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MILITARISM AND THE TASKS OF THE PARTY

1. The United states has entered a new and decisive stage in its
development as a world—imperialist oower. This new stege, whioh
may be characterized as a Kititaristic-er Stage promises to brinI
with it grest changes in the modes oI life of all the people, Its3
effects, however, will h=ve mecninz fcr the working class and IoT

"itg revolutionary venousrd oaly inselrr ne it is undcrstood that

a new stare in American hiectory has bren reached and that new teeks
are posed es a resuit. OFf course, the ravolutionary vancuard long
ego predicted the comin~ o7 war end militariem . But its actual
entry onto the historical stage has found us unpreoszred to groet
tttrithnthe concrete analysis and prosr=a of action demanded by
guch an importsent develozment. / .

2, since the.W orld War of 1914-1918 thc United States has
occupied first place in thr ranis of the vorld-.imperialist pow~re.
T ho exhsustion or. pre-occupation with other tarcks of ell-its
serious rivals cnabled th~ Jmerican czpitalists to hold this vosi-
tion without supmorting =~ hume milit.ry rachinc. In the vast

two deczdes, therefore, th~ United Stztcs hos been content with a
small standine srmy of a fow hundred thousand nlus ~n gpproxinte-

el e

1y similar number in the Notional Guard. In addition, a nave sGCod

.only to that of En~lend and based »nrimarily in +hr ‘Pacific has bcea

maintoined. Each of these erms of the scrvics has had at its die-
posal an sir-creft unit of not more than » fow thousand vplones,
many of them not of I{ighting crlibre, :

3. Several factors contributed to this scemine unpreparcdness of

the Unitcd States. 'First, the exhaustion of the Europes=n countries
s » Tesult of the lest World ar proventrcd them from imncdintcly
chelleneing American -Supremacy. Second, bhn sntipathy of the massE
for militarism prevented, in oart, thebuildin~ of large armed
forcecs. Third, the tradition of Americean hietory, dictated 2 smmll
peacc--time army. Fourth, the ~eographis isolation of the U.S. nrde

it unnccessary to sunwort srcet defense “oreee on land. Finally,

the cost of militarizing when no aovarent thrant to the pcace of
the country was visible, wre a deterrent. An exccption in tho casc

~of the navy becauss the immerieliet ambitions oi Japen onoset

thoes of the U.S. in the Far Tast must be noted. All in A11, how-
ever, the U.S., un to the bepinning of Hitler'as merches into othier

countrizs, precented a picture of a different kind from vhat wase
to br found in Zuromnc. :

4,  The imperielists of Europe, after 1918 found it necessary 1o
maintain comparitively :orge avmed forccs oi =11 varictie=., Vith
th> cxccotion of Encland ~ad »nra-Hitler Gormany, the lettor imob-
ilized by th» Vers-illee Treaty, all ithe import-nt countrics =nd
almost 211 the smellcr ones svwent large wercentopes of their
n~tionsl incomes on rrmod Forecs in prewarction For thenext wer,
and, in addition enforced military traiaine in ons derrce or nothcr
With thc advent to power of the Nazis who tora ur tie Vergoiles
Trc~ty, Gerwany joined th-others. Militariem ~nd forced militery
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troining heve, th~rafore, been Tczuler »arts of the lives of oo

Europcan masses, With the alredy not~d excontion of inrland, the

Europcan worker knew conscrinticn nnd wmilit-rv 1lifs in controdis
s}

d tinction to hie American brother. He dicd not slwoys mccont cnioread
: militery servitude plecidly, but it w-s =n incscanable vart of his

life just 2s factory scrvitude weg.

5, . The Amcrican bourmoisic was shoken out of its commlacence by
.the succeesful blitzkrier of Yitlar. Hera w2s, 0 r°~1 thre-t to its
world domination. Pinding thomsclves poorly vreparcd cven to Five
heln to ZInpgland, the irmerislicts of this country s~w thrt they
muct nNOow move very quickly to catch ud and to surpsss the military
might of Garmeny plus its vartners,

The epced with which 15 billion dollars w=g conropriated for arma—
ments and a conscrined military force vrovided For b~2rs witneose to
the fact th-t the American cepitnliets have ~wakcned to thoir nced
to enter the strucgle with militery mcens, Diplomatic devices,
tveanies,ttradbragghemuﬁth endithzyike wil' not zny lonmor vostoone
he solutions of the nrobloms.os ¢ decnyins social order which is
rulcd over by a few srouns: of bandits all seeking to exwand at the
.¢xvwenss of the othore, Roosevelt, understandin~ thisg véry clearly,
.1s actively prevarin~ to entor the w-r, Only thoinsirmificent sects
"of Johen Haynes Yolmes and Norman Thomas belicve that entry into tk
‘war ccn be vnrevented. Thus, the cucstion of the "Defense Prosram

L2
and Conccrintion becore vitally ncceesary varts of Awericon Ganital
“1sm ond not just the eépigodic deeires of the rulin~ ¢lass. T hey
are acetneccss~ry to tha continucd rule of the Americon Bourroisic as
factory cxploitation, the police iorce, thc courts ang any othcr
Teorcssive vhenomena or2sont in socioty today. :

5. The beginning of Anericon nrevarationsto enter ths war found
~the rorkings cless not only without milit-ry treainin~ but ideoloric—
ally confused on whot attitude to take toverds "Nontional Dcfenee!
end Conscription. The opnosition voiced by ecomn omdonents of the
Conccrintion Bill likc Lewis and Green wog based uoon a difference
vith the ~overnment over & minor end indecisive atter. They said
we should first pmive voluntary cnlistment = chance =nd thot vneace-
time conecrivtion wae not in th- tradition of thocountry. The
opwosition of the various maecifict orzenizaticns includin~ the
Sncialiet Party and the Lovestoncites wos of a similar character.
T he Stalinists have = like position for obvinusly - diffcrent
Teresons. T he spend their time at wresent oprecadin~ pacifiet hokun
amon~ tho workers for the specirl resason thrt the rastar in the
Kremlin is not alliod to Anerican Imverialism. Should such »n
alliancc be wmede, they roule over nirht become the loucest natriots,
beet recruitin~ sergeants and most eofficient ~overnment police enies
in the land.

In e~ener~l, all theac veople were not o-posed to the nrevarctions
L or to ths wor iteelf from o class noint of view but frow A vacifist

b vosition, They werc voicin~ thn wecifiest-abetentionist feoclinre of
“the blind who think any imoort-nt problenms, inclugin~ the problem of
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brin~in~p&scc to the world, in thie< cwoch c»n be £-lvtd mercly by
L ap~€xnrescion of newntive ondocition to the —2r. OCn the other hand,
-mzny, if not the majority, of ths American wofkers toke ancother
attitude. They ses the throst of Uitlarian from =2brosd »~nd Farccion
at home ne thinwe to ~ctively strusgloe arsinet. Their suonort of
the rovarn:ent procrr=m must b understond in this licht cnd net in
“the lirht of nationel chauvinica., T hoy ocua up their »woeition by
esyins, "Hit) r must be etoonedh, Those TOYXKCIR, «illin~ to teake
an pctive vart in whnt thoy think is 2 »ro-roceive etrurrle arningt
© Fascisn, have not yot lesxnod thet the Limaerislist ~overniont of
£ ¢ th~ U.Se is not int~reetad in the ctrurrle vhich they want to #ors,
but in 2 wer fox Torld copitalict dominstinm for ths account oi the
"Sixty Temilice. This docs nnt datract, howevoT, from the votonti~F
prosressive noture of the eubjectivs feclin~s of ths mnssls of
Americen workers who ~T2 intenscly enti-fascist »nd. anxioug to do
gowngthin~ about it. The oroblem for the revolutinaaI¥ vonrusTe,
tharcfore, -is the problem of how to stcer tha nreo-reszive senti-
‘ments of.-tho masscs, nt pressnt distorted into supvwort of the im-
;.p"ri~list plang of Rooscvelt-Willkic, into clage—gtrusrle, revolu-
‘tion~Ty channcls. - C o ’ - o : :

.

8. .-Tic hove characterized onr cpoch ze thst 6f the "De~th Arony
of CopitaliemM. Our timce ar> fenturod by ths stru~~la of compctiz
~roups of irmerinlist bandits for world cdominntion. This ctrusle
takes the form of "Total War," Tvaryonc is invblwed in ons mencure
or ~noth-r, cverythinm ie ‘subordinatee to the ailitory victory, cevery-
one bccones a mart of th» milit~Ty mochinc. The 2xtont of canital-
‘ist dccay on a world. scals dictates the solution ~f 211 immortent
ou stinne by force, by militery mcsns only. Diplomatic ~rrcements
~ and mostoonenznte, s we have naed; cen no lon<er be relied uoon by
tho Csmit-liste themeclves cxcont insofar as thoy serve to linz up
th~ comangin~ cemps in the wsory ‘Th: workin~ cla-ss undarstnds thie,
“1thdu-h in ~ distorted form at v csont.  The workers know th 't
force muset be met by foree, thnt.on eificiént milit-xy machinc can
be stooned only by onc woTe etficient. T h-ot the workers ¢o nct yet
underetand is that the bloody eveats cannot be ceacluded by the

‘victeory of democrstic canitolism over fascigt cowitaliem, They havw
yet to le-rn the lesson thct only by the takia~ of pover thomeelves
and the trepelormstion of copitslist society into cociclist gocicty
‘can war bs cnded. Thersiore, this, the tokins of -oo7er by th? vro-
letsri=t, becomece the central problen of our ewnoch.  -Just ag the
bour~oisie hes subordinstad everythians~ te ite milit-@y victory so
as to insure its continu~d wule, <o muet we suborcinnte everytioins
to our military victory ove  thc Bourroisic in omder to incure the .
woTrk Te Tulc, - : SN . L

7. © The workers of Grroony, Itrly, end oth-r totclitarian countrias
‘aTz not or~snized indewendently.  Their dafents of thewast led to
the' drctruction of their trs2: union end »oliticel orraniz-otions,.
In the U.S., however, these orr-anizati~ns still exists, Cf course,
~the trzde unions. 2né thonon-revolutions Ty politicrl ozxtics, des-—
irned fnr rmofoTrimlst purnoscs ond oazceful dévilonmcnt, canhot be ex-
pected to provide the solutions for tocay's problens, which v have
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sald arc of a milit-ry character, However, the woscibilities of th
proletrrian secizure of POWeT 2Trs mrecter in the U.S. thon in the t:
toteliterian countrics precizely because of the existance of rorkems
Orr~aniz “tinnc which havs not yot felt the blows of totalitarianism
and ar~ virtuelly intoct. The Aireric-n workers, militontly onti-
fezciet in their overiholmin~ aajerity, arc in a beottar vosition
to borin the strusrlc ~~ingt thoir own canmitaliste than thoir leoce
fortunst- brothers sround down uncer the heel of totalitarianiem.

8. The feelines of ths Americen workers towards forcod militery -
trainin~ bnfore the varsacc of thoe bill in Consrese supnlics all. -
thos: wha +wznt to lerrn with a valuabla lersson. Practicelly novhere
amon~ th: vworkere wae thors any scrinue orranized ‘omvosition to tho
bills It wes rienerally lookcd upon as a neccsesary setevn of vrepar-
ation 2m2inst Fascism. Thosa nions vhich vassed »acifist resolu-~
tions a~rinst the bill +ore in a emzll minority. Nevwhere Qid
movoent of ony size brsed unon ovmosition to the bill =nke itecl?
cvident. The exnoricnce of our comrad-e in parts of the country-
vhere they tried to orm~onize nacifist anti-conserinticn novemonts
is illuminﬂtinf.,‘Thercjwas-no'maea Tesponse of any kind. It is -
worth n~tin/ th-t in onc of these cffo-ts our comrszdes, in order
to meke thoir propaseno malateble te thc‘baoifist~qehtimsnt it
triee to orsanize, adopted = vacifist, scmi-defensist 1inc. There
is 2o concention in soic nlacce thrt nacifist oonosition to the ‘
~overnacnt war olans.is'roactionary, Thig is forarl ‘thinkin~ of
thevworst~kind;-;In.ﬁeality,.ono:mustjéayjthat“paqifist-Opﬁogitiont
to the rovernaent w~r}ﬁlans.toﬁay,isnan“QDUOgitiQnHQf'd”confusinfw
80Tt racd docs mot lend itenly tornrde clade ovioszition t6 th- o
rovernnent, _Cn,tho'othtr'hénd,.thg'ﬁundozt_nf,thi~NOVthmont war
plans by the orkers, 2% thie tix, 1s . basnd orimsrily uoon "their
anti-faecist santiments, odrtontially,ordﬂroséiva‘feélinré; It is-
Unen this latter Feelin~ fia~t o muset Boe oureolva~ ifon action now,
Not on tho dq—nothinﬂ,stayﬁatahome, leave-ne,a¥one vacifist but on
the militont fi~hters ='he ATC. raady tto ~iva up"thﬁir'livné;in-tﬁc_
struc~le amainst feccinn, Thic“is not to sov that wacifist tondan-
cirg in the r-nke of th? rerk rs canint 'be ‘dravm towirds militent
clree action, They .ean oo, But oaly under tha condition that a
brosd section 0% -thz workin~ 6ls-g gshaws how ‘in-action:  Had tho cnt-
faegciot sentincnts of the French wori:rsz been Toused towards an ind-
vendont wralet-risn courss of distrust of domocrntic-canit:lists'to/
ston Srecisn (Peonles Froat),: tin capitulstion to Eitlor—Petnin wowld

v been ijDOSSiblo;l.Thc'Amoricanjwdrkcr underztonds thot fosciem

can20t be stopicd by irnorin~it, vue uncerstonds th-t it iz o t-sk
thst comes closer to him. with -~ach vagsine éay an” thot it can ba
aocomplishod;only.bj-militeryjﬁcfns;j.Soffar, 5¢ ~nod, Today, how

cver, he is fooler by the mhtriotis nrova~anda into belicvine thet the

dcmocrrticvcaoitaliét'vov@rnbcnt'of this country can co thn jobs THis

ie vhers ve must sten in to cxwlain thot it cannots

9. ,»ThoArcvolutionpry varty must lezd tho vorkere, net follow or ab-
gtein froin the strucple, . It must at -dvery’ stane preacnt 2 positive .
pro~rein of cction brzed umon the Cayle reality, It qust clwnys chow
the wey tovarde clars gtru~rilc in every field, tho ermed Zorees as
Well oo the factory. In thie neriod vhich is choracterized: by total -
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f  veor ~acd univeresl ailit-rizetion in Tuvonc ~n” itc borinnin~s in
e th U.S. it is nccessary for us teo moke closr 40 thr wor tine close
E rhore 11 vhe~t 1e. ite historic rolﬂ. Th: scizurs of wownr is tho
. Dboeis fron viich o build nll aur tacticsl weesitions. Thus, 2t thE
b tire, vhen tht B our~elicic i° t:”1q~ ~illione ~y aon for wmilit-vy
- treinin~ o ceonnot toll th vovit s it WA~oin=t Con*criﬁticn" 111
f  colv: ~ny ?Iﬁb1F”€, It c~n eny sov »Hacifict illusinne o mugt
. tell the "ovuurr that cogscrlwtlun i~ just -~z n‘CuSS?IY in nroeont
E "~y 1life o~ foctory profuscticn. . But wlonr cf accrintieon? Thosc
L. factory oroduotion? Thy =lo~an Oi'“uFJQCEl?tlﬁﬁ wrder ths Contrel
of thc Tracde Uniocns" is just »35 velid og -7 tas elorane fcr workers!
cvqtvol oT nroductlon. Th~ onn is o corollery of thnoth:r. We red-
tn, Hitlrr can“ot b2 defr~ted by on incificic nt‘“rﬂy “nd 7 BE®
: tn“ cco~aity of militery treoinin~ fox th vorkors 3UT NCT UNDIR
F TUT BCSS CFTICiRS! o ronlize tho nccessity ol ’O”?Iﬂﬂvﬂt—cvnad
. 0y+csnc,indu¢tllﬁs. BUT NCT ONDZR THEY CC YTROL-CT TH. =035-GOViRN-
S UCNTY Conecrintion? Yos, but only uad-r tho controls of . thr
workﬂrc undar trade union cont“ol. e ovmoen ALL~nrmy and-covgrn—

E moat controlled conacrlotloﬂ.i Tniq lo"ﬂn co**"tnonds to tha Ton!
‘i~41t1¢s‘o* the Asy. The sloman of Pecoples :ormy -OF Workers Aray decs
‘Not 2t this ticm. ‘It docs not conform to- todey!'s rpellty. It ig n
e¢lo~an Tnr 2 lataor »Heriod. Thc c~10":=n Tox - "Conﬂcrxﬁtwon undn thu~
Cnnt?ol of thz Ti~dc Unions" is dirceted .a~aine the B oursois rmoviun-
moent ~nd ite control of .the nrmy. .It esn immel th-~ workers to tok

- thn road of etrurrle ar=ingt tho:ruling cl-es nreciscly in thoe wlace
Cwhore the B ourcoisie must keop ALL ¢ontrol in its ovn-hands. Tedy,
+hen the armad forces of th: Arieric-an Bour~oigic oxro in the process

" 0f forantinn; we muet'strivcito“put,thn morkzinge class v 7ho +il1l fori
the bulk of thesc armed foFces oa’thy rosd tn indend nﬁ;nt cless ac-—
tion., Thc Pro~Tesm of ths *ou;tb Int‘"n ti~n~1,~~dovt a.~t its

£ foundin~ coafercnce st tog, "Li~ht smust be shed unon, tn~,ornblom
E of- e from’all'enﬁlos,,hin~1nd uopon the oids from vhich 1t - 111
E confront th -wes.s ot 2 ~ivon momentt., It aleo strtos, Wy sgot2
k. domend: L 1it Ty treoinine cad arnine of workare nnd forwer< ungcer

k- Civccet ooat“oj of workers and f-rmers coamitt-cs; Crosticn of mili-
i  t vy schoole for the.trainin~ ol commendce ve eneont the toilrrs,

- ohnscn by werXkeorg! O"”an“t1(nS‘"' Theer Aemandg retaln thwr full:
v-~lidity today. Vc s t out tbf~ 1nto uLkat Lt m“co.-A; .

f'lton AEV1n




ON SHACHTHAN'S ANSFER TO THZ POSITION OF THZ S.W.P,
ON CONSCRIPTION, WAiR,AND MILITARISH.

In the issue of Labor Action dated November 4th, 1940, there appears
the answer of our leadershp to the wsition taken on War and dilitar-
- 1em by the. S. W.P+ It would be well for us to study this answer
‘most crrefully —- first, to compare Shachtman's estimate of the
S.W.P. program with wh:t it really is an¢, second, to check the
‘authenticity of his historical analogies, explicit and imvplicit.

I

The importent roint that Shachtman tries to make in his article is
that Cannon has opcned the door to socisl-patriotism by advocating
that the workers overthrow their own bourgoisie and rcpel the.in-
vader at the same time. What is rcaly involved here? In the years
sincr the Russian Revolution we -2lways hoped that the workers of
thig or that country, devending uvon the given situ-tion, would over—
throw their own bourgoisie., But as the years rolled on this did not
teke place. We must now record, and thet has been done, -that the -
b workers =re late in accomolishing this task, . Now we arc faced with
‘& new and more extensive immerialist war, .This war, like .the last,
poses mora than just the ouestion of the overthrow of onc's own
bourgoisie. In the last war, the ‘Bolsheviks succeoded in lcading
the workers in Russia in 2 successful insurrection agninst thoir
own bourgoisie, This evcn took placc DURING THE WAR. What woe the
first trsk thet confronted the victorious. workers of Russia? It
was the to28k of repelling the invader, Geraany. Thus, twenty-three
ycars ago, the telescoping of the two taske, overthrow of tho ime
gerialist government and repelling of the invader w:s the actual

Let us t2ke another cxample. - Hitler invaded France and dcfcated
the bourmois army. A ravolutionsry situstion omened uo. The army
of French imperialism dieintegr-ted; the various branches of the

b stote . ccased to function. The government ‘iteelf topnlad on the.

- -brink and fell, only to be replaeced with the inscecurc and temporary
military dictatorship of Petain-Laval. Lect us suovodc that a rov.
olutionary party of some strength had bren in existence and had
succeeded in ge*ting the French workers to seize control of a part
of the army. Vhat would heve been the first t=sk to confront thom.
Obviously, the strugple against Hitler. Docs this me=n th-t thig
army, a workers army, would be fighting for immcrialism? Nol It
would mean that, 28 we have advocated for yecars "we are taking charre
of the strusgle amainst Hitler ourselves." Horeover, this workers
army would be forced to strusrle AT THR SAME TINE arainst its own
bourroisic who would, as they did even in less rimorous circumstances
Make en alliance with Hitler ereingt the workers. Thus, the two
taskes, tha struzrle areinst the invader ancé ageinst one's own bour—
rolsic aro, in frot, tclescopcd. A third cxample. Durin~ the period
of khe Paris Communc of 1871 the Commune was forced to strur~le
amainst their own bourgoisie plus the victorious armics of Bismark.
History does not always oblire us with opnortunities to sccomplish
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firset onc to<k, teke a rast and thon proceed to the next. S owme-
timce we will bo forced to nccomplish onc t-sk ot the ~rwme tims ee
enother équally important.

II

How c~n we, however, onc way ark, be surc thnt in th2 warformonce
of the %o tarl 1mu1tqnoou"1y the workers do not fall into noci-lk

patriotiom by rhnnortln" nation~l do LbﬂCv and not the overthrow of

their bourgois sovornmont?  This ie o roeronnble and importont
qucation ond hon concerned the wcvemeat in tho. pa et. Tho revolu-—~
tionary party advoc-ter the clnas indewcndecnce of tha. proletariat
and ite unronmittine strue~le a~einst the bourroinic at 511 timcs.
This strurglc durins war-tine is the continu~tion ~nd ~h-rncnin~ of
its strur~le during "peece-tinc." It t-kcs diffcrent Ioran ot
differont timees dependine upon circwictonces. Durin~ "pasco-times!
wo advocated a wide scrics of actions by the workeras amoinat the

7 'rulins cloes: strikes, domonctrationc, indeoendent labor o2 ndlﬂqtcs
“for vrrious officosn, ¢tc.. - At =211 timcs wo stroarfed. to th~ worker

th2t they muct be indepeondent of the  ruling clﬁfﬁ'no mattoT vhot th
gitu-tion 2md the problem to be rfolved. Durins war- time wa extend
the csr¢ reoneral policy. Mo ur~c the wiorkers to rct’ ind< oondcntly'

t - and af & closs nmainst tbn wr r-qngero-ﬂnd their nove rnmcnu, to

gtrike whenever ncecessnry, tqQ ra ise concrptc doaand", etc.” During.
war-timr the~¢ coen take the form of ‘our anti-war . strusclc at miven

"starcsz. Now, whet is r*oc3.'11---p'\1:1'10‘b1sm within tH' vorcln~—01 537

J"

The failure to ucc the otrike weapon 1n the intererts’ n~tionnl
unity," 1 i.c., unity under the bosses; feilurc to naintain,tho indec-~

-pcndance of the DLOlCt“Tl"t'cDQ ite OT’"an«tlon on the mlitical

i

field, i.ce, - oqlltlon ~ovvr3*0nts suci 2% 1n In~lend; cupnort of
the 'ovrrnxont imperinlict plang, ctc... In “nerel, ﬂOCl“l—D“tIlOt~
ism 1w charecterlzcd by the failure to fi"at for thxllndﬁpbnécnc“

of th~ proletarinst and ite orﬂanlz(tlolﬁ for the bour~oinic,  Thig
ie the ~eneral law =nd- in ite concrete ~D011CQt10q onc can oec th-t
whoerever workers DOllt‘C”l poke rtlo,, trrée unions, cte., undor the
impact of the crisig, beccome socis 1—D“tflotlc t\~" ~ive up to one
extent or another, thblr clage 1nd0ppqd”noce’ : . '

ITI

What iz the situstion where a workers political party or any inde-
vendent vorkers orranization sdvocates DOliCle durin~';ﬁ*-time
which rock to take away bourscois control of the rovernment or of
any of ite ;ngtltutlon,] such as the army? Tblq cen hardly be calla
gocial-patriotisd, " If it is anythin~ ~t 2ll,” it ig the continuntim
of the otrunsle acainet’ the boursrois stote and its bourroig ingti-
tutions. Thue, the truﬁmle to place ‘cons 0¢10t10n.und ‘the contrd
of thc trede unions wnlch arc 1ndnbcnd ent class organize tlnno of thc
proletariat is, in rcality, = wmcons of enti-war strufmlc at this |
stare., It ic Tutile to eay that the clo~an of “Concerivtion Under
Trad: Union Control" ha"‘CLZ"” collsboration overtoncs baocausc the
1esdcrship of tho trad~ unions is SOCl”l—O&leOth and corrupt in
othor ways. ¥ hen, bhf01e the ﬁCuuql OVCLtﬂTO of the bour~oic .
stato, dwd thc trede uniong have any better lcadorchivn? Nover!d .
Why did Lenin aad Trotnky advocete WALL Po*er to th> S ovicts" cven
whan the S oviets were under the lecadership of °0C1“1~0“trlof and
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labor fakers in not 9ne mr~amr 2 vorse thon tho'e we heve today? Wiy
did our movement call for o wovernment of Blum..Gaciin, two well de-

~velopcd social-patriots, in France some. ycars back® The reasons in
both cascs is found in a ccrdinel Dr1n01blc of Merxism. Hrrxiets
h~rve always said that the independent prolctarint in contrel of the
rtate chanpes the cleace nature of the state, the independent pro-
letarirt 1n control of ~n army chanmees the claee nnturc of the army
The commany union, in the control of the bossce, is not to us the

‘garmec o8 the trade union in control of tho morkers. There is a
cuslitative differcnce. ' -

B AR 'u1~..:‘..__::J‘.!:.7.1, sy eie enouns IV :"i:;i“ 1S RLD LT 2 ARG LTaTa
:»:1 e nos S :?;’Iﬁ : f‘ o t‘" o ._- O _[' A ’
Oi’~u<:ou:c'm,~ wb)knnm tlpt ¢he,QDTIUP¢,lE\d"rfh1p<oz tna,trpdc-unlqn:ﬂ
moveret: doexr hot, meke. poriovds cfforts. $0; keepr Lts cl ~s ;paopcndcncc.
¥hen the crisis decepens the labor-fakers, ferr. frpmlpuklnw.womo cfforts
40 kcop “the ‘independence of the wiions, will capitul=te and hand
thom over to movernment control. JT%lo has hcnﬁened in Frence rccent-
ly. Therefore, we do not ox rocct thom to reonlize for the workers the

gloen of WTrade “Unioni-Control of: Gon seriptinn! .o, MWerkere Control
~of Production.or, for that mﬂttor in -this epogch of war and milital-
i«m, any rcally imoortont meins But in tho coursce of thc de volop-v
ment of tho struerle W1th1n th“ trade unions between us and tho pre-
sent lead rship, re, the ”CVOlutlonlﬁt? in tn\ trade union ﬂovcnont

STt aare e

can bc liftecad to 1oadernh1p. In fact, thln is th~ only Way e can
displece the labor-fakers, by a’ strurrle: for the indcpendence of tke
workarg “LniZ“tions‘qnﬂ the sctrupele for their control over the
shoks vkcra and Farmers’ Govcrnmunt) the arny,'at thie stare
fCaqrd?iﬁﬁ%db‘Gkg # T¥:4~ Union COﬁt;Ol) “end ihe f-etonricn (U ork
Cont.ol of Production..  “aug, the fear thot tho vorkers uan be
traoned into social-patriotiem by telling them to accomplish two
tasko siﬂultaﬁeously, the overthrow of their bourr01 ic and the re-
pelling of the invadcr, can be overcome in- only one vey, that is,
by mzintainin~ at all tinee the clas 9 1nd~pendcncc of tne workers.

\'

Herc, also, ve must re-state the ~r~~t marxiet axiort the proletarkat
in control of the state cannot uce it in the same way 2nd for the
.epme nurnoﬁb,ns ‘the bourﬁniﬂlc, it-must’ conﬂtruct 1t own' stzte form
“nd usge st te power ‘for’ the ultlmnto ‘socialict ehds or it coniot
survive.,. Slqlldrly; thc nroletarit4: in ‘control of:'the. factories, "
ninere, furms, et muet transfornm themode of vroduction or fail to
qurvivo. Similarly, the prolcteriat in control ‘of the army, iwmust .
construct an army of social libecration or f2il to survive. The
formuleotion of Comradr Shacthzan, ‘trede union control of an imperial-
ist arny, is a contrcdictlon in terms, to eey the least, If trade -
‘union control of en Army is possible under the bourrole state the "two
‘erc brou~ht into a 11;0 and derth strugrle arainst cach other. - EX~
amplc?’ Spain. In 1936 at the outbre: ak of the Civil Wor, the trade
unions formed an army under their oontrol to firht tﬂu fascist, -
"France. Imaedia tcly, e strupgle broke out between the Loyalist
ﬁovcrnment (a bourpols ~overnment) and the trade union army which
~was nrny of eocial emancipation. The one or the other had to trium
vh, thxir couexictencn w28 impossible, even thourh in thia case,
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they were fighting a common enemy. The bourgeois Loyalist govern-

ment 1mmed1ate1y set out to form an army of its own, as a state without
an army is not state at all. When it was suff1c1ent1y de-

veloped and strenthened by the supplies of Stalin it crushed the

trade union army. Unfortunately, the workers of Spain shed much

blood to learn the lesson which should not be lost on us now. No
bourgeois state at any time will permit the formation of an independ-
ent army under the control of independent workers organizations. To

do so would be suicidal for the bourgeoisie.

EXCERPT FROM VOLUME III, CHAPTER III, "THE HISTORY OF
THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTION" BY LEON TROTSKY

Every additional day of war was disintegrating the front, weakening
the government, damaging the international position of the country
At the beginning of October the German fleets, both naval and air,
developed active operations in the Gulf of Finland. The Baltic sailors
fought courageously trying to protect the road to Petrograd.

But they, more clearly and profoundly than any other unit of the
front, understood the deep contradiction in their pos:tlons as
vanguards of a revolution and involuntary participants in an im-
perialist war, and through the radio stations on their ships they
sent out a cry to the four corners of the horizon for international
revolutionary help "Attacked by superior German forces our fleet
will go down . in unequal battle. Not one of our ships will decline
the fight, The slandered and maligned fleet will do its duty..

but not at the command of a miserable Russian Bonaparte, ruling by
the long-suffering patience of the revolution...not in the name of
the treaties of our rulers with the Allies, binding in chains the
hands of Russian freedom..." No, but in the name of the defense
of the approaches to the hearth-fire of the revolution, Petrograd.

"In the hour when the waves of the Baltic are stained with the
blood of our brothers, while the waters are closing over their
bodies, we raise our voice: ...Oppressed people of the whole world!
Lift the banner of revolt!"

MILTON ALVIN

55



~-10~

COMRADE ALVIN ON TWO FRONTS

Comrade Alvin invites us to ''compare Shachtman's estimate
of the SWP program with what it really is.' I begin by quoting
the nub of Cannon's new pronouncement:

""Well, we answered in a general way, the workers will
FIRST overthrow the bourgeoisie at home and then they will take
care of invaders. That WAS a good program, but the workers
did not make the revolution in time. NOW two tasks must be telescoped
and CARRIED OUT SIMULTANEOUSLY." (My emphasis.)

~ In justification of this new line, Alvin offers a number
of historical analogies. His analogies show that he does not know
what Cannon is talking about.

The "Simultaneous Carrying Out' of the Two Tasks

"The workers will first overthrow the bourgeoisie at home
and then they will take care of invaders.'"--This is the
"outmoded' policy, according to Cannon, who however admits that
it: has been the Bolshevik policy at least up to now. In the
latter respect he is perfectly correct. It is his new theory
about the '"simultaneous carrying out' of the two tasks which
is new. And he counterposes the one formulation to the other.

While Cannon admits the newness of his policy, Comrade
Alvin seeks to represent it as the traditional policy of the
movement, He does it by an elaborate PUN on the word
"telescoping,' forming the first section of his article.

Historical analogy No. 1l:--"The first task that confronted the
victorious workers of Russia,...was the task of repelling
the invader, Germany." Is not this case a precise illustration
of the Bolshevik policy of FIRST overthrowing the bourgeoisie
at home and then taking care of invaders? The Bolsheviks
did not become defensists until they had seized power. Yet
Alvin calls this an example of '"telescoping and simultaneous
carrying out" of the two tasks. Why?

Historical analogy No. 2 and 3:-- The Paris Commune of
1871, having first seized power, THEN had to defend its power
against the German invaders in league with the French counter-
revolution, A new Paris Commune of 1940 would have had to
struggle against Hitler as its first task., -- These are two more
examples of defensism AFTER the seizure of power, along the
lines of our '"outmoded'™ policy. But to Alvin they are also
cases of 'telescoping." How does he get that way?

As far as I can gather from his article, Alvin considers
the two tasks 'telescoped" if one follows IMMEDIATELY upon the
other. That seems to explain why he writes such a thing as:
"History does not always oblige us with opportunities to
accomplish first one task, take a rest and then proceed to the
next." (My emphasis,) -
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As if the principle we are defending is that there must be
a "rest" between the seizure of power and the task of defending
that power! As if Cannon's new contribution is his discovery
that this '"'rest'" concept is not a necessary part of Leninism!
Alvin simply attributes a bit of nonsense to Shachtman and then
exposes it as absurd.

Since Alvin presents his '"analogies'" with the Russian
Revolution and the Paris Commune so seriously, a more homely
illustration may be useful. If Alvin desires to touch both his
nose and his knee with his right hand, he would have to follow
the formula: FIRST, touch your nose, and THEN touvh your knee.
"No,'" says Cannon, '"we must carry out both tasks simultaneously."
And Alvin proceeds to defend this position by arguing that you
DO in effect '"carry out simultaneously" both tasks if you touch
your knee IMMEDIATELY after touching your nose, with no '"rest"
in-between. '

At this point, Alvin seems to use the word "telescoping"
to mean "immediate succession.'" Cannon speaks of "telescoping"
and "carrying out simultaneously' ‘'now.'" The difference here is the
difference between national defensism and revolutionary de-
featism. And as I shall show, Alvin also takes steps toward
Cannon's view, .

The Examptle of the Russian Revolution

Without any comment of his own, as a parting shot, Alvin
appends to his article an excerpt from Trotsky's History,
'which puts his views in a quite different light., ~The excerpt
tells us that the revolutionary sailors wanted to defend Petro-
~grad against the Germans before October, and that Trotsky approved
of 1this, - v

Now why does Alvin select this passage and cit it as if it
were documentary proof of his position? Is it to tell us that
even Trotsky was willing to accept the idea of defensism
before the seizure of power? And that when Cannon also advocates
this he is only following in Lenin's footsteps? For this seems
to be the implication. But if the quoted passage is understood,
it does not at all serve Alvin's argument,

The views of the Baltic sailors on the defense of Petrograd
were based on the existence of the dual power at that hour.
Dual power means that a WORKERS' POWER EXISTS, not as the official -
state but side by side with the official state power of the
bourgeoisie and contending for complete domination. In such case,
while striving for complete power, the workers will fight to
defend their own "half" of the dual power, not only against
internal bourgeois counter-revolution, but naturally also
(in given circumstances where the problem arises in this form)
against foreign counter-revolutionary forces. In defending
revolutionary Petrograd ('the hearth-fire of the revolution"),
the sailors were DEFENSISTS ON THE BASIS OF A WORKERS' POWER
which was still dual to that of the bourgeoisie.
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The question would have been illuminated for Alvin if he read the
page immediately following the one from which he quotes. Trotsky
cites the bourgeois Duma President, Rodzianko, as publicly
admitting that he hoped that the Germans would succeed in
crushing Petrograd and destroying the Baltic Fleet because

they were '"depraved" (i.e. revolutionary).

A paradox for Alvin. Before October, and at this moment, the
Bolsheviks were against cefensism--the Rodziankos were for
defensism, In this specific action, the threatened attack on
red Petrograd, the Rodziankos became defeatists (without thereby
impairing their general defensist position) and the Bolshevik
sailors became defensists (while the party continued to
denounce defensism in the war between Kerenskyist Russia and Germany).
According to the implications of Alvin's article, the
Bolsheviks either were or should have been Russian defensists.

The action around Petrograd can be seen in its true light
only as a special case of our basic position that DEFENSISM '
IS PERMISSTIBLE ONLY ON THE BASIS OF WORKERS' POWER. (We are
5peak1ng here of defensism in imperialist wars.) In a specific
action in a period of dual power, the workers defended the power
they had attained, not only against Rodzianko, but against
German allies of Rod21anko. The red sailors saw it this way,

- and the bourgeois ministers saw it just as clearly.

Although Alvin himself ventures no explicit interpretation
himself, we are supposed to draw the conclusion that we too
can NOW be defensists--even though no workers power exists, not
even in dual form. What else can be the meaning of his append-
ing the quotation from Trotsky? All right: if a London soviet
arises and controls its own army and fleet, and Hitler with the
blessing of Churchill marches in to frush it, we want the
London soviet to defend itself against Hltler But to insinuate
therefore that NOW the revolutionary party should tell the
London workers to support the military struggle against Hitler,
is to provide a left cover for social-patriotism.

The Line of 'the Fight on Two Fronts'

FIRST, seizure of power--THEN defense against invaders:
this is our policy. NO NATIONAL DEFENSE EXCEPT ON THE BASIS
OF WORKERS' POWER.

Cannon rejects posing the question as "First--and then,"
and tells us to seek to carry out these two tasks simultaneously,
llNow."

What does Cannon's new formula mean in practice-in a
concrete situation--say, in England right now? -- It tells them:
"You must of course work NOW for your own seizure of power;
but simultaneously you must also work NOW for the defense
against the German invader."
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Here you have a formulation which REALLY ''telescopes' (carries
out simultaneously) the two tasks, and not by a play on words. That
is why it is also the REAL FORMULATION OF '"REVOLUTIONARY'" DEFENSISM --
the left variety of social-patriotism in the imperialist war. It
is indeed the present position of the leftsocial-patriots in Eng-
land, the '"Tribune' group (Laski, Postgate, Cole, etc.). This posi-
tion may be summed up as the line of '"THE FIGHT ON TWO FRONTS'":
that is, attempting to support the struggle against the bourgeoisie
at home at the same time that one supports the bourgeoisie's mili-
tary struggle against the imperialist foe.

Note: I do not seek to impute this conclusion to Alvin or
to Cannon., It is enough to state that this is the only concrete
meaning that can be assigned to Cannon's formula, which Alvin defends,
even though both may recoil from the objective consequences of their
slogan.

The ''Fight on Two Fronts'' and Revolutionary Defeatism

Alvin would certainly have a right to protest if I did make
such an imputation. Does he not devote his second section to em-
phasizing that the class struggle and class independence of the
workers must be maintained? He does, and thereby touches upon the
heart of the quest1on of the "fight on two fronts."

If (in an imperialist war) one REALLY wants to fight for
military victory over the orelgn invader NOW (at the same time
that one also talks about seizing power), then all verbiage about
"complete class independence' and "unremlttlng struggle against

the bourgeoisie under any circumstances" is a purely literary
gesture, These two aims can be posed coordinately only on paper;

in practice they are in contradiction. That is precisely why the
'social-patriots, no matter how left, are (by the logic of their
position--wishing above all to insure defeat of the foreign invader)
compelled to make concessions on the class interests and class
ingependence of the workers. The right social-patriots make more
concessions, the left soc1a1-patr10ts gag at some. '

The question boils down to this: the military apparatus
for carrying on the fight against Hitler is now in the hands of
the bourgeoisie. The workers will have such” a military apparatus
only when they have power. To advocate support of the military
struggle agai-st Hitler now (whether or not at the same time one
advocates a non-bourgeois army) means to push the workers to
supporting the existing military apparatus--for the simple reason
that that is the only instrument available to them for fighting
against Hitler's army directly. Ordinary people will draw this
practical conclusion from such a position even if Cannon or Alvin
stops with its Iiterary expression. And any support of the govern-
-ment's military steps (direct or indirect, partial or complete,
conditional or unconditional) is a blow against the unremitting
prosecution of the class struggle. Revolutionary defeatism means
the intensification of the class struggle regardless of its effect
on the military front, regardless of whether or not it means the de-
feat of one’s ''own' country by the foreign invader,
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There is expressed the inescapable contradiction between the
two tasks which Cannon wants to take care of simultaneously: (1) con-
cern for military victory over the fascist foe, and (2) unremitting
intensification of the class struggle., One has to be subordinated
to the other. The left social-patriots who "fight on two fronts"
sacrifice the latter and precisely in a crisis have to abandon it
completely. The revolutionary Marxist sacrifices the former.

The attempt to perform both "simultaneously' is a straddle which
in the given circumstances of the pressure of the capitalist war
machine, flops over to the pro-war camp. This contradiction can
be resolved only through the revolutionary overturn of the capltal-
1st state and its replacement by a workers' power.

And in this eventuality, just imagine the capitalists saying:
"We want to fight against the foreign invader but we also want to
struggle against this workers' state, so we will do both simul-
taneously"! The capitalists will have no ullusions about such a
"fight on two fronts". As in the Russian civil war, their line is
counter-revolutionary defeatism. It would be a good thing if all
Marxists were half as realistic as the class-conscious bourgeoisie.

The "Fight on Two Fronts' in Spain

We do not reject the line of ''the fight on two fronts" in every
case. We reject it only in a reactionary war. For this was precisely our
line in Spain.

In Spain we were for the ''simultaneous carrying out'" of the
two tasks: military struggle against Franco, and struggle for seiz-
ure of power from the People's Front government. We expressed it as:
m111tary support, but no political support, to the Loyalist government
in its struggle against Franco,

We were able to hold this line because we were for the war,
because we were defensists, because we rejected defeatism, and frank-
ly said so. How this illuminates Cannon's position! We were
consistent; Cannon would also be consistent if he openly avowed him-
self a varlety of defensist. : S ,

Anti-War Pacifism and Anti-Fascist Patriotism

In section 8 of his Thesis, Comrade Alvin inveighs against
the notion that pacifist opp051tlon to the war is progre551ve. On
the contrary, he implies, it is reactionary because it is ''confusing'
and 'does not lend itself towards class opposition to the government."
The pro-war spirit of the workers, on the other hand, is based on
anti-fascist, potentially progressive feelings, and "1t is upon the
latter fee11ng that we must base ourselves for action now."

This, as Alvin would say, is '"formal thinking of the worst
kind."
Is not "anti-fascist" patrlotlsm also "confusing"? Of course.
Does it lend itself to class opposition to the government? It may
or may not. The same thing is true of the pacifism of the pacifist
"~ worker, (I am not 5peak1ng here of the professional pacifist, any
more than Alvin has in mind the professional "anti-fascist" patrioteer.)

60




-15-

The fact is, there are many kinds of pacifists and many kinds of
"anti-fascists," Alvin repeats, in his own way, some of the cruder
expressions of derogation thrown at pacifist sentiments by the bour-
geoisie, The naive pacifism of the worker is not at all necessarily
"do-nothing, stay-at-home, leave-me-alone.' It is often a distorted
expression of the worker's realization that this is not his war and
that there is therefore no reason for him to put himself out for it.
Such pac1flst-m1nded workers are not "militant fighters who are

ready to give up their lives in the struggle against fascism'?
Nonsense. Such pacifism may indeed denote a stage of political
awareness miles nearer our revolutionary pesition than the worker who
is doped up for the war by the "anti-fascist' propaganda of the press.

Yes, there are many kinds of pacifists and maby kinds of
anti-fascists. By 1ump1ng one group together as a reactionary mass,
and pinning a progressive medal on the other agglomeration, Alvin
does not contribute toward an understanding of the revolutionary
approach toward these currents.,

To the pacifist worker we say: ''You are against the war?
Good. But your program, analysis, methods, etc. are at best futile
and, worse, disarming. The way to fight the war is by fighting for
a workers' government." -- To the anti-fascist pro-war worker we say:
"You want to fight Hitlerism? Good. So do we. But you are not
really fighting Hitlerism when you support the government in this
war' etc,

Of course, it is possible to take another line with regard
to the latter: "You are for this war? Well, that's progressive in-
sofar as it shows that you are anxious to fight fascism. But while
you support the war against Germany, don't neglect to carry on the
struggle against your own bosses and boss government." This is the
line of the fight on two fronts, It is already to make a big con-
cession to social-patriotism,

Within both ideologies, in given cases, there is a potentially
progressive kernel--that is true. Our job is to develop this po-
tentiality into a class program of workers' revolution. Unsparing
criticism of the futility and capitulationist character of pacifism;
unsparing criticism of the social-patriotism of the pro-war worker
who accepts the war under an anti-fascist label: AND NO YIELDING
BEFORE THE PRESSURE OF EITHER.

Insofar as we must 'base ourselves' on the progressive ker-
nel of the pro-war ideology of the workers, it is because this is the
prevailing ideology of the majority of workers TODAY, and it is our
practice to find an approach to the workers AS THEY ARE. Tomorrow,
with increasing privations and disillusionment with the "anti-fascist"
war, we shall see a swing in the workers' ranks toward a pacifist
anti-war sentiment--pacifist insofar as it is not channeled into a
revolutionary course,
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But the catch lies in that phrase 'basing ourselves on
anti-fascist social-patriotism for action now." To Cannon this
means: ADAPTING ourselves to social-patriotic pressure and prejudices.
Hence, his posing of the military struggle against Hitler
simultaneously with the class struggle for the seizure of power.
Such an approach to the social-patriots serves only to reinforce
their social-patriotism. -- What does the phrase mean concretely to
Alvin?

This is as good a place as any to mention the emphasis which
Alvin (end of section 8), like Cannon, places on "military means only"
to stop fascism. To be sure, in the last analysis, fascism will be
stopped only by military means. It is necessary for us to add, how-
ever: military means in the hands of the revolutionary workers, dir-
ected against their own bourgeoisie in the first instance. The
working class will not have the military means to fight against
Hitler except after it has power--that is, it requires not only the
'military means' but the political precondition, workers' power.
Ahy propaganda which slides over this political precondition and
presents the fight against Hitler as a matter of 'military means
only" runs the risk of thereby convincing the workers that he should
support the present available military means, pending the acquirement
of different ones. The exaggerated formulations of Cannon and the
context in which he places them invite this risk.

Cannon's ''New Military Policy"

Cannon's "new military policy for the proeltarait', summed
up in the slogan for “Conscription Under Trade Union Control," is
the inevitable counterpart of his theory of '"the fight on two fronts."
For in order to impoement this perspective, he is obliged to find a
slogan which seems to provide for independent working-class military
forces while the workers do not yet have power.

Let it be understood: We are for an army under the complete
control of independent working-class organizations. THAT IS PRECISELY
WHAT OUR SLOGAN FOR A PEOPLE'S ARMY MEANS. A People's Army means
an army which is completely under workers' control, completely inde-
pendent of the capitalist state machinery (and therefore necessarily
opposed to it). It thereby assumes the existence of a workers'
state or, transitionally, of dual power. This we make explicit by
linking the slogan of a People's Army with that of a Workers' Govern-
ment. The slogan is correct if understood in this sense.

But Alvin very obviously does not understand it in t-is sense.
He specifically informs us that "the sIogan of a People's Army or
Workers' Army does not...conform to today's reality. It is a slogan
for a later period." He rejects it, and prefers Cannon's formula, for
this stage. Since Alvin distinguishes between the two, we must ask:
How does Cannon's slogan differ from the slogan for a People's Army?
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The Necessary Ambiguity of Cannon's Slogan

The answer is fairly clear. If an army under completely independ-
ent workers' control means exactly the same as a People's Army,
then Cannon's slogan must mean: the sharing of control of the army
between the workers' organizations and the bourgeois state. This is
the class-collaborationist logic of his slogan.

Conscription Under Trade Union Control, as a slogan, is
false because it is dangerously ambiguous. Its ambiguity plays a
necessary role in Cannon's position. Tne slogan may be interpreted
to imply two different positions: '

1) The demand for a People's Army: We have seen what short shrift
Alvin gives to this interpretation. (Typically, Cannon has
not committed himself to an explicit rejection of the People's Army
slogan, Alvin asserts what Cannon implies.) :

Thé workers militias ("trade union army') created in Spain
at the outbreak of the civil war were the beginnings of a People's
Army. Alvin apparently does not understand this when he refers
to Spain at the end of his article. The workers' militias were com-
pletely independent of the Loyalist government. Its autonomy was
not like the formal, fictional "trade union control" such as Bevan
and Morrison exercise; and this was precisely why its existence was
the manifestation of the dual power that existed.

Is this what Cannon's slogan demands? Then why reject the
slogan of the People's Army, which expresses it most clearly and without

- ambiguity? . And what is new about this policy?

The slogan for a People's Army must be linked with our
slogan for a Workers' Government. The resolution of the last N.C.
plenum emphasized this: "Our duty, however, is to try to direct ‘
this (anti-fascist) sentiment into truly proletarian and revolutionary
channels. It is for that reason that among other slogans, we
raise the slogan of a People's Army, trained, directed and controlled
by the working class and its responsible organizations. But this
propagandist slogan--and that is what it is at the present stage--
would under present conditions lead us directly to national defensisn,
unless our press and spokesmen constantly coupled it with the slogan
of a workers' government... A "People's Army' subject to capitalism
is a myth or a snare. To speak of a people's army without a workers'
~government is to prepare objectively for defensism under capitalist
rule."

" This is exactly the objective role of the second, and
actual, meaning of the Cannonite slogan.

(2) Sharing control of the army between the workers' organi-
zations, specifically the trade union leaders, and the government.

Doesn't Trade Union Leader Hillman, who basks in the workers'
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confidence, ''share control" of the war mobilization with Knudsen and
others? Of course, he does not always have the last word to say on
all matters pertaining to labor...but then, to demand as much as
that would not “conform to today's reality."

Do not the labor leaders in England (Bevan, Morrison, et al.)
n"share control" of the war effort, together with Beaverbrook
and Churchill? May not the trade-union "controllers" in the cabinet
be given even more "control" to "share' especially if the workers
show signs of escaping from the state's control?

"But their control is fictional: the real control still
resides safely in the hands of the bourgeoisie." -- Of course.
There cannot be any real workers' control of the army unless state
power is taken away from the bourgeoisie. But that is also a matter
of the future and it does not conform to today's reality. Meanwhile
let the workers be satisfied with the measure of control that is
possible right now, and not neglect their duty to support the mili-
tary struggle against Hitler...

Cannon puts it formard in this light. He emphasizes (Soc.
Appeal, Nov. 30) that the slogan is realizable right at present and
polemizes against people who doubt that fact. "It is up to us then
to convince these workers that our demands are reasonable and prac-
tical in the present situation..." And indeed Cannon is compelled
to put it forward in this way, in order to demonstrate how very
nrealistic' the SWP is being, in proposing a program which can serve
to fight Hitler's troops 'right at present" without first gaining
workers' power. ' ‘

This meaning of the slogan is again illuminated in the
emphasis which Alvin gives to "ALL" in his remark: "It can impel
the workers to take the road of struggle against the ruling class
precisely in the place where the bourgeoisie must keep ALL control
in its own hands." (Alvin's emphasis.) -- Again, does the British
bourgeoisie concentrate ALL control in its own hands? In order to
demonstrate that to a labor supporter of Bevan, Morrison & Co.,
Alvin would find himself explaining his slogan in terms of a People's
or Workers' Army and a workers' government. That is' what our pro-
gram does, instead of encouraging and reinforcing social-patriotic-
" illusions. : '

But most important, whatever may be Cannon's intention,
the ordinary worker understands the slogan in this way. To him,
there is trade-union control if his union president is put on the
draft board, or given a responsible post in the war machine. To
him, the slogan is not ambiguous. He understands it in a class-
collaborationist sense.

A slogan gains its real meaning from the concrete context
into which it is launched. The very same slogan may be right, wrong
or meaningless, depending on that context. The slogan of "Peace"
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may be pacifist or revolutionary, depending on the context in which

it is given forth. The slogan for a minimum of $30 for a maximum
30-hour week is meaningless to an auto worker who is already working
only 30 hours (because of spread work) and getting over $30. Cannon's
slogan must be judged, as a slogan, by what it means to the workers

at this time,

This is also why the objective meaning of Cannon's slogan,
issued in the midst of the national debate on the draft bill, was
FOR CONSCRIPTION, the abandonment of any fight against the bill.
‘Cannon drew the implications himself: he denounces 'the pacifist
- muddle-heads who.proclaim the necessity of socialism and yet oppose
compulsory military training,' and he assures the workers that the
change from a small standing army to a conscript army 'will be all
for the better'--without any qualifications whatsoever. (Same issue
of Socialist Appeal.)

A final word on the question of '"the fight on two fronts"
and its accompanying military policy. On the one hand, opportunism
is the objective result of this kind of propaganda, because opport-
unism is the only road by which a show of realizing it can be made.
And from the other direction, the fact is that opportunism and social-
patriots have used precisely these slogans to cloak their betrayal.

Even Scheidemann, in a Reichstag speech in 1914, proclaimed:
"We will defend our Fatherland in order to conquer it." This is a
right-wingish statement of the "simultaneous carrying out" of the
two tasks. More on the leftish side was the temporary position taken
by the Communist Party of France for a brief period immediately
after the Franco-Soviet Pact when they were traveling from theéir anti-
war position to their complete social-patriotic position, In their
transition from one to the other, they passed through the stage of the
nfight on two fronts' and demands for workers' control of the
French army. I well remember articles written by one T. Repard
defending the new pro-war line of the Stalinists with phrases about
"Jacobin defensism."

In fact, the Cannonite slogan is perfectly fitted for a
revolutionary who wants to adapt himself to the social-patriotic current.
To the pro-war workers (and above all, to the trade-union bureaucrats
with whom the Minnesota Cannonites have to collaborate!) it chimes
in with their defensism. (It goes without saying that the trade-
union bureaucrats are more eager for a bit of 'trade union control"
than Cannon is!) On holiday occasions and in journalistic declama-
tions, it can be trimmed with all the revolutionary phrases of which
one is master.

The line of "the fight on two fronts" has its counterpart in
the slogan with two faces. ‘

"Trade Union Control' and the Labor-Lieutenant Controllers

In the third section of his article, the inner logic of his
position drives Alvin into a really extraordinary argument. Shachtman

65



-20-

had written against Cannon: "The second--'trade union control' of
the conscript army--is a slogan of class-collaboration, especially
in view of the present trade-union 1eadersh1p (for in thls slogan,
the reformist character of the officialdom is involved), This slo-
gan stands on the same social feet as a call for 'trade union con-
trol' of the Roosevelt government."

To this Alvin replies with two more historical naalogies,
as unfortunate as his others. "Why did Lenin and Trotsky advocate
'All Power to the Soviets' even when the Soviets were under the
leadership of social-patriots and labor-fakers...? Why did our
movement call for a government of Blum-Cachin, two well-developed
social-patriots, in France some years back?"

Good questions. His answers to them make the most revealing
paragraph of his document. 'The reasons in both cases 'are found in
a cardinal principle of Marxism. Marxists have always said that
the independent proletariat in control of the state changes the
class nature of the state, the independent proletariat in control of
an army changes the class nature of the army."

So! The Bolsheviks challenged the Mensheviks and S.R.'s
to break with the Cadets and take power into their own hands because
this step would have meant the establishment of a workers' state!
(Alvin says it would have changed the class nature of the statel!l)

The actual reason is given in the Program of the Fourth
International (page 37 of the pamphlet) orecisely in order to educate
historians like Alvin:

"From April to September, 1917 [Why not after September
also, if Alvin's reason is the correct one?--P.T.] the Bolsheviks
demanded that the S.R.'s and Mensheviks break with the liberal
bourgeoisie and take power into their own hands...categorically
refusing, however, either to enter into the government of the Menshe-
viks and S.R.'s [Now why on earth didn't they want to enter the govern-
ment of a workers' state, Comrade Alvin?--P.T,] or to carry politi-
cal responsibility for it. If the Mensheviks and S.R.'s had actually
broken with the Cadets (liberals) and with foreign imperialism, then
the 'workers and peasants government' created by them [Trotsky puts
quotes around this term because on the preceding page he had explained
why such a government is not a qorkers and peasants government but a
bourgeois-democratic caricature--P.T.] could only have hastened
and facilitated the establishmenr of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. But it was precisely because of this that the leadership
of petty bourgeois democracy resisted with all possible strength the
establishment of its own government... Nevertheless, the demand of the
Bolsheviks...had for the masses tremendous educational significance,
The obstinate unwillingness of the Mensheviks and S.R.'s to take
power, so dramatically exposed during the July days, definitely doomed
them before mass opinion and prepared the victory of the Bolsheviks...
Under these conditions the demand, systematically addressed to the old
leadership: 'Break with the bourgeoisie, take the power!' is an ex-
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tremely important weapon for exposing the treacherous character of
the parties and organizations of the Second, Third and Amsterdam
Internationals." '

The purpose of exposing the trade union leadership is not
the purpose of the slogan, Conscription Under Trade Union Control.
(This purpose is fulfilled by the slogan for a People's Army based
on the trade uninos and workers organizations, because this is the
slogan for a complete break with the bourgeois state.) On the con-
trary, Alvin gives us to understand that the purpose of his slogan is
to change the class nature of the army by putting it under the '"in-
dependent" control of the labor lieutenants of capitalism! ‘

Alvin is driven to take this position. For he desires to
carry on an independent workers' military struggle against Hitler
before seizing power, and he is therefore compelled to look to the
Trade-union labor fakers as the leaders of such a struggle (they
are the only ones ready to hand), and to represent their control
as changing the class nature of the army.

The same is true of the Blum-Cachin analogy, except that
this is cruder. To imagine that a Blum-Cachin government would
have changed the class nature of the French state or army is...
well, it is to say that the all-Social-Democratic government of Ger-
many in 1919 (based on the German soviets!--the cabinet ministers
called themselves People's Commissars!) was a workers' state too.
For in Germany, the Social-Democrats did accede to the demand that they
take "all power" into their own hands’, and gave lip service to
the principle of All Power to the Soviets--for a while.

Workers Control of the Army and Workers Control
of Production

"But we advocate workers' control of production--why not
trade-union control of the army?"

First, our slogan for a People's Army and a Workers
Government is the slogan for complete workers' control of the army.

"But we're willing to accept a good deql less than com-
plete workers®' control in the case of production, mere inspection
of books, for example." -- Yes, we make such a distinction. For
that matter, we are willing to permit a member of the party to enter
a wages-and-hours commission with representatives of the bosses,
but not willing to let him enter a cabinet with representatives of
the bosses., "

The question is: What does the step commit us to? -- The
demand for the right to inspect books (gartial control of production)
does not commit us to defend private property! In contrast, a de-
mand for (partial) control of the army's fight against Hitler com-
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mits its sponsor to support of that fight, or at best encourages
support of the war among the slogan's audience.

In general, demand for control of an action commits one
to the position that that action is itself worthy of support. We
demand complete control of the fight against Hitler, because the
fight against Hitler is worthy of support, if our demand is gained.
Cannon demands a measure of control of the fight against Hitler, but
even if this demand is gained--the capitalist state still remaining
in decisive control-—the army's fight against Hitler is still not
worthy of our support. The line between the two still remains the
workers' seizure of power, and Cannon's new policy consists in that
- he now does not think it necessary to cross that line, before ad-
vocating defense against Hitler.

Cannon's slogan is: Workers control of the armed forces

‘under capitalism, before the seizure of power). It corresponds to
Alvin's theory of workers control of the state (under Blum-Cachin,
before the seizure of power). One flows from the other, because after
all, the state is merely "a special body of armed men.'" These slo-
~gans, which refer to the state, have ''class-collaborationist over-
tones' because of the character of the trade-union bureaucracy which
would do the controlling, given the class character of the present
army.

The "Military Transitional Program''--Transitional to What?

Comrade Alvin may ebject to the interpretation of the
Cannon position which I have here given. I have tried to emphasize
that in no case does the question depend on what he says is his
meaning. At best, this testifies to his good intentions. Others
before this have recoiled before the logical implications of their
own position. The decisive point of consideration is: the objective
consequences of the position formulated by the Cannonites.

But if Alvin does object to my interpretation, he is in
duty bound to explain his own--not merely by general formulation but
by concrete application. Specifically: How would revolutionists
nsimultaneously carry out' the two tasks (defense against the invader,
and struggle for the seizure of power) in England right now? To what
new political conclusions does it lead him? Does it lead him to
any political conclusions that differ from those of the party?

I have discussed Alvin's contribution at length, not only
because Alvin holds this position, and not only because Cannon holds
it, but because in this position we have the only construction, so
far, of a bridge by which a revolutionary Marxist can pass over to
social-patriotism without consciously making a break with his past.
The theories of Thomas, Lovestone, etc. are not useful for this pur-
pose, for people who have been educated in our movement. The
theory of Cannon and Alvin does provide this convenience. Again,
this does nto mean that either the SWP or Alvin will take advantage
of their own constructive work. But if the bridge is left standing,
~ someone is likely to make use of it. G:iS
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Cannon has-'"given a finger to social-patriotism," said
Shachtman. An opportunist deviation in peace-time is bad enough,
not only in itself, but because like a sleeve caught in a revolving
gear it draws the rest of the program along with it. In war-time
and on the war question, the revolving gear rotates far more rapid-
ly, and with more inexorable insistency, and tends to draw all other
politics behind the opportunist slip and into its meshes.

PAUL TEMPLE
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ON TH& SLOGAN "CONSCHIPT WaR INDUSTRYW

Dear Slim:

«+oIn this lctter,lI want to teoka wn your corients on our sloman
"Conscript ¥ 'r Industry und:r - or'“"s Controlt,

I cannot acree with your cojiceciicns to our Duttln* forward and
usins tnls sloren. Y2 hrd a2 tacrsushroin~ discussion of it bo—
fore woe cdecided to adont it. To treated 211 concthivable asnects
of the slo~an ond tooXx un in edvance all mosaible ODJCCthﬂS, in-
cludin= thosc'you raisc. The slo~an YCenscrint War Inductrics
Under workers Control' is a tizasitional sloen. Fyon the stond—
noint of the councrete 81tuntﬂun in the Unlboc Strtes, it is »re-

ferable by 1ﬁr to the slor an ‘iN-tionalizc liar Industry". hy?

The rovaernment db01dus to cono(rlnt the cesses for ssrvice in
the ~ray mnd the imperialist wor. In the vory nature of the
casz, tne wovernmiaent docs nct concult the nasses es to wheth

or nct they went to b2 conscrintad, nveryoody &noms, 1nclud1“
the Cainonites who vpratend not 4o know, thrt the najority of the

-people and of thz workers in marticular, zre P'mlnst couscrintion,

To oné'deﬂr’c or anctar, thecyr resont it. They s» k to evade it
at best, they do it wi thout enthusiasa., Now th-t it has bee
adontad ~s the law of the land, they £:el that it is wointless to
try to conduct a frontnl ofl: nQ1V° amoinst Cosscrivntion, In re-
nly to any cuestions we would, continuin-~ our basic position, de-
clare thnt we =2rc for tlhe ronewl of the conscriwntion act. But

it is lquCTOUS to ima~ine tl:t it is possidble to leunch now a
serious wro~ressive movencnt to repeal the 2¢ct. Or to coavince
anybocy th~t such a aoveuent is 3038101 dence, thosc couarndes

in Los unceles who want to continuc oln Clﬁ’ our ".jor ermhaeis

on tn* ilat slowan "a"%lnst Conscrlutlon" are cuitc unrcalistic
and wrong.

The oroblsw now is: Jith tha adootion oi tho act, and its 2nforce—
ment ~lready under way, how direct tae votentially »nro~recsive
anti-fescist »atriotisa of the wnaosses and their oovnosition to the
war, and thair rosentent ot conscrintion, into class chroancls

into an increzsine aass moveuent arrinst the bcocur~cois ”cv“*nlenu?
Uncder wh-t slowans can this best be cffacted? It is in renlyine

to thosc quuetione that your obg*otlons to our slorzn =re revesled
as invalid. ‘e «o0 to a worxer ~ac¢ ¢ soys Vs were oomosed to
consoriﬁtion beocruse it is COﬂSCLlﬁthﬁ for iwmmerialist w-.r.

hethar or not you were onmnosad to it, thot is =till our ovinion.

’Tney, thc bourpseoisic ané its 'ovh;nu,nt thrcy say ooncorlptlon

is Zox dzomcracey thet the w-r woulcd ba ;o; ‘cwocracy, thst is why
they véonscrint you - you th: workers you xrc dyin~, ti
bossecs will meke feabulous nrofits coinnc out of your blcod. 4ill
ri~ht then, why aren't the w-r 1ncustr1€q conscrinted? No war
vrofits vhile workers rro qun And let the vorkers be in control
of thoge incdustriss beczuse Ae' ~re the only ones w2 should trust
to sze to it that thin- '8 ~rre donc risht,

. 7&>
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f Now, in our view, this is an ‘excellent presentation of ‘our basic
¥ revolutionary nosition. We take the ‘worker as he is 2nd as he is
thinking,  We sweak to him in vrecisely those terms that he isg
thinkin~ in, that the very conscrivtion act commwells hiw to think
~in; we sweak to him in terms which make our basic’ slomans accesible
- to his present st-te of mind ond f$he torms in which that.mind is
. cperatinz. What does thot meen cencretely? - He ig thinking over
b 'and over agpain — they aro conscrivntin~ me, they arc conserivting
me, they are conscriptine me, - e wick ubd risht from thére and
-say over and over arain, in'th?*ﬁ&ﬂé~tcrns:nconscript»them, con-—
script their war industrics, put ‘them under your-controll! And
you courades? The worker 1s”thinking- in torns. of MCohscrintion™.
You break violently into his irend of thousht with a-different
‘lanruare, and soesk of natibhﬁlizétidn‘Orféxpropriatibn- What
-do you ~ain by that? If you #ain anythin-, it is. only in so far
a8 you take “his mind of "Ceénscribtidn" and- seck to brinc. it to
such terms as nationalizationﬁéndloxprppriation;ﬂﬂYour ~2in is a
-loss. It is as if the workers wers” thinking in- torms o coundls,
nc we insisted on their thinkin®: in torms of sovicts. - You arruec
furthermore, that theruse-0f/th€?termiWConscript'WarﬂIhdustrics"
is calculated to make our vosition "more palatable: bocause the
workers want to carry on the war am inst Hitler and arc mislead
Anto social patriotism®, In o -séfisc that is quite corrcct, bu
your objecction to it is not any tho more.valid because -of it. Ycs,
many or most workers will intcrbfetﬁthat'slo”an (and many morc of
our slorans!) as being in harmony with = vatriotic, bour~cois
efense position. But that in its2lf is not'decisives The same
objcction ocould be made to our slo=an "let” the pcople votc on war'.
The s-=mc objection could be made to-our slorman, which Labor Action
has cavzied from its very first issue "Governmen%?bwnership axd
workers control of all w~r industricgt. ~You: should be more con—
sistant and more thorourh-going, The purpose of tronsitional de-—
mands is to take the workers as they are, with all-their bourreois
and petty bourrcois prejudices, and to direct then asg a class ~arainst
j. the bour~eoisie and its overnment at an increasinely revolutionary
tempo.. To set 2n annreciable mass of workers in motion under the
“8lozan "Conscrivnt War Industry Under Workers Control' would rican
.in reality (re~ardless of wh~t this or that sroup of workers mirht
think of it) settins the ma.58e¢s in motion arrinst the bour~cois
- rovernment and consequently amainst its war. This aomlies without
~any chanre to the slozan of "Let the People Vote on War", to the
-8loman of "Gov rnaent Ownership of War Industrics", and to any
nuaber of our other transitional demands.

onscrint or nationalize war industry?. I would

¢ ay that it is theoretically excluded, but as a concrate, reel

j Possibility it is ridiculous to believe in it. It has not been

f done in in~land, it has not bcen done in any of the Fascist countrics.,
It was not done anywhere in the lact w2r, ond most certainly i will

¢ not be done " Under Workers Control", And what have we to lose if

b Ve con sct workers in motion acnins the bour~ecois rovern-ont and

~1its war, even if they way think, at the besinnine, thet they are
acting as rood natriots? The bourreoisic is not so doraztic. It

has no objection to using slozans which sot tha workere in inotion
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2 against the workins closs ~nd its bbst intercsts, .even thourh thece
same¢ workers think they are actin~ in th2 inteorests of ths wor rkine
class., But 2r2 not we dccicvin' the workors then? Not at all.
Just becrusc we don't, in c¢nch slo~an, unfold our full position
in all its lomical and political:- conscquences, Just becausc our
pﬂrtlal tronsitional ‘slomans are cxlculrted to lenve.room for the
workers to develop the full lovic of the slo~wms 1n the coursc of..
their octual . cxnerlanco {for: which OUr _ oXpo rience and our
knoﬁIodgc arc-no substitute) dola not ;or a minutc MmeAn th bW,

arc dccelvin~ tne vorkcrs. . L .

. : . .o . .

You s~ Y thﬂt Jack dCCIPIuS th* slo~an oi - conscrintlon to bu 1dcn--
tieol with the elo~+an of - ‘expropristion. I -don't belidve this is -
corrﬂct. Conscrivotion (nwtlona11z~t10n) is not idsnticsl with.
expronriation. I -belicve expronrintion iﬂplles the seizurs of
property without compensation to ite former owners.  N-tionaliza-~ .
tion .docs not necess rlly imvly the- cxclusion of 1ndomn1110~tion
to .the former owners.. In the: #iven case it is not necessiry to
‘be _quitc so Yradical'. ‘In'.this conncction I. c¢all your attention .
to- Lenin's slprons in 1917, which, if your objcctions hold wvalid,-
could bc donounced as. shd cr social patriotisen. de said in cffcect,
you want to defend tho country from the Gormans? * Well, n«tionali-
zation of the key industrics would cnormously increasc the effic—
iency of, ths -country »nd conscquently its military’ e:;iciuncy.

But nﬂtlonqlizatlon by itseclf or even under workers.control docs
not si'nlfy the exwropriation of thébour~coisic. I thlnE a IC~

cadin- of Lenin's nrltlnﬂs of that ncrlod "né on thls sco:c

'would prove Iru1tfu1.
You know, thﬂ adootlon ox tﬁo trﬂns1tional nro~raa 1bout tao yoors.
~amo did not fully solve :thit ‘bis problam of curs which is to pop-
ularizo our besic revolutionary slo~ans in turms accesible to the
masscs, 2nd calculated to sct thc~ in inotion as a class. Our tran—
sitional proor=aa is not a dorma, but 1ike our pro~raam in ~encral,

a rmide to action. To reneat on ovory occasicn, expropriation,
n&tlonﬂ11z~t10n, when 7o arc in n mosition to say the smac thing in
gimplor more pertineont mor: timely to Tilg would lead us to D“ammry.
I was kind of wroud of the Fnct that we adopted such a rood slo~an
as "Conscrint War Industrics under Workcrs Control", I rotret thot
you do not 8cC cye to cye with us on it. I hope thait this alrcady
too lonc .lette r will nuln to Cllrliy ouf oos1t10n 1nd to br1n~ you
clos°r to it.- : . e

With waracst personal rornrds.

Max Snachtman

~ Dec. 3, 1940
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‘ A PROTIST FRCX CO.4RAD 5 IN ST. LOUIS

(We orint Polow two lettcrs - cne frow th~ comres in;ot, Louis,

and the other from comrad: “Wilson on ths subject metter cdonlt with
in thc lettar froa St. Louis. Tha lettsr of coarad- Wilson from
which somie privete uatters -reo omitted, is aﬁdrcssed to one of the
coar~des in_St. Lquis. The Politic=l Comnittoc has decided, in
connection with thesc matters, th2t 2 Jurther discussion in the
Bulletin on the cucstion first raissd by comrade facdonzld in the
last Bulletiq unﬁiﬁcnof prove fruitiul =t the vraesont time, but
would rath-r serve to limrt unnecossérily the discussion of Political
ou- ‘tions béfore‘tha p2rty of f-r more vital importanc;;"bo fmr‘as
the points r2is2d by the St. Louis cour dzs ~rc concsrn2d, they are
dealt with »dequately by comr:ds Wilson's latters. The Political
CO&AItt“G h~s cve:y int>rnst 2nd desire to stimulste an or- onized
discussion in the party on iwmportant wnroblems facine us. It h s no

deeire to ~nsagz in 2ith-y "withh-hunting" or in suporoeczine ovinims -

jobs which we cnn savaly loaove to th? capable hande of the Connonites.

At the s2m2 time, however, tho P.C. is ceterwmined that any discussion

shall bc v»ropcrly orénliz 2d, th:t the dlSClnlinc 2and intcerity of the

warty sh=ll be firmly naintainced, and th>t the vrogram and »nriaciples

of thz warty coatinuc to rc st on s0lid uerxist Tound-tions. In this,

the P.C. has no doubt th-%t it sxnrasses the cqual deterains tlon of

thc porty 28 2 whola, - 3diter.)
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It is with the keenestrregretithit.vwe crenccmnellecd to.onit
from this issme of the Bulletin the letter of the dt, Louis. .-~
comrades which is anzcunced cn the title-vage and cSm;enﬁed on bty
‘conrada Jaok Wilson, The rm=::yn Zcr the éa 1351on are é .fcllows:

The orlglnal of the- lettaj f~b” o%.. Louis sent to t“e ﬂatlonal
Of icecwent astray in en unacvount h’e xanner.' All attemnus to 1lo-
cate it proved valn.' The-dti'uouls braacu seoiet&ry, ooarade Cole-
maﬁ, hap sened to b° 1n New Yor) k fexr a- fe" days Las+ Weok ,ana 1t‘was
agreed witn nlm thwt uoon :g?igfﬁ n- to bt Louls ne WOA d 1.\ec1:te~

1y 2ir- nall thu N?tlonal CI icn‘a'cony ofibhe lettej}for incorpcraticn

into tko 5u11 tln, 211 :rr t of ﬂ*;;ﬁ h:c néaﬁ%bilf Jboen asneilles
anﬂ ﬂl‘uO"T‘Uhedp. Tnl mornlnrr :Te fPC”’Ved Word fvo*'bt{ L0u1s thst

¥ > abe  tua ‘)-_. ‘,,,,,, PO d  tedeitm ae  Gaaaas IR X

no copy orf thc 1etter is avallable, und tnore_O“o it cannot be sent.,

The Nntlon 1 O0fl 1ce d0us nof ieel tnnt it can any lonrﬂr dclay the

3,

Lo S
e 1acs

oublicotion of the BulTetln on this @ccount and_ln view or t
th:-t cve rythlng else in. thls issue is already oreﬁer“ﬂ 1t hos de-

cided to publlsh 1t as 1t no” etwﬂds ~nd thhoui W”lblﬂ? any longer

N .
.

for -the aissing letter.
. should = cooy %e fouﬂd 1 tel on, o; snould tnw st Louls comrzdcs
wisa to suiiisrize thb leW“*tQGy 19: '1n 1t 1n °ﬂOuJ“T lctvc

it wil' of course, be puhlished in the’next Bulletin.

L . " National Office’
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ON "TOLEZRANGE" FOR /ARXISH

Dear

veeo In remw>rd to your letter on the i{acdonald qu*qtlon I must

say T disagree sntirely with its views, althourh I undsrstand whot

motivates your letters All thoe rrovocaticn in this »articular

discusseion came from Macdonald, »af nct Johnson. Duir~ht rode a

snotty article in an putsidec wudlication, not mercly disapreeing

with the official vicws Lut scrt of lau~nin~ ~t the orthodox

. Marxists and hintins they wars sterile. In his internal document
‘he goes further. Since some of us§ disanrce with his views, it

- .proves that the intellectual at.aosohnrn ‘is St“rllu, our vﬂovlc

- irmnorant, etc., cto.,.

If for'Macdonald studyinﬁ and raisin~ any quceticon he wants. So
is everyonc elsce.. There is no witoh-hunt atmospihcre anywvhere,
. What is demanded, =nd what is indispconsable to a party, is that
. comrades utilize the proper channsls for the discussion. Yeur
lett -r recomizes this; p? then vlaces the blame not on :iacdonald.

 Suppose Johnsqon docs "et littlc sharp in his roply. That doesn't
prove thot the whole leadershlo and thsa Party is tryin~ to ~ct
up a lynch-spirit. In your letter, -incidentally, you tend to do
prccisely what you poleﬁi012g amtinst, nﬂmply create a sharper:
feeling. - Your choice of descriptive words is .very unfortunate,
"lynch spirit, lynch-mob, witch-huantinr, ctc,'. Only in its
worst days did this occur in tho ‘bankrupt SiP. It is unjust
exarmeration to apnly these teras to our Party. It is = wmolecmical
approach entirely out of ordsr. . g : :

After readin" Dwi~hts .stufi ond after many .converstations with him
in the past frankly I wish he would quit threatening to rovise
Marx always and start doin~ it. By th~t I.mcan I- wish hoe woull nut
his viewson paper so wo could cxamine them. He is not the onl onc
who has done some thinkine or readin~ in the l=st few ycnrs. I'm
for an exchanpe of idcas on the past, the present and the Luturo.
,But varden me if I have som> distaste faor a -discussion which be-
~ins on thc part one one individual with thz sclf-assuned superior-
ity which condemns me to intellectual sterility in advance unless
I come around to his point of view, How bout a littlu tolcrance
for thc orthodox thinkers too? L

Whéch brinms me to my chief objection to your lettc Part of my
objcction in this instancc is to your formulation. I roefer to that
section of the letter where you state thnt comradﬂs should not only
be permitted to quostion the fundamentals of iarxism but shoul be
encourased to do so in a serious theorctical fashion, in tac tntcr—
ests of thﬂ political educwtlon OI the membership.

Herc is how I would put the whole matter, The primary duty of the

~lcadershin in this field is to first educate thc ranks in the funda-

mentals of Marxism. To teach the ranks to think about them, to
have classes on them. And the frecest atmosphere is necessary in
this discussion. 7(5
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But thon you ask theiumos-ibla, oeriously. You -sk us to cncoursge
the renks to cuzetion our rasic philosovnhy. Now, sweakine ~s an
indivicdu-~1l, I h2ve soont t2n yoare oi ny lifc, in colleme, in the
l2wor wovemdnd end as o full tize wHoliticsl function~ry duriae which ti
time I studiod ond through long varsonil XXderienco  essiailatad cortoi
cecrtain idras, verified their corractniss, brlieve in thom »s » way of
of life, not only for nyself but for cevery worker., I swend iy whele
-time trying to_convince wcople thay -ro crrrcct. b2t we h-ve th- bos
bcst answer. Yet, you prowosc th t I dovote mysalf to rskine the
ranks to doubt th&se principles. It is like 2sking a union orgenizer
to urze workers to doubt the Fund:mentals of unionism,

N

T T

a0t

Parhans, 2e I daid 2t the bazinning, it is partly a .antter of your
fommulation. To continue the anzlogy I mentioned in the vwrevious .
varzgranh, I not.only belisve but I have constantly urged workers to
thinlk =bout ways of improving thz unions, of chengin~ the: so they
can meet the changing conditions better, of doing this in an atmos—
pherc where one isn't callod 2 scab bacruse he develons an original
- voint of view on this or thaot asncct oi unionism. But th-t kind of
thinking is miles apart from oenecourazing doukt in unionism. Cur
movsaent necds constant thourht 2nd coreful oxemination o° all
~world cvents, it nzods change in strategy and tactics, (»nd eore-
times th-oec ars decisive) but there is absolutely no anced Tor To—
hashine th: theory of thz cl-ss etruggle, tho theory of tho st-te,
and the thecory of thevroletorian vevolution. How to »v2ly theee
theorinss? Thet's tho cusstion. Here 'is whers fruitful thou~ht 2nd
discussion ~re vital, : '

Scientists discover Ny new fecte ~bout lirht, hent, ect.. It is
~naca2ssary to study thew, to assinilate the knowlcd?e from th2e2 new

- phenomznon, to use the:, but bteczuse o this I don t have to doubrt
thot firc purns my hand If I vut it in the flame. Thot is hnow I

i fecl about the theory of the class stru~rle., I fael it too :mch to

¢ doubt 1t. I s32 it toc often to doubt it, Likewisc on thotheory

..of ths stote. 4And on tho nced for the »Hroletarisn revolution.  These .
ars the Zundewmentals to me. £0¥2 pgodle should belisve in thom,
that's the prorlem........

Jack Hilson

‘Dec. 10, 1940
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