming Trotsky's defense of the Soviet Union in the : 

new post-World War Two eopch, and morecver asserting the revolutiongry defense as

opposed to the conservaiive, intermittent, undependable, maneuveriét;_Staliﬁist_de—
fense. But the SWP leaders called this ... Stalinism!l

The irony of it all was that they themselves were supposed to be infinitely
more For the defense of the revoluilon then the CP, but they had managed to become
in reality less for that defense than the CP. If this is not said explicitly in '
the document, it is only because of the deception snd gelf-deception practiced by
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the SWP leadership at the timee Marcy could suspect or deduce such an aﬁtltude on
the SWP leadership's part, but it would have been impossible to make such a suspi-
eion public, or o define it politically and clearlv at the time. '

" In retrospeet, however, it must be said eategorzcally that the SWP leadership,
in spite of their traditlons, were already by 1950, hiding behind Trotsky's prolev
tarian revoZuttonary anti—Stallnism and using i% to rationalize a gradually more
canservative 9081tion, a8 they had during ube prevxous two or three years of the
cold war,

The first fbrmaz t1poff as to thelr changing gositian was their difflculty at
arrlving at a theoretical definition of the class nature of the couniries of Eastern
Europe anﬁ above all in deflnlng the class nature of ‘the new Ghlnese state, o

Among the ‘several 1mportant contributions of Marcy's 1950 document was’ ‘Marey's
insistence that Peoples China was in fact the dictatorship of the proletariat. Such
a 9081t10n was ebsolutely unique in the SWP at, thet time and was one of ile reasoms
that the swp leaders labeleﬁ s as ngtalinists.”

S It should be added at once, of course, that this was alsc a bold praposition
in the world movement as a whole. No one else, so far as I know, in Europe or Asia
or in the United States, made this poini-«and certalnly not with such categorieal
clarlty - . _ . to

The 1.8, CP ealled Peaples China a “People 8 Damocracy.“ (It did draw most of
the eonclusions that would flow from our own more scientific and revolutionery des-
cription. And its weaker charascterization was partly in imitation of Sitalin, parily
a special American version of bowing to the cold war in termlnology.) And in China
iteelf the party also hedged, although perhaps more for political reasons and pres—
sures (e g., frdm the left Kuomlntang) than because of theoretzcal errors.:

The second document--that of 1953——eoncretlzes some of the propositions of the
first in connection with actual organizational gquestions. It is complicated, how-
ever, by the fact that it refery to a "Majority" and & "Minority” and the Minority

was not the Marcy tendéncy, but another one that had found some vulnerable poinis
in the Majority (Cannon-Dobbe) position, but were themselves on the way out of the
movemsnt altogether

_ Gomrade Marcy 2 ana1y31s here is also remarkable for its aniielpa+ion of this
fact and for its careful sorting out of the Mpjority and Minority attitudes toward
the CP. - He shows the Minority's accusation against the Majority for "sectarianism®
in refuszng to deal with the CP was a false issue. The question was one of opporw
tunism and capitulation %o 1mperlallsm through the medium of SWP adapting to the
1mperlallst—1nflueneed trade union wnrkers at that time. But it wag opportunism on
both sides.

The SWP ma;orluy'was caplitulating to imperialism, as the Minority somewhat un-
derstood.  And the Minority was capitulating to ithe old "Stalinism"--or rather to
the idea that an ideological coalition between revolutionary Trotskyism and the CP
would result in great gains. In one sense this might have been very true. But the
view lacked seriousness as well as prineciple and the Minority éid not even try to
carry‘out its suppased perspective when it left the SW?

Maroey shows what the nroblem really was. His comments on Henry Wallace, on
the Rosenbergs and on the Trotsky conversations on eritical support of Browder's
Presidential campaign, are all meant to. emphasize the problem of a correct and revo-
lutionary approach to the CPs of the world. And in the course of this he shows thatl
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the U.S. workers do not have a separate destiny (as Cannon and the SWP Majority
wanted to believe) independent of the world communist movement, and that a workers'
cadre must be created that is internmational to the core, in spite of American prag-
matism and chauvinist anti-foreignism.

“There emerges. concretely in the third document what is still s little abstract
in the second, or at least not go sharp as In the third, This is the attitude to-
ward the crisis within the CP. Which way are the CP dissidents going? To the left
or to the righm° , ,

Naturally there have always been some left dissidents (among them, originally,

ourselves). But ever since the cold waer, the SWP leaders showed a remarksble abili-

ty to welcome the right dissidents, who were the predominant trend since that tlme,
and .an 1nabillty 10 see who were the leftlsts!

: This letter about the evolution of Jogseph Clark, a long-time leader of the CP,
wes just one of a whole series of statements we made after the 20th Congress of the
CP of the Soviet Union, the one in which Khrushchev mede his famous 1956 speech
against Stalin., It was a year afier the Hungarian counter-revolution, which figures
importantly in the logic of the letter.

This particular letter was written in 1957 just sbout a year and a half after
Xhrushchev's speech. And even at that time no one but curselves had analyzed that
speech from the left. Even the Chinese revolutionaries were only to criticize it
several years later.

After Khrushehev's speech and af'ter the Hungarian counter-revolution in parti-
cular, there wae z veritable exodus out of the CPs of the world, especially the
U.S. CP, And this was the occasion for the biggest illusions on the part of the
SWP leadership thet they were going to recruit thousands of ex~CPlers. (In this
they gook over the vacated position of the "Minority" discussed in the second docu~
ment.

It 45 also worth noting that the SWP leaders were not alone in their giddiness
about the "™new" (P stance and what they called "regroupment of the left." The
general U.S. movement was at ite nadir, even though McCarthyism ag such had been
set back by the liberal bourgeoisie. And many were the elements, including some
lzaderg in the CP today, who thought Khrushchev was leading them toward a great
new radicalization and reconciliation of tendencies on a world basis. And from the
heights of Mao Tse-tung to the depths of Carl Davidson {or his equivzlents at the
time) nobody but ourselves challenged this thesis.

Comrade Marcy's letter was then all the more illuminating about the real situ-
ation., But by the same token it threw a bucket of cold waler on the hot hopes of
the "regroupers" in the 8WP. So it led o cries of "sectarianism" agalnst us as
well as the old familiar accusation of "Staliniem.m

Pinally, from all this and especially from the documents themselves it ought
1o be clear why ninety-nine times out of a2 hundred, we do not rush to defend our-
gelves nowadsys when our crities esll us "Staelinist.®

This is not because of the nature of Stalinism, bul because of the nature of
our critice. HNearly all of these golidarize in some way with the SWP or with the
"demosratic oppogition" {i.e. the capitalist restorationists) in the Soviet Union.
As against them, we solidarize with the "Stalinists" even while we oppose the ideo-
logy of Stalinism,
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- As for those other critics among the so-called Maoist-Stalinists of the United
States today, those who call us togunter-revolutionary Trotskyists”, ete., they uay
prove to be less of a problem in the long run despite their present ultimatistic .
and thoughtless invective. But thelr case requires special treatment which the
prezent documents, although obviously nomumental alongside the Iilliputian efforts
of the "theoreticians" of the Guardian stripe, do not supply. - R

This omission it should be remembered, is mostly due to the fact that Mao him-
self omitted any defense of Stelin at the tdme. And outside of ourselves no one in
the United States had yet noticed that Mao was to. the 1eft of Kbrushehev {which he
uindoubtedly wag, in spite of his silence on Khrushehev. and the 20th Congressi ).

This important question 1s now somewhat more pressing'and:éontempcrarjdthan"
the matters contaived in the present work. But without a clear understanding of
the old questions it will be diffieult for us to gain the kind of clarity that we

need in-dealiﬁg with new ones.

% R & k d ® Kk F % %
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