Historical Retrogression Or Socialist Revolution
A Discussion Article on the Thesis of tha IKD

The documont of the German comrades, “Capitalist Borbarism
or Socialism,”" proposcs a thesin of kistorical retrogression and o
program of “democeratic-political revolution” which in my view i
in fundamental opposition {o the genoral principles of Marzizm and
tha specific perspcotives of the Fourth International for the social-
at revolution in .F‘urapc I proposo here to refute them as compren~
henzively ar porsible in the apace at my disposal.

PART I: THE THEORY OF THE QUESTION

The retrogressioniuts post their thosie in Hegelian terms. We
have thereforo first to grapple with the dialectic.

In the Dialvctic o Nature, Engels lists the threo basic laws:
{1} The law of the transiormation ¢f quantity into quality. {27
The law of the interpenetration of the opposites. (3) The law of
the negation of the negution., The third “figures as the fundamental
law for the contruction of the wholo system." The interconnection
can be demonstrated ns follows:

Capitalist society {3 a negation of a previvus organism, feudal
nmociety. it consists of two opposites, capital and Iabor, interpene.
trated—one cannot be concefved without the other. The contradic-
tion between capital ond labor develops by degrees in o constant
series of rainor negations, Thus, commercial capitalism, through
quentitative changes in the mode n produetion, develops a new
quelity and is transformed into indusirfal capitulism with, of
course, currespondmg changes in its opposite, Jabor. This industriai
cnpitnllsm ia further negated by monepoly eapitalism which s fur-
ther negated by siate-monopoly  capitalism. But this incrensing
negativity, i.e., this constant transformation into a higher stage in
a cortnin direction, only sharpens the fundamental antngomnm
which constitutes the organism. The maturity of the organism ‘is
demonstirated by tha fact that the contradictions become so devel-
oped that thi organisin can no longer contain them. Thore arfses
the necessity of & complete'negation, not of successive stages of de-
velopment but of ‘the organiam itself. The orgnnism will be ne-
gated, abolished, transcended by the antagoniema developed within
its cwn self, without the intervention of any third party. That is
negation of the negation. That fs abolition or self-cbolition.

‘The key word for us here is the word abolition (German: Auf-
kebung). The retropressionists use the word Selbst-Aufhebung. The
implication is that this means self-abolition, while aufiebung meaus
plein abolition. But in the dinlectic of Hegel and Marx, all abolition
of an organism means scif-abolition.'Two years age I had to deal
with thiz very question and wrote £s follows:

“Fer the word sbolitlon, aitfhebung, Mearx went again to Hcgc'l
to show quite elearly what he kad in mind, Aufheduny does not
mean mera non-existence, or abolition, ay you abolish a hot dog or
wipe some chalk off a board. As Hegel explaina at length {(Logie,
tr. Johnston and Strathers, vol. 1, p. 120), it means for him tran.
scendence, raizsing of one moment ar active factor from ita subor-
dinate position in the dialectkfcal contradiction to its rightful and

predestined place, superseding the opposite moment with. which it is ~

interpenetrated, l.e., inseparably united, in this ease, roising labor,
tho basis of all vnlue, to a dominant position over the other mo-
ment, the mass of nccumuiated lsbor. Thereby self-developiug hu-
manity takes the place formerly held by self-developing value, The
real history of humanity -will begin' (Mternal Bulletin, Aprcil,
1943.)

- In The Holy Family, Marx has a long passage, of which this ia
[ fnir sample:

“,.. The proletariat ia ns proletariat toreed to abolish jtself and
with this, the opposile which determines it, private propearty. it is
the negative aide of the opposition, its principle of unrest.”

“If the prolotariat Ia vietorioux it does not mesn that it has be-
come the absolute slde of soclety, for it Is victorious anly by abol-
ishing itsclf and its opposite. Then both the proletariat and ita can-
ditloning opposite, private property, have vanished.”

In Capital i{tself, the word he almont invariably uses for the
ebolition of capitnliat production is Anfhebung, ie,, its substitu.
tlon by socinliat production, its own Interpenetrated opposite,

Diafectic as Sciuntific Method

In 1915, Lenin wrote that “Jintectic Ia the theory of knowledzo
of (Hegel and) Marxism.” (Collcclod \Works, vol. 13, pp. 321-32T.}
And Lenin not only calls this “the essence of the mintter but eon-
demms Plekhanav and other Marxists for paying “no attentlon” to
it. ‘This, for Marx and Lenin, is a scientific methed, not feith.

It i3 this grave weskness in Plekbanov which has led to so much
confusion in Marxism and the dinlectic. As Lenin saw, Hegol, idsal-
ist though he might be, understood this perfcetly. In the Lorper
Logie (tr. Johnston and Struther, p. 65, vol. 1) he says:

“The one and only thing for sccuring scientific prograva {end
for quite simple insight into which, 7t ia cesential to strive) i
knowledge of the Iomca] precept that Negation {s just as much
m'ﬁr'nntmn as Negation."

All the great Marxists understood that for the scientific anzly- -
sz of cupitalist scelety, you must postulate the positive in the nega.
tive, {he affrmation in the negation, i.e., the inevitability of socisl-
jsm, Give it up, play with it and you lose, for example, the Marxiat
theory of the socialist revelution aa the culmination of the daily
class struggle. If the revolution ia not understood as rooted inevita-
bly in the objective necersity of socinlism, then it is attributed to
the subjective consciousness of the leaders, It i3 becanse the Men-
shevika und the Eastmans deny the inevitability of secislism thet
they repudiate the Marxist conception of the party and secuse tha
Bolsheviks of imposing their dialeetical religion upon the Russi
workers in Qctober, 1917. For the Mennhoviks nnd the Eastma
Rusala could have had ecither o demoeratic revolution or the die
torship of the proletariat. Lenin and Trotsky always maintsir
the opposite, that they were acting in accordance with inner b
toric necessity as it expressed itself concretely in 1917. ’

Hegel eould not maintain the dialectical method eonsistently bu-
euiuse he based himeell on the Inevitability of bourgeois eoclety.
Marx could reteln and extend it only by basing himsed ‘on the e
evitability of socinlism. A he wiote to Weydemeyer on- March-5,

"1862, he hed discovered neither the elnss struggle nor the ecunnmln

anatomy of the clreses,

"What I did that was new was to prove +vo that ‘the’ clﬂ!l! sh'nz-
gle necessarily leads to the dietatorship of the proletariat’” -

Perhaps the most useful statement of dinleetic a3 2 seientific
theory for Mnrxista is mndo by Roza Luxcmbourg AReform tmd_ .
Revolution) :

“What precisely was the key which enubled Marx to open thc
door to tha secrets of capitnlist phenomena? The seeret of Marx's
theory of value, of hin nnalvsis of the problem of money.’ af his
theory of capital; of the thcory of the ratz of profit, and cotse~
quently of the entire economic syalem, {s found in the trangitory
charncter of cnmtulist cconomy, the inevitability of its collapss, -

leading—and this is only another aspeet of the same phenomena.

(emphasis mine-—J. R. J.)—to socialiam. ... And it Is precidely be- -
eause he took the soclalist viewpoint.for his analysis of bourgeuln‘ ’

scciety that he was in the position to give & acientific basir 't the

nocinlist movement.” ;
Bernstein believed that Cumtnl wna not scientific hecause M’arx :
had had the conclusfons in hia head leng before he wrote it. He .

did not underatand that Marx could only write it heeause he took -

as & premiso the transitory nature of capitalist soclety and the
incvitability of soelalism, This !s the puide tn Marxist theory. The
tent s in practice, If the inevitability of socialism Iz the key by
which Marx opened the door to his world-shaking discoveries, the
if tha world revolution fafls to come’” Is the key by which the
retrogressionists open the door to theira.

“The Invading Sociclist Soclety™

As far back ns Anti-Dilkring (1R78), Marx and Engels eaw
sociallsm invading and dinlectienlly n'ltoring eapitaliam.

“In the trusts, freedom of competiticn changes into its oppo. .
site (emphasizs mine—JT. R. J.), into monopely. The planloss pro-

" duction of capitalist accfety eapltulates befors the planned praduoe-

tion of the invading sacialist socloty.™
This {s the philosophical concept which permeates *The mltnr-
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ical Tandency of Capitalist Accumulation,” the most famous chap-
ter In Capital and all Marxist writlng, This for the reirogression-
lots ia their “conter of gravity. Lot us sce what Marx snya:

Tha very laws of capitalist produetion bring forth the “mate-
riul ngenciea” fur its dissalution—eoncentration of production and
sociniization of Inbur, But on theso materinl agencica ns bnais spring
up “new forces and now passions,” This is tho proletariat. “Con-
tralizution of the means of production and socialization of labor at
last reach n poiul where thoy becoms incompatible with thelr copi-
talist integunment. This Integument is burst asunder.” This in the
proletarinn revolution.

Only then does Mnrx sum up the procesa in torms of propoerly
which is n legal, historienl manifestation of the productive process.
He soys:

“The capltalist. .. mode of appropriation, the result of Lhe capi- -

talist mode of production, produces capitalist private property.’’

Production, approprintion, property.

“This is the first negation of individual privato property, as
founded on the lubor of the proprictor.”

. Labor, you note, is the foundntion. A certain kind of pruperty
is the resuii of o certnin mude of producion, a cortain type of laben

“Rut eapitalist production begets w'th the incxorability of a
law of nature ile own negation. It is the negation of negation. This
does not reésteblish private property for the producer bul glves
hint individual property hared on the reguisitions of the capitalist
cra, i.e, on codperation and the posscrsion in common of the land
and of the means of production.”

Hiikerts among Murxists and snti-Marxists, this wns under-

stood to mean socialism. The retrogressionists challenge this. They

BRY: -
“The capitalist mode of production begets ita own negation
h the inexurability of n law of nature even if the socialist reve-

i fails to comc” :
This they tell ua is the “deepest essence of the historical ten-
oy of capitalist accurulation,” Bo that when Marx wrote 'ng.
. Jon of the negation™ he did not mean acciallsm only. He meant
- that. enpitalist private property und capitalist production were
going. to be negated, destrayed, proletariat or mo proletariak. This,
Marx's most amphatic stafement of the proletarian sociulist reve-
Lution as the inevitable alternntive to capitalism, iz histortenlly, fe:,
in life, intcrpreled to mean thil eapitulist property ean be ubol-

ished and s new kind of state {burcancratic-collectivist, manageri- '

1) will take ils place. This certainly is the most romarkuble inter-
pretation of Marxism. ever mada and is likely to remnin so.

Ctlass Struggle or Nailonal Struggle

I huve to confine myself hore to its immediate political consa-
guences. The material self-abolition of eapital is for the retyogros-
alonists n process by which the capitalists expropriste one another
and the many capitalist nations are expropriated by one, In their
precccupnticn with the oxpropriation of the property, thay lose
aight of the antagonistic roles of bourgeelsie and proletariat in the
process of production. :

It appenrs immedintely in thelr analysiz of ‘Eurocpe. This s’

based 1ot upnn the class struggle in produetion beiween the Gar-
men centrulization of Eurnpean capital and the European working
¢lass, For them, the basic anulyais is of one imperiulist nation op-
pressing and expropriating other nations. The native hourgeoisie
of the occupied countriza is not defined basieally in its economic
assoeiation with the centralized capitsl of Eurepe but as part of
the cxproprinted and explolted nations. The ¢lass struggle of the
Europeun proletarint against the existing cupitalist soclety is thus
repinced by the national strugyle of individual nations, including
bourgeoisic and wurkers, Hence the national straggle for them is
not primarily n ciass struggle to overthrow a certain mode of pro-
duetion but n struggle tn “reconstruet the whole serewed-back de-
velopinent, to regain all the schievementz of the bourgeolse (in-
cluding the labor mavement), to reuch the highest nccomplishments
and to exeel them,” But if the proletarint is to “reconstruct the
whole serewed-ack development,” ete., ete., then the task of the
proletariat ean only be to rebuild the whole bourgeois-democratic,
j.e., the natious!, structure. Turn and twist as they may, tho retro-
gresslonists are In a vise from which they cannot escape.

The Economic Laws of Motion: The "General Law”
Without o firm grnsp of the laws of production, you are blown

all ways by overy wind, Let us see what tho retrogreasionists do

with the gencral law of eapitalist accumulation which is Marx's
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theoretical basis for tho historleal, Lo, the actual, Nving tendency.
I'ho rotrogrossionists say:

*ne wneory of tne retrogressivo movement is therefors no more
thun the thooretical grasp of the luwa of motlon of tho capilaliat
mude of production ut the point of transformation into their oppo-
sty in the revorsal dolormined by ita contonts, in which they be-
come conoretely demonstrable laws of its colicpss {ndependent of
the profeturian revolution!” (¥, did.)

Marx hos summed up the general law as the law of the organiz
composition of capitul, the relation of the conatant cupital (the
mass of machinery, concrete Inbor, use-values) to the varlebla
capital (labor-puwer, the only sourco of valua). The relatlon e
1:t, thea 231, then 331, then 43}, cte. This duveloping ratio {s the
organic luw of capitalist socicty, i.e., it is of the very nature of the
grganism.

You woeuld vxpect thet snyone whe hod discovered economic
laws of retrogression weuld ahow how this law was in retrogres-
gion, But you search the retrogressionist document in vain. Not &
word. Why? Hecause no such ceonomic movement existy, Where in
the world is there any retrogression in this organic lawt In fascist
Germany the relation of constant to variable capital increasud
enurmueusiy. in Siitaln, in the 11,9.A,, in Jopon, in Ching, in Indis,
in Lutin Amcrica, the war hus seen a vost increase; the post-war
will see & still greater, What post-war Germany losea will go to
increase the ratio of its neighborz. Whatover production does take
place in Germany will take placy according to the organic compo-
sitfon of 1945 und nnt aceording to that of 1845, :

1f the victorious powers dure to deindustrinlize Cermany, all
that thoy will do is to transform miilions of proletarizns into an
industrial reserve army on a vast seale which is precisely the “abse-
lute gencral law of capitalist accumulation,” Colonization of France
or Germuny can only be an agitntional phrase. In the senss of &
historical retrogression it means ereating . countryside Mke that
in Indis gr Chinz with fendn} and semi-feadul paassnts compris-
ing the lazge majority of the population. The relations of produc-
Lion, the social relationz and the whole political structure of thoss
countrics would be altered. 4 bourgeoiz-democratis  revolution
wonld e on the order of the day. The victorlous imperinlisms, aa

Lenin foresaw, cannot de it. Capitalist competition, which'ig inits’
preacnt form imperialist war, compels them to oboy the generai lvw

of ‘cnpitniist secumulazion and tomorrow will force tham to rearm, .
i.c. reindustrialize Germany, Into thess Marxise fundemientals they

have introduced an unexampled confusion,

Retrogression and the Industricl Reserve Army

The retrogressionists suy: “Under impurinllsm_'pmdnct.i&é';ﬁf S

carried on in a capitalist manner from A to Z, but all relatione

from A to Z ave gualitatively altered. The ‘camp system,’ lnbor and
forced labor service, prizons, oic., becoms by tue massive. extent
and the manner of their utilination, first, speeial formsa. of clave '
abar, and beyond that, imperinlist forms of utilizing the capitelist

averpopulation.” {I% 34?.)

Wasn't it Marx who told us that the antsgonism of capitalist
production **vents its rage in the creation of that monstrosity, the
industrial reserve army, kept in misery in.order to ba alwaye at ths
digposal of capital” If today they are kept in labor campa, it Is be-
cause the proletarian movement toward the seclalist future is such
that capital must sssume complete control over the workers not
only inside but outside of the process of production, But do thess
workers “qualitatively” produce more surplus value or lesst De

they alter the organic law? Do they modify or mccentunte the con-

tradiction beiween use-value and value? Do they become isolated
groups of slaves, serfs on widely separated latifundia, on manozial
farms, or on medicval peasant allotments? Do they acquire the so-
einl and political eharncteristics of slaves and serfs in the Middle
Ages? To this last guestion the rutrogressioniats answer “Yoa

They say that society “harks back in reverse order-to the end of

the Middle Ages, the cpoch of primitive accumulation, the Thirty
Yenrs Wer, the bourgrois revolutions, ete, In those days it was s
questicn of smnashing an outlived economic form and of winning
the independence of nations—now It Is u questisn of sholishing in-
dependence and shoving soclety back to the borbarism eof the Mid-
dle Ages.” (Pp. 333-334.)

It is not o question of smashing economle forms, not & guestion

of winning a new society, That is merely the program of the Fourth
International. That, they tell us, is not the question. Independence
has been abolished, society has been shovad back to the barbarism
of tho Middle Ages and the prolstariat, to save the situation, must
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restore domocracy, Thoy must writo this, Soelsllzed labor, tho so-
clalist proloinriat, hns vanished Into tho labor camp. Tho historleal
initiutive ia placed entirely in the haudy of the bourgealsia,

According to Wiclr mode of selontlfic nnalysis, the world rovo.
Lution eannet but foil to come. The throwbnck of fabor to the Mid-
dle Ages {5 tielr general law of capitallst accumulation, To think
that this car ba arrested by demoeratic slogans 1, to put It moder-
ately, & retrogression to the Utopias not cven of the nincteenth
century but of the Middle Ages,

The Productlve Forzes

The rlrogresslenist thesis claims to be based upon the collapse
of capitalism “independently of the queation of the cxtension of
the market,” (P. 333,) Very good. Tu this, as In charnctoristic of
them, they give not a word of nunlysis. 1 have to try to llustrate
the diiference between this theory and that of the underconsump-
tionista,

1f you obacerve the growth of capiun]l empirieally, 1.0., with bour-
geoln cyes, then it must appear that as the market declines, the
productive power also declines and therefors bringa tho whole
process to g wiandutill, In renlity the struggle for the declining
markel makes cach competitor tncrease its productive power in
order to drive its compotitey of the field. Naturally this leads to
8 fine crash, But in the crash the technologieally bnskward units
go under and the system as & whale emerges on n higher techne.
logicul level-—of course te start the whole process ugain, But the
growth of the productive power of capital tan come only by the
higher organic composition, This leads to the falling rate of profit
and it §s the Lalling rate which compcels a erisis, In Voi. 11 of Capi-
tal (p. 301) Maorx says that it is “the fall in the rate of profit
[which] calls forth the competiiive struggle mnong the eapitalists,
not viee versa.” Most Marxizt commentators reeognize that the
Mserxion crisis is not a crisis of incapucity to sell goods or, In
beurgeois Lering, of “effective demand.” It is when ihe erlsis is im-
minent that enpitalista rush to sell goods and naturally the botior
{alls out of the market. Bluke expresses it vory well, in An Amer-
ican Lookz at Karl Marz:

“Thus the limiting factor of consumption is a procipitant, the
discharge of workers in the means of production is = manifeata-
tion, the trensferred erack in consumers’ purchanes the ‘cause’ of a
panic, while all along the crisis i impliclt, overcome by eccumula-

" dion by the sfronger....” .

Nuw every sericus dispute by serious people about the future of
capitalist society will in the long run find the protagonists lined up,
in the camp cither of .the Leninists or the underconsumptionists,
The retrogressionists say thet -thoy follow the Leninist interpre.
tation. Yet their thesis is that the productive forees have ceased to
grow and they qucte Lanin and Trotsky, I do not propose to take
up Trotsky here, He undoubtedly wrote this many times. He also
wrote other passnges in apparent contradiction. At any rate he
left-no developed economie thesis. But Lenin. did. He wrote Iinpe-
rialiym to prove the decling of capitalism, Nevertheless he states
(and more then once) : “It would be = miatake to beliove that this
tendency to deeay precludes the possibility of the rapid growth of
capitalism. It doex not. In the epoch of imperialism, certain branches
of industry, certain stratn of the bourgesisie and certain countries
betray, to & more or less degree, one or another of these tendencies.
On the whole, capitalism i3 growing far more rapidly than before.”

‘But argument nbout this doca not need ‘quatations from Lenin,
In 1929 the productive power was higher than it had ever been;
in 1039 It was stiil higher than It wes in 1929; by 1042 it hiad

reached fontastic heights compared with 1039, Do the retrogres.

sionists daro to deny this? War is only eapitalist competition ear-
vied out by national units, and the laws hold firm, In times of peace
the fundamental movement iz development of the productive power
precisely because “the market’ is declining, In war, where the
world market is exhausted and ean only be redivided, each national
stale fanaticnlly develops the productive power. If capitalism lnsts
until 1868, then the propuration for World War IIT would result
in a productive power far beyond that of 1942,

Yhat then 15 responsible for the retrogressionists’ thesis of Iack
of grovith of the praductive forces? Having abandoned the inovita-
bility of the saclalist revelution, and having adopted a theory of the
tendeney of capitaliat accumulaiiva, which inerensingly disorgan-
fzes and colonizes the proletariat and hence makes it unfit for the
soclallat revoluilon, they ennnot sce the growth of the productive
forces which organizes and disciplines the proletariat in the process
of production and prepares it for the socialist rovolution,: Having

T

given up tho process of production na the incans of developing the -
productive forces and organlzing the proletarfat, thoy must look
outsldo tho process of production, l.c., to democracy,

Productive Forces and Soclal Relatiens

Underconsumptionisls aro distinguished by tho fnct thut.valus
plays no part in their anolyals, Thus they lose sight of tha funds.
menta! contradiction of capitalist procluction, thnt between the
means of production in ite value form (the mnin concoern of the
bourgeoinie) and meany of production In its materinl form (the
main concern of the proletariat), They thus ruin the pessibility of
future annlysis. A recont mrticle In Lho Saturday Evening Post
shows how clearly the hourguelsle sees its own side of this ques. -
tivn, Admiral Ramsey says that all the existing planes must be
systematicelly destroyed beeause {n flve yeare' time they would be
obsolete. And not only plancs, but means of production. General
Arnold demands “rescarch laboratorica for over-lnercusing aere-
nuutical development, a progreasive aviation industry capable of |
great expansion quickly.” Thus esacntially ns in competition for
the market, the material form of the products may be still valu.
able and shle to give greal servico to the proletariat and the poo-
ple. But their value, in terma of socially necesanry labor time on
the world market, in equal only to that of the Iatest discovery, ac-
tunl or patential, Henca reorgunization of production for mere and
better prodnction, socialist of Inbor, increnso of the industrial army.
The general and the admiral were forward-looking but still did not
see fur enough. The discovery of ntomic onergy poses the guestion

- of the reorganization of the whele technological system, The sec-

ond bomb, two duys later, made the first absolete, The retrogresaions
ist thesis mahes it Impossible to interpret the genera) capitalist
development ‘es socialist society invading capitslism. For then
atomic energy is a sign of grenter lsbor camps and therefore of &
quicker return to the Middle Aces. Instend of eslling vpon werkera
in view of the cconomic development to prepare for power they. sra.
compelled to demand more frantically than ever, a-defanse of de-
moeracy. ", ‘ o Ce
What then iz the fundamental error of the. retrogreasionfsts
They kave as always lost sight of the invading socialist ociety, the |
socinlist futurs in the capitalist present. Capitalisre fetters, ia,
hampers, impedes the development of the productive forces, But it

does not bring them to a balt. They move forward by advancs,: re- 3

tardation, standatill, but they move forward, bringing ‘the profe-

tariat with them, The theoretical analysiz is that the more capie’

talism Increases the preductive forces, the more it brings them Into .-
conflict with the existing social relations, The more- it increwves
and develops the productive furces the more it socializes labor and’”
the more it degrades it ond the more it drives it to revolt. Where
Merxism deals in eantradictions, growtha and despening” of ‘an- - -
tagonismsg, and thercfore of class struggle, the retrogressionists -
deal in absolutes, The productive forees have cezsed to grow, Hay--
ing decided to operate on the basis of “if the world reveintion fails .
to come,” the rotrogressionists, rudderleas, deny historiesl fuct—
the gruwth of the productive forces since 1917-—make complete -
jumble of Merxian economies. all in order to show soclety on itg
way back to the Middio Ages. You do not make these blunders
without dragging others, and more serious oney, in their train, .

ldealism and Positivism

The vital question fs to get hold of the Intimate connection:
between retrogressionist theory and their practieal conslusione, In
his Critiqua of the Hegelion Dinlectin, Marx pays noble tributa to
Hegel for his discovery of the dialectic but forotells that his ine
capacity to take it further, i.e., to tocialiam, opens the way to
uneritieal idealism and equally uncritical peaitivism. The retro-
gressionists fall inescapably into both. . o

In Vol. II Marx divided capital into Depariment I, msans of
production and Department II, means of consumption, and bases.
his further analysis upon this diviston. The retrogressionists divide
the productive forces into means of destiuction and meuns of con-.
struction. What is this but idealism—classification nccording to
moral eriteria? One otands almost in despair before this muddla,’
0il, coal, stael, Willow Run, Curtiss-Wright, were. they means of
dustruction in January 19457 And what are they now In August
19457 Are they once more means of conatruetion? 1f 80, they move
from being means of destruction to being means of coustruction
under the sama class rule. This is the sconomics of Philip Murray.
The retrogresaionists do not know with what sharp weapons they
are playing. All Marx's seonomic categories are soeinl categoriss,
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In the analyals of capital ps vnluo, constant capital symbolizes the
bourgeolaie, varlablo eapital the proletarint. But men use not value
but stocl, oil, textiles. ‘Lhun, in his analysis of capital as material
form, Department I {means of production) is in essence repro-
sentative of the bourgeelsie and Department 1l (means of con-
sumptioa) s represantative of the proletariat. Tha struggle Le-
tween cosatent and varisble eapital, between Department 1 and
Department 11 is expresaive of the strupgle of classea, What strug-
gle goes on belween means of destruction and means of consump-
tion7 Tho retrogressionists are defining things as things and not
according to a socinl mcthod—the most elementary positiviem,
But deallsm and poaitivism are not terms of abuse, Politieslly they
mean ong thing-—analysis of productive forces as things in general,
analysis of the proleteriat as people in general,

The Phenomenology of Mind

Marxism {s distinguished from idealism and positivism of oll
types by the fact that {a} It distinguishes the proletarint fiom all
other ¢losses by its types of lobor and (b) by the revolutionary ef-
feet - upan the proletoriat and soclety of this type of lebor, -

The concept of labor is the very basis of the dinlectie, ond not
mercly of the Morxinn dinlectic but of the dizlectic of Hegel him.
self. In the Phenomenology of Mind,® in the section on Lordship
and Bonduge, Hegel shows that the lord has a desire for the cbjeet
and enjuys it. But because he does not aclually work on it, his desire
lacks objectivity. The labar of the bondsman, in working, in chang-
ing, 1.0, in negating the raw material, has the conirary effect. This,
his labor, gives nim his rudimentary sense of personality. Murx
hailed this and continued the hasie idea in his analysis of handi-
craft and the early stages of capitelist produection (simple co-
operatieny. Tho laborer's physical and mental faculties are devel-
oped by the fact that he'mokes o whole chair, a whole table, 8 piece
of srmor or o whole shoa.

With the development of the siuge of manufactire, however,
there begins the diviston of labor, and hare instead of making one
object, mun begins to produce fragments of on object. In the process
of production, there beging o stultifieation, distortion and casifica.
tion of his physical and intellectus] faculiies; '

With the productive process of heavy indusiry, this stultifiea-
tion is puehed to #s ultimate limit. Man becomes merely on ap-
pendage to = machine. He now no longer wses the irstroments of
production. As Marx repeats on puge after page, the instrumenta
of production use him. Hegel, who had caught hold of this, waa
completely baffled by it nnd seelng no way ount, took refuge in
idealism. Marx, using the Hegelian methed and remaining in the
productive process itself, discovered and elsborated one of the
most profound truths of social and politicsl psychalogy. In the
very degradation of the workerz hé saw the basis of their emanci.
pation. Attucking Proudhon for misunderstanding Jialectic, he
wroto of the Inborer in the automatic factory:

“But from the moment that all special ‘development
cerses, the need of univeraality, the tendency towards an
integral development of the individual begina to maké -
itself felt.” {(Poverty of Philoscohy, 1847) -

This nced of the individual for universality, for a gense of inte.
pretion so powerful among al! modern oppressed classes, {s the key
to vast sreas of socizl and politienl jrngles of today. The fasciats,
for example, understood it thercughly.

Twenty years Inter in Cepital Marx' developed the politieal
results of the argument to the full, It is a8 & result of the division
of labor in manufaclures, thet the laborer is brought face to face
with the intellectual potencies of the material process of produetion
as the property of anothor and as & ruling power.” (Xerr ed., p.
397) Ho does not need revelutionary partles to teach him this, This
procesa is his revolutionary education. It begins in manufacture.
“It is completed in modern industry .. " This is the misory that is
aceumnulated as capital i3 acenmulated. It may not be formulated.
But the moment Lourgeois so:lety breaks down and the worker
breaks out lu Insurraction, for whatever incidsntnl purpose, re-
sertinent rgainst the whele system explodes with terrible power.**

The educational process iz not indidivdunl but soeinl. Az Marx
Inalated snd Lenin never wearied in pointing out, in addition to thia

*0One af the thrus baale books used by Lenin in his rtudies for
Imperialiam,

**Tho bnbblers who think that all the Amerlean workars want ia
“ttll employment” are In for n rudo awakoning That cnpltaliam In-
erenges tho use-valuss (radio, educntion, booka, ete) that ho uaes
outnlde of production only Incrensus hls antngonism.
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persunal, Individunl cducation, eapital educates the worker soclally
and policsdly, In Capital {pp. bd2-3) Marx quoted a pussuga he
nud writien wwenty years buioroe it tne slanifosto. Former indus-
wiinl systems, all of them, aimed At consorvatlon of tne eXuUng
moude of production, kar ditlerant i capital: .
“Consunt revelutions in  production, unintarcuop!
distucbancy of all socinl conditions, overlasting uncertainty
and agitation distinguizsh the bourgeois epoch from ull
carlicr ones, All nhxed, Inst-Irozen reintiens witn thelr
train of anclent and venerable projudices and supursti-
tiohs are swept away, All now lormed ones become and-
quated before they can ossify. All that is solid melts
nta v, ali that 15 holy i protuncd, and man 18 8% jugt
compelled to face with sober renses his real conditions
of lue, and his relations with nis xind,”

‘This ia the history of Europe during the last thirty years snd
purticularly the loat five.

The very elimax or biarx's chapter on The General Law is to
wari tnat T antagonistic character of capitalist aecumulation
is enuncioted in various Yorms by pulitical ecenomisis, gltnougn by
tnem it is confeunced with phenomena, certmnyy ti some excent
unalagous but neveritheless essentielly distinct ond belonging w
pre-capitalistic modes of preduction,” ie, the Middle Ages, And
why essehtially <isunct? DecaRse N CHPICRE AIONY LI Qugladiniull
utld its mswoncal conditions aiso cregee 1N LDe Workers Lne uuter-
tnination to ovestbrow the system and scquire for tacinseives o
intellectual potencies of the material procesa of production. Who
doesu't understand this in nis bones can he 8 shitcere revoiuaounary
but cannot lead tha proletariat. 'I'he retrogressionlets ruin tus
conception. They say that “the minute the prolecarion loses his
righv o strile, his froccdom of moevement, and atl poltresd nights,"
he .censes to bo the “classic ‘frec” proletarian . . . (p. 331) For
the analysis of production and the stagea ol production, they have
substituted the legislative or repressmve action of -the bouryrols
stute, They say that “'Che modsrn sleve differs much less ponute Uy
from the slave of antiquity thon appears at firat glanee” (p, 311). -
The retrogressionists carry their democratie concsptions.inw the .
procéss of productlon itselt. They say: “Iolitically, nnd to' n large -
extent economicelly, it (the proletariat) lives under thu conditions
and forms of slnvery.,” (p. 439) They seem incapable of undar-
standing that inerease of misary, subordination, slavery is part
of capitsalist production and not retrogression. - -

At this stage we can afford to be empirien). In 1844 the Itulian
proletariat in North Italy lived under fasciam. Mussolini, to placate
this proletariat, called his state the Socialist RepubHe. Every
worker who punched the elock and found no work gob three-
quarters of his day's poy, Mussgolini passed decrees which almed |
at making the workers believe that industry was soclalized, When,
the Germans were about to leave, these workers negotinted with
thein and with Mussclini and drove them out. They seized the
factoriss. They hold them lo this day. Such is modern industry thet :-
a mero general strike poses the socialist revolution and the quaa-
tions of. the atate-power with- workers organized in factory com-
mittees and sovists. Yet the retrogressioniats say in 1944 thet be-
eause of the absence of bourgeois-democravy the more you looked
at these workers the more you saw how much they resemblad the
slaves who lived in the Italian latifundia 3000 years ago.

Revolitionary Porspectives and Proposals

Excopt seen in the light of their analysia of tha proletarias in
production, the zevolutionary perspectives of the great Marxista
have alwnys scemed like stratospherie ravings.

In 1848 Marx sald that “the bourgeols revolution In Germany
would bo but tha preiude to an immediately following proletarian -
revolution,” In 1868 he wrole to Engela: "On the continent the
revolution {8 imminent and will immediately assume a socialist
character.” Twenty years later, introducing Marx's Civil War in
Francs, Bugels wrole: “Thanks to the economic and politicad
development of France since 3788, Paris has for fifty years been
placed in such a poaition that .. . no revolution could thers break
out without the proleterint . .. {(after victory) immedintely put-
ting forward its own demonds . . . demands . , . more or less in-
definite s . . but the upshot of them all ... tho abolition of the elam
contrast betweon capitalist and laborer.” The word “immodiately”
nppenrs every time,

Thelr enormour confidonco {a based not upon speculation on the
paychology of workers but upon the antagonism of objective rels.
tions betwaen labor and capital. From this came thelr proposals.
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In 1848 in the Manifesto Marx says that Communista support ‘ance more ralse the natlonsl program of the !‘Bllﬂl’lﬂbn‘t_!f_.‘f-!‘";'.-'." ’

avery movenent agalnst the existing arder, but “In all thesa move- bourzeols national state®

ments they bring to the front, as the louding question in each, the But tho retrogresslonists, the vangusrd of the vanguard, no

property question, no metter what its degree of dovelopment at the  soancr snw Hitler dominating Europe, then in ihe very midet of
time.” For whatever its degree of dovelopment st the time, ot the  the war, when the wholo altuation was In flux, they prociaimad
moment of insurrcctlon, it flies to the fore. . thoir Inbor oamp theory and a “democratic-politicnl revoiution”

for national {ndependence and domueracy, Not only that. Trelr
The Revolutlonary Epoch cconomle analyals (such as it Ia} leads them to forezee that the

. victorious imperialist nations, Anglo-Amorican and Russian im-
Production, production, producticn. By 1805 the mizorable in perialism, will continue the sume process. Hence thelr “democratic

dividual produetion of 1871, which had nevertheless produced the political revolution” still holdn the stage.

Commune, had developed into genulne large-seata industry. Trotuky,

watshing tho revolution in feudsl Russla, declared that the viee Two Types of Democratic Demands

torious bonrgeois-democratic revolution would “immediately” ss- It should be obvious that what Lenin snid about “demorratis
sume a soeialist character, Lenin, ay we know, oppased him. We  demnnds” has nothing at all to do with this dispute. Jt wonld be

now know who (despite many importunt qualifications) wns essen- ;‘ cryli‘ng_nndl lln;nlernbl:limdposlth:in t’o stctlcmpt Eo conftugesﬂ"l‘trae ::::
tis 3 . . or Lenin all demoeratie demands in advanced countric
iully right, 1905 {3 a very lmpartant year. Tho development of mezns of mobilizing workers to overthrow the bourgeoisie. Ha said

industry broupht the political general strike and the soviets. TheY  ypo4 wo sould have socinlist revolution without ene demoeratic de-
represent the industrinlly and socinlly mativated refection by the mand being realized. The retrogressionists say we must have a8
workers of bourgeols democracy. Marx's 1860 subjective demand *‘democratic-politicsl revolution” so 2s to give the workcrs' & chance
for revolutionary workers' organizations are now objective reall- llﬂ "rc;'.:n]s'ttkuct’; t:}% "'hO'ie1:'3°’z"°$hﬁoge;f;:§$::& T;Icldtwtg
: . : earn ink scientific zocinlism e In C
;::es, henceforth inseparable from revolution, gs 1917 and post-war perapectives are at opposite polés, Never before has any revolue
u;;pigzr;di: :::: :‘z:ut!ci'n?:}:;ﬂerencn Theses, Trotaky wrote that :inr;?rylmade a}lc‘l} ;t:;:oposal._ Tmtﬂq} proposedb;h::l:ehde i:e;::
1 o cratfc slogans of rig! organize and free press
“The Spanish proletarint has made a scries of herole attempts cist countries, but warned that they should not be a “noose fast-
since April 1831 to toke power in its own hands and guide the fate  ened to the neck of the proletariat by the bourgeoisie’s agents.”
of socicty.” Are these workers in the “true-bourgecis” tradition (Founding Conference.) Writing of “transitional demands in fas-
of forty yeara? cist countries,” he warned: “Faseism plunged these countries into

-He rays of the French proletariat that “the grest wave of sit- political barbarism, But it did not ¢hange their socinl pirucluke,

down atrikes. particnfarly during June 1936, revealed the whele-  Faselsm is a tool in the hands of finanee-capital and not of feudal
hearted rendingas of the proletsrint to overthrow the capitalist landowners. A revelutionary program should bese itscl? on the din-
system.” Fe left it to the Philistines of all shindes to point out that lectics of the clasa struggle, obligatory alse to fasalat countrien, and

the Spanish workera in 1831 were thinking only of overthrowinz not on the psychology of terrified bankrupts,” For him the Soviets

the monarch (as presumably. the Belgians todny), and the French “will cover Germany before 1 new Constitutional” Azsembly will

".workers only of the 40-hour week, gather In Weimar”** But the retrogressionists do not- propose -

In 1940 Trotsky’s Manifceto had not the faﬁ‘te!t breath of democratie demands which are to bo thrown aside us soon as the
retropression or belief that tbe workers for forty years have been
g}\minntesl by “the true boureeols t.‘.1-».dititm of revisionlsm” (p. 3;0)

i gite. F' ke t . !
e e e e B A o n g swnitalint raciety, opment” will have beon roconstructed.” Thia ia the theory. Let us
In 1040 they hed “lost practienily all democratic and preifist fllu.  see how It measures up to events. - .
sions,” Noto that wo are here a stage beyond 184F, The erimes J. R. JOHNSON.

and failures of the modern bourgeoisie havo created the subjective - (The concluding part will appear in the uext "?"“_";}

consciousncas of the medern proletariat which ‘re-enforces the Thot, sald Lents, wan not imporsible, But o few months later he -

objective antaponism of doveloped modern industry. Trotcky ealmly  antd emphatically rhat the vielorious bourseoisls micht thinlk they

’ ?osed t!u’-cs‘ei p?sinibilitiea. Tha vlcto;y of Anglo-American imperial-  covld do this, but they could not Tho ccoromle retrogreasion of Eu-.
sm, an indecisive stroggle, and the victory of Hitler in Europe. . 4
The Inst concerns us most. Fasclam would over-run Eurcpe. But taak. (Collected Works, XIX, . 22.) ) .

. that would only. be a prelude to a ferocious war with the U. 8 **Thosa who wnnt to uae the foot that thia Al not happen are fros
The perspective of sovicts, armed Insurrection and the social reve-: to irv. They should, hewever, think many times hrfore thoy begln
lution would remain. As industry had developed since 1848, so the this tvpe of argument. o
erisis of 1940 presented us with antagonisms s thousand times
maore developed including a socialist proletariast. Wet there {a never
n word from the retrogressionists ns to the velntion of their theary
to the perspectives of the lepder of the Fourth Internntional.

Historical Refrogression ‘THE TRUTH ABOUT INDIA:

What would be & retrogression? In the Junius pamphlet (1514)
Roeza Luxemburg, although opposed to the imperialist war, put
forward n program which did not call for mocial rovolution. Lenin

attacked this as a national program. The “objevtive historical” sit- £ . . ’ F - '
uation demanded the sceiniist revolution. He snid that a throw- IN DI A IN REVO LT .

back in Europe, l.e., retrogression, was not imposegible, if the war
ENDED in the domination of Europe by one stante. ... . This waa
exactly Trolsky’s polnt wlien he amphiasized that oven 2 Hitler
won in 1840, he would have ta fight the United States. The war,
i.c., the bourgeols crisia would not be ended. If, continued Lenin,
the proletariut remained impotent for twenty vears. Who, whe
(now) dares to say that the Eurnpean prolotariat ia impofent? : )

But the impotenca of the whole European proletariat for twenty Order from the PRICE: 25 CEMTS
years would not be retrogrossion, In addition, for the same twenty WGRKERS PARTY in Bund! §
years, the American and the Japanese proletariat must fall to h Sundles oF
achlove n soclalist rovolution. Then, and only then, after sevoral 114 W, 14th St., N. Y. C.  Five or More-—20 Cents
deeades, or in the time of our sons' sons {Trotaky in 1988) would
the revolutionary socialiat moveoment recognizo retrogression and
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mnsses move. They do the exact.opposite. They propose a revolx- .
tion for democratic demands, What s this but a refection of the’
socinl revolutlon untll later when the whole Yscrewad-bock devel-

ropa hy political means would be a cotossal, In fnct, an Imponsitla

et 25 i T e e e e S bt et e e e e i e e 4 it
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Mistorical Retrogression or Socialist Revolution?

- e - o ADiscuséion"Ar'ffcle“on"lﬂig'-'i'heéis of fhe

PART 11

THE YEST OF EVENTS

L ‘ I propose now to test the retrogressicn--
..~ Ist theory by anaiysis of the events in Europe. The hlatory of Bu-
--pope in 1014-89 ensured rapid entastropho for the bourgeoisie and

therefore the immediate emergence of the soclalist proletariat.
Thera is where to begin. The first shock was the defeat of France,

"' which, conpled with tho subsequent cullaboration of the bourgeol-
. +: ule, drove out the lnst illusions nbout the rotien fabric of bourgeols’

Ve

aomocracy and gava an- indization of the tempo of dovelepment,
The defoat of the air biits againet Britnin meant that In the course

.. of the next three or four years moden production would untcoae

on one side or the other or on both such = woight of ateel and lead
make eny long war impossible. The samo
would also Joosen every bolt of the bourgeois structurs, Thue por-
formance of tho Russian armies In front of Moscow, Leningrad
and the great bittle st Stolingrad not only proclaimed the defeat
of Gormany but posed to the workers the imminent reckoning be-
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‘teresn thernae'lvea' and the bourgeoisio’ who . had turtﬁre’d_, tham

ie)

Jong, Bt {& did move. It undoclinéd the bankruptey of the'En

pean bonrgeols-democracies nnd posed ‘for the' Europesn’

‘the question of & “planned ‘economy,” of state-ownership;”

end to private property. In all the voluminous writings of the ratro-
gressioniats, there hus appeared no connected enncoption of 211 this,
tho fundamental Marxist analysia of the war, Gorman defeat bein
on tha crder of the day, throughout 1843, the resistancs: moveren!

-all over Europe and Asia and in Franes snd in Poland in'partic

lar, wers elabornting & socfal program, Thus they wers fundamy
tally posing the question of clags zulo and state-power, Thug. thi
maascs showed as cleavly as possible thet they did not ‘want Any
tdomocratiz-political Tevolution” They wanted Fasgelam destroyed.;
Bnt they wanted, In Franco for example, (1) a complete pusge
the Administration so that the almost hereditary caste of officluls

who had betrayed France should he forevar removed,’(2); they:
wanted the property of tho trusts, the banks and ‘fhsuranée, com:
panies “returned to the nation,” (8) thoy wanted tha:old..umctl::

army abolizhed and & now army based on the popular militia, (1

“tho FFI, and the Maguis), (4) .they mhd,demqgfncy.f Ly

*




) It was, for any Marxist, a most moving exptrience to ses tho
socinlist future thus concretely and courageomly emorging, as n
zesult of the ruin and eatastrophe of the hourgeols harbarist war.
It waos also in ‘ts way one of tho most dramatic demonstrations of
Marx's dinlectical method that history has yet given us. For he is
incapable of understanding ravolution who doos not mec thet what
the proletariat in its empirical way was demanding was nothing
Iess than the stashing of ‘he bourgeols state-machine, the abolition
of tho bourgecis nriny, the suvsuiution of colleetive property for
bourgeois property and democracy, not bourgeols demoeraey but a
democraey based on this overturn of the fundamentals of bourgeois
soctety, That the demoerncy +was not tho demoeracy of the Third
Republie they made clear by numing their new republic tho Fourth
Republic. .

In the rest of Europs, the genernl situativn wus more or less
the same; for example, more ndvanced in Poland, less in other
countries. There is no space here to give evidence, but who wishes
to deny this hes my very warmest invitation to do so. The over-
whelming majority of observers of Europe todsy report that the
masses want the abolition of trusts, stats cwnership, plus demoe-
racy. That, in sny langusge, ever. Stalinese, Js socialism. Every-
body knows this except those who wear retrogressivist apeelncles.

Tha Counter-Revoiution Takes Charge
The resistance leaders, tnd chiefly the Stallnists in cvery coun-
try, countercd by promising socialism or at leatt, abolition of the
trusts, in equivocal programs that meant one thing fo the workers
and sometking elsc to the writers. In France, for example, the dis-
honest program for sociallsm was combined with a relentless prop-
aganda for a de Goulle government. To the masses this government
wae represented an being determined to institute the new social
order without delay. In March, 1944, the united French resistance
wovement endorged & program which, twist and turn sa it would,
could not avoid the demand for the relurn of the great sources of
wealth to the nation. And when workers with arms in hand say
- that, the question is posed in zetuality and coneretely related to the
aetions of tho masses. Aftor the “liberation’ of France in August,
1944, tha da Gauile govarnment, ag in.duty bound, sought-to dis-
arm the workers, Civil war, i.e., the socialist revolution, was averi-
ed only by a hair's breadth, The Stalinists accomplished it in 1944
in circumstances fur more dangerous for bourgeols socioty than in
1936 when the workers' wers ready enough. Enjoying enermous
prestige from the vietories of Russin and their devoted work (on
behnlf of the USSR) in the resistance movements, they intervened,
and one authority cught to be quoted here. Earl Browder in the
Daily Worker of the United States defended his reactionary class.
- collaborationist peliey in the U. 5. by pointing to this nutorfous
eounter-revolutionary act in France. As he said complacently, “The
fucts are known.” I hope they are. When Max Lerner returned
from France, he reported the bitterncus amiong some rezlstauce
Ieaders that they hod inissed the opportunity to creats the new go-
clalist order immediately on the expulsion of the German troops.

“Thelr self-criticlsm is not important. The thing is that soclal reve-

lution was posed.

Since then the Consultntiva Assembly hos repeatedly cxlled on
de Gaulle {o nationalize the great indusiries, as he promised.
Knowing that they are nore terrified of the marses than he, he
refuses. In May, 1046, on the morning of the munieipal elections,
the Socialist and Communist Parties issued a joint manifesto eall.
ing the de Gaulle government to fulfill the promise of the resistunce
program and nationalize the property of the trusts. Striving to sti-
flie the revolution in France, thase organizations and their resist-
ance counterparta cnlled r conference (which they had the Imipn-
dence to eall the States-General} for the weok of July 14, 1046,
Over 2,000 delegates nttended. Chie? result was an onth full of the
most asphyxinting demecratic verbinge, Bul there in the heart of it
are the words “the fundamentnl rights of econemic and soeinl de-
mocracy ... t0 wit...national ceonomic sovereignty incompntible
with the existence of private groups such as trusts, whose means of
production and praoperty must be restored to the national herlitape.”
The Stalinists dared not leave It out. Many milliens of French men
ond women have no doubt repented and subserlbed ta that oath, The
big hourgeolinls tremblos for Its property. That is the tampor of
France, The CGT has four and a hal? million mombors. The Hta-
linict Party and the Socinllst Party ure more powerful than ever

they were in 1936, Tho phenomenon is European. Yot wo are to

beliove that all this Is the mark of a great histovieal rotrogression .

of workers just emerging from slavery,
The proletarinn masses all over Europe know and declare that

politienl democracy Is not encugh. “Economic democracy™ is thelr *
awn phrase. So also is: tho conflacation of wealth from the trusts

which ruined and betrayed the nation. Since 1942 this has besn
their steady ery. In Franes the Popular Republlean Movement, &
Catholic organization and the great hope of the bourgeoisie, has
come out for nationalization. All the moderate porties ean ouly
hold their own by raising the demnnd for natignalization, And it
is sinca 1942 that the retrogressionists have deelared for their
“democratic-political revelution,” For the pust year they present
the amazing spoctacle of revolutionary nocirlists bringing to the
front democraey while bourgeois and Stalinist parties win elee-
tions on popular ieaflets demanding the abolition of trutsts. While
even counter-revolutionary parties ean exist only by shouting na-
tionalization (which for the werkerz menns soclalism), the van-
ruard of the vanguaxd eecs the main task as the propaganda of
democratic slogans owing to the historical retrogression.

Constituent Assembly, Bourgeols or Perolotarian

1 lonk back to more than a nodding acquaintanece with our inove.
ment during the past hundred years. I eannot find itz equal. And
et they can only get out of it by a radieal bresk with tha whols
pust of their theory and practice, rom tne moment they put 101+
ward their theory the retrogressionists were in an inescapable di-
lemma. Others have found themselves in it. In 1906 Lenin, faciog

& bourgeois-democratic revolution, posed. this problem bafors his .

vaeillating opponents. "And if we are in earnest in putting for
ward the practiesl demand for the immediate overthrow of the
autoeratic government, then weé muat ba clear in our minds o= o
what other government we want to take the pliace of the one thet

-3 to be overthrown.” (Selected Works, vol, I, p, 21.} The retros
gressionists have never answered and to this. day cannot anwwer -

thia question. In France, in Holland, in Belgium, cte., they pro-

-posed to enter the resistonce movements, They proposed seriguslty

to take part in the overthrow of the:Nazl or collnborationist gov-

ernments. But “what other government” was ‘to toke its pleca? =
They had nothing to say, they could have nothing to say, owing

to their grest historfcnl ratrogression. Their “democratic-politieh]

revolution” waus a rovolution of o bourgeois .type. The Stalintsts

and the rest knew what they wanted—a bourgeols govesnment, and

fought fiercely to got it On this peint the retrograssionists conld’ -
not dietinguish the French proletarint from the French bouzgeol-
sie in. the traditional manner of the Fourth International. Somes .
,how the relation of bolirgeoisie and proletariat in the process of

production had altered. On this all-Important guestion of & EOV&IDy. ‘

ment—ailence.

But maybe their slopan was “the demoaratic-politieal” alogaia
of a Constituent Assembly to decide'the form of government, I
anything could awaken the Mnrxist dead, this would, Half of

Lenin's struggle ugainst the Mensheviks in 18906 wer over thia .

very question of o Constituent Assembly. And this, mind you, was

a bourgeois-demoeratic revolution, Lenin did not objeet to tha alo- -

gan as a slogan. He wanted a Constituent Assembly, but an “as-
sembly which would have the power and force to ‘constiture.” He

wanted o provisional revolutionary government. “By ito origin and . )

fundnmental nature such a government must be tha orgen of the’
people’s rebellion, Its formal purpose must be to serva as oo in-
atrument for the convacation of a national Constituent Assembly.”:
But, and here the great revolutionary spenks, “Its activities must
ba directed toward the achievemont of the minimum program of
proletarian domocracy.” This program for Russin, 1005, was the

deatruetion of Czarism, formation of a republic and aboiition of .

foudal proporty. Lenin continued: “It might be argued that the . !

provigional government, owing to the fact that it ia provisionel,
could not carry out a positive program which had not yot recelved

tha approval of the whole of the people. Sach an argiment would. -

bo sheer sophlstry, such as is advanced by renctionaries...snd

autoorats.” (Soleoted Works, 1ii, p. §1.) Compare this with the -

“deraceratic-political rovolution.” Ita maximum demand wWase—Yss
store democracy. . :

Trataky in 1631 molved this problem for Spain by ealling the
Constituont Amsembly & Revolutlonary Constituent Assombly,
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therchy cutting it off at onc stroke from the petty-bourgeois chat-
torars and fakers, He demanded that the Assembly dtsslf confis.
cate the railways, mines, ete. No fooling the people with writing
* acadewmic conatitutions i ln Welmer. The arined people ehould in-
stitute their government, and their nssembly which wouid acl.
(This iz not mcrely past history., Later I shall again exposo the
. xetrogressionist “Conslituent Assembly"” slogan.) Bub the fact ro-
mains that instend of boldly posing io the revolting “:orkera, and
peasants, in their factory comunittces, resistance commiitees, peus-
ant committees, the formation of a government to earry out imme-
dintely—but to earry out what? There the rctregressionist thesis
(‘- hung &t their feet like a ball and chain. There was no feudel prop-
exty. The only thing a revolutionary government could do was to
drive out Pétain, institute a workers' government and.seize the
bouriueiz properly. But to say that meant the ecllapse of the whole
retrogressionist thesis. So retrogression kept quiet.

Let us roturn to events, In Greecee, for three whele days, the
power oy in the streets. It could have been seized, big eapitalists
tried and shot, their property confiscated, with incaleulable conse-
gueneos for Eastern and all Europe. Revolutionists should have
prepored the armed masses to seize preeisely such an opportunity
and to got themselves up as the government. As far as it epuld,
retrogression snid—retropression, and when the British and Greek
reaction massacred the Greek masses, said, *You see, we said so.
Everything and overybedy is retrogreasive”

North ltaly is perhaps the most striking refutation of retro-
gression. There, as we have scen, during the Iast months of the

_var, the workers had to be appeased by deerces (no doubt phoney
but yet mignificant) which “socialized” indusiry. Grest strikes
shook the Northern provinces and the workers collaborated with
armed. partisans, 1 ask the retrogressionisls. Wuin't it hicze ¢hat
the revolutionaries should have paid, “Remember Greeen. Sea what
do Guulle and Pierlot are doing. At the firat sign of Gerinan ye.
treat we shall confiacate these factories, our resistance committees
will deal with the Germens and the bourgeoisie and establish a
workers' government?”’ But for the Stalinists, they would in all
probability have dono just that. As it was, not knowing that they
wore in & great ratrogression they negotipied with Mussolini, exe-
cuted numbers of fascists and capitalists, purged the government
and, from the latest accounts, not only seized the factories hut are
stil running them, Thereby they showed in practice what they
thought of the “demosratic-political revolution.”

Innumerable cxamples can be given to show without any con-

. tention or doubt that tho objective movement of events in Europe
imposed upon the worling masses both the need and the oppor-
tunity to soize state power, Historical development nns placad ob-

+ jectively before the nation the necessity of leadership by the pro-
letariat. This is the nistorical movemeant of our times—not retzo-

. greagion. The “screwed-back development” ond the “democratie-

" politieal revolution” are in no way substantisted by events.

Reftogression Today . ;

The whole retrogressionist thesis compelled it to confine itsclf
to the concept of the “democratie-political revolution,” Le,, demand.
ing the restoration of the bourgeois-national state. Thae terribla

_thing is that this is their program for Eurupe today. Look al what
they think of the contemporary European proletariat. “Political
congelousness,” they say, “livea only in...groups and individuals
("isolated and deeimated propaganda groups,” i.e., a few hundred
Trotskyiats). (P, 240.) The European prolatariat today hay no po-
litical conseiousnesa, Obviously, then, thore is no use ialking of
socialism, )

According to rotrogresslopist accumulation: “The proletariat
has again, us formerly, becomo an smorphous mass, the character-
istlee of Its rizo and ite formation have been lost.” Juat pauss and

' eontemplate for a fow awed minutes the historic sweep of that
stotament. Who 1aye A says B, "Before Europe can unise itxelfl into
igoeinlist atates,’ 1t must first aoparate itsel? again into Independunt
ard sutonemous states! The vatroprenslonists have no conception
of revolutionnry dynamics, They adhere to fixed znd formal atages
whieh have no spplieation to contomporary Europe, Must Esthonia,

Latvia, Lithuania, Hungury, Poland set up free and indopendent

Lourgeols atates again befors thoy enn become sccialist? Are wa,

the zocialist revolutionaries of the tweuticth century, to become
sponsors of bourgeols states created by a “democratis-political rov-
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Ieluﬂo:;"? And, concretely, what Europs ara thess comrades Jook-
ng ot '

At Yalta and at Potsdam, an American, an Engilshman and 3
Georgian living in Mcscow seitied the fate of all Europe. Tho rulers
of the “Independent,”” “autonomous” states, like you or me, read
what these three Titans had for luneh, what music they listened
to after dinner, and then learned their own fato in the lying com-
niuniqués. During World War I it was one of Lenin's basic argu-
ments on self-determination that ecomomic domination dld net
mean political domination. Teday, and that is ths new stege, eco-
nimie and politien] domination go hand in hand, With trifling ex-
ceptions {e.g., Norway and perhaps Denmnrk), every single Euro-
prean government in existence was established by imperislist power,
could not have been established without it and is maintained by it
Stalin maintoins the bourpcols states in Eastern Europe. With the
possible exception of France, Troman js responsible for the main-
tenence of every government in Western Europe. That iz the new
Europe. And today, we, the Marxista, are to call on the workers to
revolt to substitute new bourgeois governments “independent” and
“‘antonomous” in order then to prepare for soclalism. There is a
case where in the phrazes of Blake, the embattled angels must
throw down their spears and water heaven with their tears. For -
even they conld not establish an independent bouzgeois Poland! It
would take a volume to show the ruin which the retrogressionists
make of Murxism. For example, a bourgeois-“democratic-politicat”
revolution in Poland? Which class is to lead it? The Polish hour-
geoisie? In Greeco, is the Greek bourgeoisie to lead the revelution
against Britain? Is it? H, in: Franee, the bourgeoiale moved from
German fascism to Anglo-Americen imperfalism, as it did, is thore
ths slightest reasen for thinking that any revolution snywhere in
Europs weuld nct bave to fight against its own bourgeolsia which. - .
needs the protection of one imperialism or another? Are the work- - .
«T8 50 stupid as to be unable to understand the simple truth of En- -

rope today? Thea proletariat miwt Jead the ravolution for national - - s

independence, so that the revolution must be n socialist revelution.
The retvogressionist. anzlysis of nations expropriating other na.-

‘tions diives them, by implication, to giva a revolutionary r8ie to ° R

tho bourgeoisie which it o ineapable of playing, This is where you . f‘
land by tampering with the fundamentals of Marxism, The retro: -
gressionists say with pride that now gverybody repeats thelr thesis.

that Europs in Balkanized. What self-delusion! Everybody meys S

éxnetly the opposite, that Europe is not Balkanized, Everybody scos

that ene power dominetes Eastern Europe and ono power or rsthe:,..‘-r':,‘ N

& major power and satollfta dominate the other holf. These com-
rades cannot sce the difference between Versalilesa and Potedap. -

- Finally let us compare these bold innovations with the Mazxism’

wk; atil: believe in. This was writton during World War I by Trote ..~
sky: ) . R S . :

“1f the German armies achieved the decisive vietory reckoned -
upon in Germany at the outset of the war, then German imperiali:,

ism would doubtless make the gigantle attempt of a'compulsury . -

war tarlff union of Eurapean states which would be construeted -*-
completely of preferences, eompromises and hoape of every. Xind -
of outworn stuff in conformity with the state atructure of present~-
day Germany. Needless to.gay, under such circumstances, no talk

would be possible of an autonomy of the nations, thue Jorelbly -

Joined together as the caricature of the Euredean United Staten. - -
Let us for & moment admit that.German militariem succeeds In |
uctually earrying out the compulsory half-union of Europe, what .
then wonld bo the cardinal formula of the European proletarist?
Would it be the dissolution of the forced Eurcpean coalitlon and
the return of all pecples under tho roof of isolated national atate? -
Qr the restoration of ‘automatic’ tariffs, ‘nationm]' coinage, ‘na- -
tional’ zoclnl legislation, and so fortht Ceriainly not. The'slogaa.
of the European revolutiorary movement would then be the ean.
cellntion of the compulsory, antl.democratic form of the eoniitlon -
with the preservation and zealous furtherance of its foundations, .
in the form of tha complete annihilation of tarifl barrlers, the nm--
fication of Toglelativn and above all of Inbor laws, In other words, -
tho alogan of tho Unlted Soclailst Eurcpo—isithont monarchy, and-:
standing arnies—would under the foregoing eircumstances heeome
the unifying and gulding formula of tho European
(Proletarian Rovolutlon in Russin.} o
Trotaky never nioved and never would have moved ona inch |
from that, A fow months Lefore Stalln murdered him ha wrote In

tevolution,” . °




the Manifetor “The shifts in tho battle lines nt the front, the de-
struetion ‘of national capitals, the occupation of territories, the
downfnll of irdividual astates represent from this standpoint only
tragic episodea on the rond to the reconstruction af modern poei-
ety.,” Not historical retrogression to the Middle Ages but an epi-
sode on the road to socialism, After Stalingrad the masses saw it
more or less that way too.

“The Unifying and Guiding Formula®

This is no thesis on Eurcpe today. I have no space for that.
But a fow things have to be said, and Germany offers a mere than
excellent example. Here the proletarint, if nnywhere, is Yan amor-
phous maoss.” Here presumably we must have an “independent,
autonomous state” before the strugele for socinlism beging, and
this, if you plense, by a revolution. The retrogressionists presuma-
bly propese for Gerinany as the firgt slogan: withdrawal of the
occupation srmies, Good. Next. Freedom of pross and right to or-
ganize. Agreed,

Now what next? Constituent Assembly? Constituent Assembly
for what? That is the question. To hava some more German pro-
fessors wrile another Weimar Constitution? What do the retro-
gressionists mean by a “democratic.political revolution™ far Ger-
many? Do they mean the resurrection of a demoeratic German
eapitalism? Here is o now chance for you to elarify us, comrades.
If Germany it to he free, then prodoction must be free. Are Marx.
ists to give the slightest countenance to the ides of capitalism onee
more being given {ree scope in Germany? We m\.u:t YOUr answer,

Marxism-in Germany today demands “ithdrnwnl of oecupying
troops, right of free press and the right to organize. That has not
one whiff of retropression. But it demands today a revolutionary
provislonal guvermnent clected by the people to desiroy capitaliam
in Gcrmuny. {And we might say boldly ulso that if the occupying
armies were to withdraw tomorrow, we. would summon the people
to arm themselves and carry out this program in a revelutionary

. manner.) A superd slogan, of deep historfesl significance, has al- -

" ready come out of Germany. “Not National Socialism, but the So-
¢inlist Natlon.” This in the light of their dreadful past hoa mean-
ing for cll Germana, This is the appeal the German workers must
make to Europe. This must be coupled with slogans embodying
ideas such 53; Do not take away the factories. Do not limit our
production, Let us join the Eumpenn warking class in a new: Euro-

“ peun =ocializt order.

Nothing else but this will counter the buurgeois propagandn
that 4 free Gerinany means war once more. This is the way to poze
now before the German people and the rest of Furops a unified

- Europe, the Sacialist United States of Europe.

The retrogression thesis on Germany today, ridiculous az it is,
merely continues its pelicy of yesterday. It in obvious that this
thesis could see no sort of proletarinn soeiatist vevalution in Ger-
mnny or Italy. Thete, in exeelsis, the proletariat was “amorphous
mass,” cte. The European Trotekylst movement saw Germany us
the key to the Europcan situation and to itz eternal credit and
honor never for one moment drew back or equivocnted on ita be.
liet fn- tho enpaclty of the German workers to make n revolution
in the manner envisaged by Trotsky in 1938, The retrozrossion-

. Ista, however, in full accordonea with their theory, sbvioualy had

abandoned the German revolution, aven after the altogether mag-

nifieent revolution. of the Ttalian workers, which should have
wined away all doubts about the recuperative power of the pro-
letariat vnder fasciem. For them the Secizlist United Statea of

Enrape was no unlfying slogan but n phrage. Their revolution In

the eeeupled countries was "demoeratic-politicol,” But the forma-

tlon of fnclory committeca nnd soviets for Germany or Italy, the
berinning of the socialist revolution, ns Trotsky envisaged it in

1038, thi-.lt thelr concoption of the proletariat dia not M!ow them to
#eo at

The Fallure of the German Workers

The German workers foiled tu achieve a ccordinated revelt.
Tho exnct rensons for this we do not know and doubtlesa before
-vory leng thoy will tell us for themselves, But this much the prea.
ent writer hag always belleved and does not waver feom it, After
Stalingrad the Gorman bourgeoisie was doomed, As tho elimax
approachod it was obvions thut no class would be nble to hold the
German nation together excopt the prolotariat. It haz turned out
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that such was the destruction and ruin of Germany that the ha-
tion, Including the proletarint, collapsed complotely. Germany i’
held together todny Ly oceupying armies. But if tomorrow the oc-

cupying armies were to lesve, thu proletariat would, as in Italy, ¢

reasaert itself with the utmost rapidity, Had there been a revolu-
tion in Germnny, despite the fact that invading armies would have
entered, the whole European situstion would have been sltered.,
Not only would the Germnan proletarint have started with n clecn
slate in its own eyes. It would havae won sympathy and support
from the Eurcpean workera at one stroke. And this revolution
would have immensely altered the relation of forces in the hitherto

oceupied countries. As it is, the German failura hangs heavily not- ™

only over Germany, but over Europe also,

Churchill can write and Attlee sign at Potsdam with no reac-
tion from British workers. The European workers are apathetic
in regard to Germany. The conception of the Sociulist United States
of Europe did not get that final reinforcement from the Gormen
revolution. The German workers, in the popular mind, sbare the

" reaponsibility for Nuz{ erimes as the Italian workers dp not.

The defent hangs over us all, but on no revolutionary current

“"does it hang so heavily as on the retrogressionists. What kind of

defense can they make of the German workers today which would
square with their theory of the “amorphous mass”? None that esn
hold water. They do not gay that the Clerman workers wors fas-
eist-minded, but sll they can do is to apologize. Where tha pelty

bourgeois demoerats elaim that the German workers must be edu- .

cated for demacracy, the retrogrossicnists claim that the German

workers must be organized with democracy and educated for so-
cialisms Tt is better, but not mueh better. For to this vary day they

consider the German workers incapeble of a' socialist proletarian

revointion until they have pnssed through the schoot of democrasy.

They can only hold up before thera their labor-camp revelution for

democracy, ihe restoration of bourgeels aociety, of an "inuependcnt,

autonomous” German bourgeoisic.

The Bourgeoisie ond -the Constituent Assambly

Hiatory repeuts itself as farce, soys Marx. It needs the pen of
tho Eightecnth Brumaire to describe the shameful farce that is
being Dlayed around this slogan of Constitusnt Assembly in Francy
today. Freance had o constitution, free clections and all the bag of
bourgeois tricks—the hated Third Republic. Now de Gaulle pro-. .

poses elections to deelde whether Franee should have the constx-',

tution of 1875 over again or whether the newly elected body should
be a Constituent Assembly to'dxaft a new constitution. The debath-
ia rich. Two chambers or onel Will the axecutive have more powar, -
ag in the U. 8, or will the eabinet be irremovable untfl a general
election, as in Britein? Will. wo have iroportional mprunentn.ﬁon?

-Yeg, say the soclalists, firmly, very firmly, Mo, snys some other

party, equally firmly, Will Catholle schools be state-zided? And so
on and so forth, This the professors will nabble about for seven
months after October and then preduco nnother Welmar Congti- -
tutlon in Fronch. Then we shall prepare for some real constita-
tional clections. Meanwhile de Gaulle nsks thut during thiz time
his government have the pewer. “No,” says the Consultative As-
sembly, “you enn have it, but—the Comstituent Assembly in the
intervals of its constitution-writing will keep an eys on you and
if 1t doean't Jike what you are doing it will have the power to turn
you out.”

Wus cver a device more patently enlealated to do what de Gaulle
has done for one year-—do nolhing, seerctly consolidate his power
inside the administratfon and ocutside it. nnd wu!t for thy fntiguu
and disgust of the mnuses?®

Can we summon up a littlo rovolutionary imaginntlon or rather
memary and think how Marx, Engels, Lenjn or Trotsly wounld
have torn Into thiz! Are Marxista to lend themasclves to it? This ta |

what we should say, [¥We do not wanl any talking shcp" (ax En- =~

gels ealled the constitution-drafting assombly at Frankfort n
1848.)] We do not want any Constituent Assembly to write ary
bourgenis conatitutian, We wunt a Revolutionary Provistonal Con..
stituent Ammombly or a Revolutionary Provisional Government
which will first and forcmost arm the whele people in a natfonal-

*The cotual word Conatituont. Assombly is not in quention hero.
I would rnlre Troteky'a alogan the Revelutionnry Conatituent Axsome
bly, In Pranee ihy slean of a Convontlon might have a tromendoun
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militia to ensuzre its own defense, We want it to carry out the pro-

gram of the resistance and socialize the proporty of tho trusts. We

want it to appoint people’s courts to complete the purge. We want

the FIY and the Maquis to become the nusleus of a pepular army.
We want the ropresentatives of the CGT, the Socialist Party, the

* Communist Party, the peasants’ associations, the Radicil-mocinl-
ist Party, ete, to formulate a vlan of economic action Lo save
France from the present ruin, We want the workers in the facto-
ries to control production according to this plan. The planners and
the workers will establish universal Jabor discipline to rebuild
France. What we want iz a second revolution.

“We propose freedom for the colonies and a joint cconomy
with them. Wo propose the same to the British government. Europa
ean hever recover as isolated states. Leave the German factories
to the German workers. Atomic energy means that we in Furope
shalil live forever in terror and end by being blown to pieces un-
less we unite. A workers' France in n Socialist United States of
Europe.” :

Concrete slogans are not my business here. But the above is
what we should eay. One cannot cnll today for workers’ power.
That opporiunity was presented at the mement of the “liberntion”
and should have been prepared for. Today that would be madncas.
If an election for & nasty, stinking bourgeois Constituent Assem-
bly should intervene, then most certainly we take part. But in the

" present period we link the conerete demands and concrete organ-
izations to an ineessant socinlist propaganda. How long will it take
before tho masses mobilize for direet netion? What n anastion! After
World Wor I the general strike in France came in 1020. After No-
vember, 1018, in Garmany the Kapp Putsch eame in 1920, the
March Action in 1921, Tratsky has morae than once fold us that but
for the war the 1917 crisis in Russia wonld have been delayed for
one or two years. Truman prepares to suppross “desperate men"
this winter, We preparc by mobilizing the maases. Europe s ruined;
It has to he rcbulit. Only the united cfforts of the workers can re-
build jt. History will take its course. That course will never be
‘charted by those who belleve that the European proletariat ro-
where has any chances of seizing power in the course of the next
five years. The revolutionary explostons may be delayed, They inay
come with striking suddonness and spread like o prairie fire, ‘Trot-

sky wrote many times about this. Take up your copy ¢? the History

and read the first paragraph of Volame ¥IT, Chapter XI, page 260.
What i the retropressionist view? We must, they say, atudy
Lenin's writings in 1908 in order to know how to act in 1945, Here

" Is the quintessence off retrogression. Lenin in 1908 waa scelting to

rebuild a movement nnd lift a proletarint which had just bren do-

feated, ufter u tremendous revolution. For the retrograssiontsts, the

would revolution hans failed to come, Na “i£" here, and the proletar-
. fnt Is in ruins. Tn the "Materfals for Revislon of the Party Pro-
- gram,”. May, 1017, Lenin says that precisely beeauss of “the enor-
: moua obstaclea In the path of the economie and politienl strugeles
't of the proletarint, the horrors of the imporinlist war and the dis-
aster and ruln cavsed by it, all these Znetors transform the present
atage of capltalist development into an cra of proletarian socinlist
revolution. That ora has begun.” May, 1917, Isn't it ten times worse
todny?

- 'This wes Lenin's perpetual cry in 1917, Russia s ruined, Eu-
rape is rulned. Tho ruin continues, The misery of the peopla grows.
- The only way out is by moving ta socialism," What other way ouk
ia thero today? We mry have to go underground. Wo go. Messrs.
Retrogrossionists, hat in hand and on my knees, T beg of you. Tell
us, Are you prepared to pose soelaliam to the European people to.
day? If not, why not? And so that thera can bo no fooling, is vour
proposal this: That ss the Fronch proletariat is an “nmorphous
masg,” Incking “politieal conselouancss,” all that we ean do {a to
propose the “demncratic-politicnl” slognn of n Conatituent Assoms
bly to doclda ths forin of bourgesls movernmiand, 0 Lhab Lhe masaod
might havo timo to ba cduentiuvd by the fow politiently-consclons
paople, the isciatod and declmated Trotskyista? Agnin! Where do
you atand on Iinly? Thero the government does nob overcomo A
eristn In order to functian hut functionn sololy bv overcoming erl-
sos, Aro the Italian workera sueh an “amorphous mnss” ro lnek-

ing in political consciousnons that Marxists have In 1045 to mhout

for a demoeratic ropublie? Or do we tell them that nothing, noth-
ing but the dostructlon of bovrgeols property and thelr own class
actions con save tho nution from ruin? That will ¢tnke care of the
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King? A famous observation of Trolsky during the Spanish reve-
lution was that we fought willingly in Negrin‘s armies, bat not
even then would we sponsor the bourgeois republic or any of its
works, even its budget for war agninsk Franco, In Indin and
colonial countries, says the Founding Conference, we tie together
“indissolubly" the Soviets, the Constituent Assembly and agravisn
reform, which means in reslity agrarian rovelution. In Europe
today what do we tle indissolubly to the Conatituent Anzerably?
Right of free press and right to orzanize or abolition of bourgecis
property and workers' militia? But if you say abolition of bour-
geols property and workers’ militia, then where is the rotrogres-
sion? The more one considers the retrogressionist theories, the
more ineredibla they become, It seems that they are firmly con-
vincad that nbaolutely the greatest mistake a revolutionary party
in Europe can make is to any! “Form sovicts, organize to over-
throw bourgeois soelcty, Only socialism can save us.” You can sum
up their whole thesis thus, Above all, no soeialist ngitation,

The Role of the Party

The retrogressionizts made a pronouncement which has ennyed
o vast amount of confusion. The tnsk they said and still say was
to rebuild the labor movement. Whercupon proponenis and oppo-
nents alike took this o mean labor parties, trade unjons, codpera-
tives, etc.These werp destroyed; ohvious rotrogresaion; therefors °
they had to be rebuilt, Socinlism? Afterward, But, az it was s0 easy
to foresee, the workers in many eountries wera rebuilding them
even before the Germans got out. They did mot consider them-
selves defented as in Russia of 1908, They seized bourgeois print~
ing houses and printed their papers. The CGT has four and & helf
millinn membera, In Itely the CP and 8P bava a milllon aind o hald -
membera between them. - o

Now tho retrogressionists say that they did not mesn the Inboy
movement, sacial-demoerntic porties, ete. They meant selentific BO+-
eialism—the revolutionary party. What a mess! But Iet that pags
(for the time being), They say that sinee the treachery of the Stp- . .

‘Minists in Spain (1638) there has been no revelutionary party. Tau't

this pathetic? Since 1034 the Tourth International hag as ona; of
Its basie dostrines that thers was no ravolutionary- socinlist party
excepl ourselves. In"1935 Trotsky wrote in Whither Franeef 2
“But it ia & fact that there is no revalutionary party in Franes!
Yet in the same article ho says: “Victory ie pozsiblo/ Comrader
the Bolshevik-Leninists sumnion you to stvuggle and tn vinto)
(Page 117.) The Bolshevik-Lentnista! Those werc our fow ¢
rades in France, I doubt if they were more numercns than toduy.
Todzy the eadres arp certainly stranger. The whale thests endn-in
8 grandiose zero and muliitudinous explanstions. ‘Push tho retro- .

- gressionlsts on thelr “amorphous mass,” they say "no laber move- -

ment.” Push them on “the non-existence of the libor movement,”

they sny *no party.” Show them Trotsky and the. emall Freénch. i S

party in 1924 dnwards summoning the workers to socialist 1evi.
lution, they say.—Christ. only knows what they aay. Wao ank the
reirogressionista:” What_is now about seientifie socla¥sm niid the!:

-lnbor movement in France, Ttaly, Bulziun:, Spain, Britalr; slnée:

we declared for the Fonrth Internationol in 16347 What haa kap.

poned to justify.a new nolitizal oriontation “Lecauss theve o mo * <.
“party"? They anncunee with a luxuriant verbiage that the tesk i - . )
to build the party. We are to link sclentific socialismy to the labor”, o .

movement? Wondorful! How do you propase to do this? By giving .

claszez? Ov by teaching the workers to preacrve demoeracyl As 7. .

it tho desperate class strugzle will ,wait, What, comrades; do you:
think Trotaky was trying to do betweon 1034 and his death? What
flo you think he was doing in France when in the name of our little
party he was putting forward the revolutionary scclaliet program .

and calling the workers to vietory. Strange aa this may seem to -
you, he was byllding the party, bullding it with o correet pollsy ln -

Jh et 2

i concrete circumstances. He didn't ashe hislory to-soait whils oo

parlics wore being built,

Selentific Soclalism and #he Laber Monment-

In 1034 thern was an ormed clash in the stroots of Parls, How .
did Trotsky meot {£2 All the rotrogressloniats should clther rond:
Whither France? or give nwny thelr eoplcs. In March, 1985, rocing
in the clash of 1074 baurgenis ronctlion and thy instinctive sncinlint -
demands of the French proletariat, he writes: “The working
mnszes understand what ‘the Jeadera® do not undoratand, thet un-
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der the conditions of a very groat social erisis, a political-economie
struggle alone, which requires enormous efforts and enormous sac-
rifices, eannot achieve any serious results,” When was France aver
in such & soctn] crisis as today? When the great strikes broke out
after the elections, Trotsky saw: socizlist revolution, “Whoen one
and a hait milllon voters cast their ballots for the Caommunixts, the
majority of them wish to say: "We want you to do the same thing
in Franea that the Russian Communists did in their country in
October, 1917.'” Three months ugo the CP had #00,000 membera
which todsy with the YCL and periphery organizations must make
them almost equal to the voler of 1036, What have these people
joined for? Because they have retrogressed into an “amorphous
maay”? Or for Revolution? How ara the Stallnists to be defeated?
The people flock to them for revolution and we eounter by saying:
“They arc counter-revolutionary. Come to us. We shall save you
Irom the Middle Ages by demoeracy.”
Trotalty calls for committees of action of atriking workers and
. 8 congress of all the committees of actien in France, “This will b
the new order which must take the place of tha reipning anarchy.”
(Pago 148.) And seven pages later he colls for an organization to
reflect the will, the “growing will" of the “struggling masses”—
the Soviets of Workers Deputies. According to retvogressionlst
logie (today} all this was madness, Trotsky should have said:
“The labor movemont does not exist It is divided between bour-
geols parties, Stalinist and Menshevik, There fa no rarty., We must
struggle to maintain domocracy until we ones more have thy labor
movement linked to sclentific soefallém.” Is this nnfalr? Then ehow
me. . R
- Thay the great rovelutionary, What would we not give for-ten
lines, Just ten lines, from hiz pen todsy?
=, This spinning out of empty- theories about linking seientific so-

. “clallain to the labor movement is the sum total of vetregressionist .

" wirdoni and §ts last refupe agninat the Interminable contradictions
“in.which it inerenaingly finds itself. Jt heaps all its mistskea npon
“the: honds. of .the workers, In January, 1938, Trotsky wrote on
- Bpain: The Last Warning. Ot the .Bponieh revolution he sayas:

©_“Througlinut the six yeirs its soclal setting wua the growing on-
" alaught of the mases against the régime of semi-feudal and bour-

geols proparty,” .

~i' “Compare this and a thousand other stiterents Nke it with the
years,| ., . .

- ‘No man ever insisted npon the impurtance of the party with
greater urgency than Trotzky, Yet he continues: ‘

¥ Tha bounding of the-Trotakyists, POUMists, revolutionary an-

-the bonrguels régime, under the republican flag, ~ould not huva
Inatad even two monihs” : " .
To this cloar? . ' .o :

i The GPU proved to be the master of the situstion only be-
causs ft defonded more consiatently then the others, Le,, with the
greatist baseness and bloodthirstiness, the intereats of the bour.
gedisle nzainat tha proletarint.” :

:’Compare thia with the Jong list of Iamentationa of the retro-

" grcisloﬁlgtu. their view of ths modern proletariat, thelr econcen-

v ;- trated hostllity to any iden of accialiem ax a living concreta alter-

:native'ts capitaliam. Europe seethes with ruin and unrest, Workers
+ have hidden thelr arms. The main prap of bourgeols moclety Is

i+ Btalinlsm, which- opposes and demoralizen the revolutionary dn.’
,;t Llres of tha masces, How to meot it Listen to Trotaky again:

5 The renunciation of conquest of power fnevitably throws every
--workers' orennisation Into the swamp of reformism snd turns it
~Into’s Plaything of the bourgealsis; It cannet be otherwiss In view

£o.0f the elsas strustore of socigtepr

.Today, in the torrible erisls of Europe, with the workers look.
ng for a way out, the retrogressionists rencunco the bold noaing

3 “iof tho'uosfaliat solution to the warkere, ¥or them the workers aro

rdofontod ma in Rusais of 1808, No, now Is ths thme to romember
| the Lenln of 1008, -

: - “Reyolutions are the locomotives of hintory, sald Marx, Reveln-

8.the festivale of tha oppressed and the oxploited, At no

:other timo are the messas of the peoble in a position to coms for-

ward 20 actively as crantors of & now socia! order s nt a tme of

revolutlon, At such times the people are capable of nerforming

ﬁoti_‘ggg!onllt analysis of the proletariat during the last forty,

b
miracles, If judged by a nurrow Philistine acals of gradnal prog-
ress. But the leaders of the revolutionary party must dlsg, at anch
z time, prosent their tasks in a wider and bolder fashion, s0 that
their slogan muy always be in advance of tha revelutionary §nitia-
tive of the masses, serve them as a beacon and reveal io them our
democratic and sccialist ideal in all its magnitede and splendor,
indicate the shiortest, the most dirset route to complets, absoluta \
and final victory.” (Vol, IIL, p. 123.) .

Translated to today that means the nocialist program. Of the
retrogressioniat thesls us applied to the United Stutes, thers i
regretiably no space to speak, It in a eredit to our movement that
the retrogressionists are almost completely isolated sraong all cur- -
rents which embrace the program of the Fourth Internations], It
fs only o matter of time before their theory and the ruinous polities
which flow from it will only be an unploazant memery, J7, a ap-

penrs from statements in thelr document, they should make any

attempt to apply il to America, then its exposure in the American
movement would only be swifter and surer. )
J. R. JOANSON.
September 10, 1946,
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