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THE FIRST PHASES OF THE COMING EUROPEAN REVOIUTION

A Criticism of the Internationsl Resolution

of the Fifteenth Anniversary Plenum

By Felix Morrow

What Was the Plenum Decision?

Comrade E. R, Frank, as revnorter on the plenum to the New
York membership meeting, stated (comrades inform me) that the plenum
arrived at unanimous agreement on the international question. He
referred once to the "even heated manner" of the plenum discussion,
but left unspecified what the political questions were in dispute,
and indiceted that whatever differences there had been, they were
finally resolved in unanimous agreement.,

This was not Morrison's or my understanding of the plenum
decision. It becomes necessary to establish precisely what happened
in the plenum.

In the course of the discussion it became clear (1) that the
plenum did not accept the contention of comrades Warde, Frank and
others that the difference between the subcommittee resolution and
the Morrow resolution was no less than programmatic; (2) that some
of the points in the Morrow resolution were acgeptadble to comrade
Cannon; (3) that other comrades (Thomas, Russell) wished to see var-
ious paragraphs of the Morrow resolution incorporated in the final
plenun resolution.

To facilitate this, and to arrive at a maximum possible
- agreement, I withdrew my resolution, Joined with Morrison (wbo had
supported my resolution) in rewriting some of its paragraphs te
" meet various objections, and my re-written document was offered as
a series of amendments to the resolution.

. However, after a protr~rcted discussion, the lack of time and
other considerations made it impossible to consider the Morrow-
Morrison amendments individually.

In my summation. speech, I stated that the essential differ-
ences between the Morrow-Morrison amendments and the draft reeolum
tion could be summed up in two propositions. If these two.propo-
gitions were eccepted by the resolution subcommittee, there could
be substantial agreement between us on the international resolution
as finally edited. These two propositions were as follows:

(1) That the draft resolution erred in excluding the pcssi-
bility of the use of bourgeois-democratic methods by the European
bourgeoisie and its American imperialist masters; '
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they would in all probablility attempt to stem the European revolu-
tion not only by the use of military and fascist dictatorships butL
also where necessary by the use of bourgeois democracy.

(2) That the draft resolution erred in minimizing the Stalin-
ist danger; we must recognize that the victories of the Red Army
have temporarily strengthened the prestige of Stalinism; and we
must, therefore, include in the resolution a warning of the very
real danger of Stalinism to the European revolution.

Speaking after me in his summary speech, comrade Cannon indi-
cated that these two propositions would be acceptable to the authors
of the draft resolution. This was my impression and that of Morri-~
son and of other members of the plenum, It is true that comrade
Cannon also added that the amendments which formulated these propo-
sitions would be accepted only insofar as they fitted into the frame-
work of the draft resolution. Thig statement of comrade Cannon did
not, however, appear to modify vitally his statement that the two
propositions were acceptable to the authors of the draft resolution.

On the basis of comrade Cannon's indication of the extent of
our agreement, comrade Morrison and I accepted the final decision

"of the plenum as follows: to adopt the subcommittee's resolution in

principle and to submit to the subcommittee the Morrow-Morrison
amendments, the subcommittee to incorporate into the resolution
those of the amendments which it considered compatidle with the
resolution, and Morrison and Morrow to be consulted in the writing
of the final resolution. If important amendments were not incor-
porated by the subcommittee, Morrison and I stated, they would be
discussed in the party by us in various articles in internal dbulle~
tins,

Thus, when the plenum closed, one could not really speak of
unanimous or almost Wnanimous agreement. It was still to be seen
which of the Morrow-Morrison amendments would be incorporated by

‘the subcommittee in the final resolution, and which of them would

be the subject of an educational discussion.

In preparing the final text of the resolution, the subcom-
mittee was undoubtedly ready to consult me to the fullest extent.
Unfortunately, however, I was stricken 111 and the final resolution
had to be drafted without such consultation. The subcommittes
sought my views at the last possible moment before the resolution
was sent to press, when I was still in the hospital, but my condi-
tion made it impossible for me to read it and offer further sugges-
tions.

Had we been able to collaborate in the final editing, per-
haps the area of agreement would be larger than it now 4s. As I
shall indicate below, the subcommittee incorporated into the final
resolution several sentences from the Morrow-Morrison amendments
while at the seme time retaining formulations of the original
draft resolution which are in crying contradiction to the incorpor-
eted amendments. Perhaps in discussion with the subcommittee I
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would have been able to demonstrate these contradictions and per-
suade the subcommittee to remove them.

As the resolution stands, however, were the National Com-
mittee given the opportunity to vote-on its final text, I would
find it impossible to vote for it.. Neither of the two propositions
which I considered essential to an agreement appear in the final
resolution in reasonadbly satisfactory form, as I shall show in some
detail. Though there are no fundamental, programmatic differences,
the disputed questions are important and deserve the study of the
party as a whole.

After comrade Frank and others have reported unanimous
agreement, it might have come as an unpleasant surprise to the
party to learn that differences remain. This could have been in
large part avoided if the reporters at the membership meetings had
told the membership —- which had a right to know -- what the plenum
discussion consisted of. There was no political or organizational
reason why the reparters could not have stated the nature of the
political questions which were in dispute, the precise details of
the final decision of the plenum, and the stated intention of
Morrow and Morrison to discuss in subsequent articles those import-
ant amendments not accepted by the resolution subcommittee.

’

It would aid the education of the party to make a practice
of publishing in the internal bulletin the important material
rejected or modified by & plenum, The membership would thus be
able better to understand how the plenum arrived at its decisions
and whether these decisions were the best possible under the circum-
stances. Tor this reason alone it was necessary to publish the
Morrow-Morrison amendments. It was an error on my part not to have
proposed this at the plenum. ‘

In the following pages I have attempted as far as possible
not to repeat the points made in the Morrow-Morrison amendments or
in my plenum speeches. The plenum material is taken for granted,
since this is written only for N,C. members, most of whom were
present.

vThe Dangecr of Ultra-Leftism

The Morrow-Morrison amendments were written from the stand-
point that a plenum resolution adopted by us today must primarily
ocecupy itself with the present and immediate future —-- the first
rhascs of the European revolution. On the other hand, the sub-
committee reselution obviously procecded from the point of view
that its task was primarily the reiteration of programmatic funda-
mentals. This difference was especially apparent in the fact that
the Morrow-Morrison amendments dealt in some detail with the probd-
lem of demccratic demands while the subcommittee resolution ignor-
ed them entirely in its originel drafst.
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Some of the comrades supporting the subcommittee apparently
thought they had a crushing answer to the Morrow-Morrison amend-
ments when they triumphantly quoted from the 1938 Founding Progran
‘the idea that democratic slogans are "only incidental and episodic
slogans." And this thought appears in the final resolution, which
speaks of "the limitations and subordinate character of democratio
slogans as a means of mobilizing the masses for revolutionary
action,"

"Episodic," "incidental," "subordinate" ~- with these ad-
Jectives comrades Warde, Frank and Cannon sought to minimize the
importance of democratic slogans in the coming revolution.

The absurdity of their position should become clear when
we answer the question: what are democratic slogans "incidental"
or "subordinate" to? Democratic _8logans are _ rdinate to transi-

e St

must be constantly connected, in our agitation, to transitional
slogans and programmatic fundamentals. That is all that is meant
by "incidentel" and "subordinate." Obviously, then, it follows
that at any time this side of the successful insurrection demo-
cratic slogans still have an important place in our agitation.
The fact that tactics (democratic slogans) are subordinated to
strategy (dictatorship of the proletariat) does not absolve us
from the responsibility of outlining the character of the tactics
necessary for the coming period in Europe. The fact that demo~
cratic slogans are "incidental" and "episodic" does not do away ¢
with the fact that more than one revolutionary party has broken
its neck by its failure to understand the crucial role of demo-
cratic slogans -- that before it could make the revolution it first
had to win a majority of the proletariat, and that this majority
could be won in part only through a phase, "episodic" but indis-
pensable, of democratic demands. That was the terrible lesson we
should have learned for all time from the abortive Spartacist up-
rising of January 1919.

In a revolutionary situation, a democratic demand may be of
enormous importance -~ the way to win the masses to the revolution-
ary party. To neme but one example —- the demand for the immediate
convocation of the Constituent Assembly, which played such an
enormous role in the Russian revolution end is certain to play an
equally important role in one or more of the European revolutions.
Let me remind the comrades thet the Bolshevik withdrawal from and
boycott of the Pre-~Parliament, which was the curtain-raiser to the
insurrection, was carried out under the slogan of immedinte convo-
cation of the Constituent Assembly. One has only to cite such a
concrete example of a democratic demand to indicnte the empty --
ultra~leftist —- radicalism of the resolution's emphasis on "the
limitetions and subordinate character of democratic slogans as a
means of mobilizing the masses for revolutionary action."

In the plenum discussion, a number of supporters of the
draft resolution justified i1ts passing over the problem of demo-
cratic demands and its preoccupation with reitersting programmatic
fundamentals, by referring to the danger within the Fourth Inter-
nationel of opportunism and revisionism. The one item of evidence
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to which these comrades referred were the “Th:ee Theses" of a small
group of European comrades (published in the Dec. 1942 F.I).

Comrade Loris answered this argument irrefutably. He agreed,
as we all agree, that the "Three Theses" constitute a revigionist
and opportunist tepdency. But he insisted that we should naks a
S¥etenatic investigation of and give the-correct weight to all the
existing tendencies in the international. In actual fact, the
authors of the "Three Thesee" represent no one but themselves, are
simply an aberration of the emigration. Far more significant than
the "Three Theses" has been the consistently ultre-leftist course
of our official British section and its consequent deterioration.
And this ultra-left deviation took place in a whole section and one
which'was operating in its own country under conditions of legality
and with many possibilities of a healthy development. Thus the
present evidence is that within the International the danger of
ultra-leftism is far more likely than the danget of opportunism.

To Loris'! argument one can add the rich lessons of the first
years after the last war. The young parties of the Comintern suffer-
ed primarily not from opportunism dbut from ultra-leftism. It was
against this tendency that Lenin in 1920 wrote "Left Wing Communism--
An Infantile Disorder." 1If, despite the tremendous prestige of the
victorious Bolsheviks, the Comintern was so pervaded by ultra-left-
ist devietions, the same phenomenon ig far more likely to confront
the Fourth International at the end of this war.

If the leadership of the American party feels it necessary in
an international resolution today to remind our European comrades
that democratic slogans are Y"incidental" and "subordinated" to the
grand stratcgy (dictatorship of the proletarist) of the revolution,
then at the very least we should simultaneously and with equnl
emphasis warn our European comrades that the best strategic line
may lcad to ruin if it is not coupled with the timely raising of
tactical slogens, i.e., those democratic and transitional dcmands
which are approprinte to the consciousness of tho masscs at the
glven moment,

Isolation, such as the Fourth International parties have
always had to endure, can be weathered only by the utmost program-
matic intransigeance. But to live in isolation with one's program-
matic banner nailed to the mast tends to breed an inflexibility
unfavorable to an intelligent undorstanding of the use of democratic
and transitional demands when the opportunity arises to launch them
in a revolutionnry situation. Certainly this has been the experience
of our Buropean sections. I have already referred to the British
experience; the same is truc of our Spanish comrndes during the
revolutionary period of the civil war,

I repeat: the main danger within the Fourth International
appears to me to lie in the direction of ultra-leftism. It is
necessary, as wo approach the first period of the European revolu-
tion, to emphasize and underline the role of democratic demands.



Finally, it must be noted that even if comrade Cannon were
correct in assuming that the main danger within the International
was in the direction of opportunism, the subcommittee resolution
was scarcely the way to combat that danger. The Buropean comrades
might well retort to the resolution: "Thank you, comrades, for
repeating the programmatic fundamentals, but we also have a copy of
the 1938 Founding Program and we have copies of our other program-
matic documents. And we study the program as well as you do. VWhat
we want to know from you is what you think we should do in the next
immediate period, what are the first problems we face, what obsta-
cles we must overcome." The answer to opportunist tactics is correct
tactics, not merely reiterations of the elementary principles of
Marxism.

The Tempo of the Cqming Revolution

It was perhaps inevitable that, in our attempt to keep the
hope of revolution alive during the years of isolation since Septem-~
ber 1939, we over-simplified the picture of what is coming. I know
that more than one inexperienced comrade drew from our press a
Picture of the war coming toward its close, the masses rising in all
countries of Burope, success crowning their efforts, meaning by
success the irrevocable establishment of the soviet power, and that
all this would take place within two or three years after the clos-
ing period of the war.

Not that our most authoritative documents were based on such
a conception. To mention only one, let us turn to the Manifesto of
the Fourth International on "The Imperialist War and the Proletarian
Revolution", 1In rejeccting a pessimistic outlook for the future, it
equally rejected a Pollyana optimism. It poscd the correct outlook
in the following manner:

"Will not the revolution be betrayed this time
too, inasmuch as there are two Internationals in the
service of imperialism while the genuine revolutionary
elements constitute & tiny minoritvy? In other words:
shall we succeed in preparing in time a party capnble
of leading the proletarian revolution? In srder to
answer this question correctly it is necessary to pose
it correctly. VYNaturally, this or that uprising may end
and surely will end in defeat owing to the immaturity
of the revolutionary leadership. But it is not a ques-

tion of a single uprising. It ig a question of an
entire revolutionary epoch.

"The capitalist world has no way out, unless a
prolonged death agony is so considered. It isg necessary

to prepare for long vears, if not decades of war, up-~

risings, brief interludes of truce, new wars and new
uprigings. ’




A young revolutionary party must base itself on this
perspective., History will provide it with enough
opportunities and possibilities to test itself, to
accumulate experience and to mature. The swifter the
ranks of the vanguard are fused the more the epoch of
blosdy convulsions will be shortened, the less destruc-
tion will our planet suffer. But the great historical
problem will not be solved in any case until a revolu-
tionary party stands at the head of the proletariat."
(Pages 40-41, my italics.)

Let us underline the words: "It is necessary to prepare for
long years, if not decades...! Trotsky in these words sought to
prepare us for the probability that the achievement of the Socialist
United States of Burope would take decades rather than the few years
immediately following the closing period of the war.

Trotsky was certain, and so are we, that successful socialist
revolutions would issue out of the war. That is to say, that in one
European state or another the workers would, after the maturing of
their revolutionary party, successfully overthrow capitalism and
establish the soviet power. But Trotsky algo wrote scores, and per-—
haps hundreds, of articles explaining the crucial importance of demo-
cratic demands in a revolutionary situation, i.e., he expected that
after the revolutions began in Europe there would be & more or less

protracted period in which the masses would follow the reformist
parties.

Having at last won the masses, the revolutionary party would
lead them to the establishment of the soviet power. But the young
vworkers' state -- or tvo or even more -- wonld frce vorld cavnitalist
interventinsn. Forecign caritalist intervention, in turn, wonld lead
internally in the proletarian stetés to = revival -of ecivil wvar, much
a8 it hapnened in the young Soviet Russian Republic. :

As this conflict deepens, ve are confident, the proletarian
pover will e::tend to other European stetes, and lend in the end to
the Soclalist United States of Eurove., 3But the vhole process will
in 211 likelihood not be telescoped into & few suvreme, intense and
svift efforts of the Furopean proletariat. No, more likely is a
perspective of decades of strugrle.

Thig, then, is the conception of the coning revolution which
should nov be exnlained to our party. In essence, of course, this
conception of the coming revolution is in no way less optimistic
than the oversimplified picture vhich many of them undoubdbtedly heave
in their minds. In any event, 1t has the decisive merit of being
the true picture. Moreover, those vho firmly grasp it will not
heve their hopes dashed to the ground in the coming years. They

vill nemain firm revolutionists no matter vhat obstacles arise in
our path,



Let us not only praise Trotsky, but let us also try to learn
from him how to deal with political problems, One could cite dozeng
ef examples from his writings of how, on the eve of great‘events or
in their first days, Trotsky considered it politically necessary to
estimate the probable tempo of what was to come. Almost at random,

I cite a typical example -- how Trotsky wrote, on May 28, 1931, under
the heading "The Problems of the Tempos of the Spanish Revolution':

"A correct determination of the tempo of development of the
revolution is of tremendous significance -- if not for the determina-~
tion of the basic strategic line then for the determination of the

tactics. d wit ect tacti the best gtrategic line ma
lead to ruin. It is understood that to gucss the tempos in advance

for a prolonged period is impossibdle. The tempo has to be examined
in the course of the struggle, making use of the most varied indica-
tors. Moreover, in the of ecvepts the tempo may change very

Ebrnpﬁi?. But we muet nevertheless keep before our eyes a derlnite
perspective in order to introduce the necossary correctives into it

in the process of experience." (The Spanigh Revolution in Danger,
page 30, My italics.g

Having thus enunciated why it was politically necessary to
attompt to estimatc the tempo of the development of the revolution,
Trotsky then went on to indicate the concrete factors which led him
to expect a slow development of the revolution in Spain. Such was
the method which Trotsky taught us. One seeks in vain for this
method in the plenum resolution.

The Morrow-Morrison emendments do attempt to estimate the
tempo of the coming revolution. The amendments do not cxclude the
possibility of the transfer of power to the workcers immediately
following the fall of Nazism. And from this possibility the amend-
ments draw the conclusion that it is necessary, as soon as the mass-
es begin to move against the Nazi regime or any regime which may
follow as & result of a goup d'etat such as occurred in Italy, to
put forward the slogans of creation of workers' councils and All
Power te the Workers' Councils.

But, the amcndments then go on to state, "we must also recog-
nize the probability that the bourgeoisie will make a serious attempt
to save its rule by mcans of bourgeois democracy and the temporary
succesy of such an gttempt..." Why must wec recognize the probabil-
ity of such a temporary success? Because of a number of crucial
factors, which are then outlined in the amendments,

Among these factors which will slow the tempo of the Eurovn-
een revolution are the revival of democratic-1llusions among consid-
erable sections of the masses as & result of the fact that in Ger-
meny, Italy, Hungary, Bulgrria, etc., new generations have grown up
without any experience of bourgeois democracy and without active
participntion in political 1life. After the collepse of. fascism,
these masses may well have to go through a certain body of exper-
iences before they will understand that their needs cannot be satis-
fied within the freomework of the democratic republic. A4Another
factor making fer revivel of democratic illusions i8 the intengi-
fication of natlional feeling in Europe as a result of Nazi
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occupation; the masses in the "liberated" countries may well feel
fyr a time that such government as that of De Gaulle are "our own."

: Central to a proper estimate of the tempo of the revolution is
a clear understanding of the fact that the principal parties which
emerged in Italy after the fall of Muyssolini, were the Communist,
Socialist and Action (liberal) parties. This fact shows that the
traditional workers' parties and the party of the petty-bourgeoisie
were not held responsible by the masses for the decades of fascist
rule. Nor could the masses test the programs of these partles under
the conditions of totalitarian oppression, for programs can be test-
ed only in the course of mass activity. We must conclude from the
Italian experience that the traditional workers! parties, as well as
centrist and liberal-democratic parties, will emerge throughout
Eurcpe as the principal parties of the first period after the col-
lapse of the Nazis and their collaborators.

These factors slowing the tempo of the coming revolution can
cnly be overcome by the growth of revolutionary Marxist parties; and
such partiesg do not yet exist in Europe. That is why we must emphra-
size to our European comrades that the problem of building the party
is still before them as their main task. '

Amid the gigantic convulsions which will follow the collapse
of fascism, we are confident that our European comrades can and may
accomplish that main task in a short period. VNevertheless, it is
clear that this period will be one of a series of phases of the
Buropean revolution in which the bourgeoisie will have a temporary
. success in saving its rule by resorting to bourgeois democracy, that
is, manipulating the democratic illusions of the masses.

Thus the Morrow-Morrison amendments attempt to estimate the
tempo of the revolution. One can disagree with the estimate, bdut
at least the amendments constitute an attempt at such a politically
necessary estimate.

One cannot say as much for the plenum resolution. It accepts
some of the Morrow-Morrison amendments in truncated form, but evadcs
the problem of tempo posed by the amendments as n wvhole.

Will the European bourgeoisie and its Anglo-American imper-
1alist masters reso¥t to bourgeois democracy As £ mcans to stem
the revolution? A clear answer to this question is bnsic to an
estimate of the tempo of the revolution. TFor it is obvious that,
if the bourgeoisie would not resort to democracy, then the demo-
cratic illusions of the masses could be dispelled by the Fourth
"International far more quickly. It would be relatively easy to
mobilize the masses against capitalism if the capitalist class as &
whole openly and unyeildingly supported dictntorship and opposed
democrncy. Hence, the importance of an unambiguous answer to this
question. - The Morrow-Morrison amendments give such an unambiguous
enswer, stating thnt: "The bourgeoisie is prepared to evolve in’ the
direction of a bourgeois democratic government in order to prevent
the socialist revolution." '
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On the other hend, the plenum resolution evades the question
cf the attitude of the bourgeoisie as a class towvard bourgeols demo-
cracy. Note, for example, the following gentence in the plenum
resolution which at first slance appears to ‘have been teken bodily
from the Morrow-Morrison amendments: "Phe fact that the economic
preconditions for en extended period of bonrgeois democracy in Eur-
ope have disappeared does not, however, put an end to the role that
bourgeois and pebtty-bourgeois demogrnts can play to stem the advance
of proletariasn revolution."” This sentence provides us with nothing
more significant than the obvious fact that bourgeois democrats like
Sforza and petty-bourgeols democrats like the socialists will plry a
role aguinst the proletarian revolution. It evades taking ~ posi-
tion on the proposition of the Morrow-Morrison amcndments thnt the
bourgcoisie, i.e., not only the Sforzas bdbut nalso Europ:~n capital-
ism as m class, is prepared to evolve in the direction of a democra-
tic government in order to stem the European revolution.

Two or thrce sentences further on in the plenunm rcsolution,
the same crucial question is again evadcd by = gsimilar proccss of
incorporating » sentencc from the amendments dbut chenging it so thnt
it leses its precisc mcaning. The rmendments st-tec : "When no oth-
er shicld can protect them, the forces of cnpitalism may seck to
retreat behind the protection of the democrntic republic." 1In the
plenum resolution this 1s changed to: "When 2ll other defenses crun-
ble, the forces of capitalism will strive to preserve their dict=-
torship behind the frcade of demoerntic forms, cven to the extent of
o domocratic republic." What does it mean to soy thnt the bourgeoi~
sic will "preserve their dictatorship behind the facande of dzomocra-
tic forms"? If all thnat is meant by this is the Marxist theory of
the state that s democratic republic is also in the last analysis & .
form of the rule (i.c. dictatorship) of the bourgeoisie, then that
should be stated end no room lcft for ambiguity as to wh~t is mecant
by dictatorship. 3But es the sontence stands, it implies something
moreo; it implics that the bourgeoisic will strive to prescrvec not
only their class rule, but also to preserve thoir clnss rule in the
form of n dictntorship, dictntorship meaning what it popularly
means, namely not ~ democratic goverament in the ordinary sense of
the tcrm. ‘

Thus the ambiguities ond cvesions of the plenum rcsolution
straddle between (1) mpintaining tho fnlsc conception of tho origin
21 draft rosolution of the subcommittec which explicitly denied the
pessidbility that the bourgeoisie would resort to democrrtic govern-
ments ~nd (2) making verbal but not rcal concessions to the Morrow-
Morrison amendments which insist that the bourgeoisie will prodadbly
resort to democratic govornments.

4

Onc finnl cxomple of how the plenum resolution "nccepte" one
of thc Morrow-Morrison nmendments. The following paragraph was not
in the originnl draft rcsolution but wns "acceptcd" from the nmend-
ments:

"Phe revolutionnry wave may be so overwhelming as to eunable
the workers to take powcr immediatcly following the collepsc of the
fascist dictatorship. Hence it is nccossary te put forward the
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slogans of Workers Councils (Soviets) and All Power to the Workers
Councils, as soon as the masses begin to move against the fascist
regime or ‘any makeshift substitute."

Contrast this with the paragraph in the amendments from which
it was "accepted.":

"We do not exclude the possibility of the transfer of power to
the workers immediately following the fall of fascist dictatorships.
It is necessary for our comrades to take this possibility into con-
sideration at all times and hence to put forward the slogans of
Creation of Workers Councils and All Power to these Councils as Eoon
as the masses begin to move against the fascist regime or any regime
which may follow as a result of a coup dletat such as occurred in
Italy. But we must also recognize the probability that the bourgeoci-
sle will make a serious attempt to save its rule by means of bour-
geois democracy and the temporary success of such an attempt because
of the treachery of the social reformists and Stalinists, the lack
of a revolutionary party, and the insufficient political development
of the working class."

To summarize on the question of the tempo of the coming Euro-
pean revolution. The Morrow-Morrison amendments estimate the tempo
as we have outlined above. The plenum resolution, on the other hand,
evades taking a position on the question end simultaneously attempts
to convey the impression of a speedy success for the Socialist United
States of Europe. ‘

One's estimate of the tempo of development of the revolution,
Trotsky peinted out, "is of tremendous significance for the deter-
mination of tactics." Determined to convey the impression of a
speedy succoss for the Socialist United States of Europe, the auth-
ors of the draft resolution quite logically minimize the role of
democratic demands. But if one recognizes the probability of a
slower tempo for ‘the development of the European revolution, and in
it a period of bourgeois-democratic regimes ~- unstable, short-lived,
but existing nevertheless for a period ~-~ then the importance of the
role of democratic and transitional demands becomes obvious. For
the revolutionary answer to bourgeois-democracy in the first instance
is more democracy ~- the demand for real democracy as against the
pseudo-democracy of the bourgeoisie. For bourgeois-democrecy can
exist only thanks to the democratic illusions of the masses; and
those can be dispelled first of all only by mobilizing the masses
for the democracy they want and.-need. In this connection it would
be worth-while for all N.C, members to read again the Progrem of
Action of the Communist Lerngue of France (1934), largely written by
Troteky, which we correctly recommended as "the model of its type
for young parties approaching & pre-revolutionary situntion."

Inter nal, October 1942.)

The Methods of American Imperislism in Europe

Some comrrdes, reading my criticisms of the resolution's
formulhtions on the role of bourgeois democrrcy, may consider that
I am refusing to give the resolution the benefit of the doubdbt:
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if one only would read the formulations of the g
resolution with a little sympathetic understanding, one could really
find agreement with them. After all, the sub-section of the resolu-
tion entitled %"Bourgeois Democracy" does provide a certain amount of
common ground between us on the question of the role of bourgecis
democracy in Europe.

Such a criticism of my approach to the resolution would be
justified, if the sub-section on "Bourgeois Democracy", in large
part consisting of modified sentences from the Morrow-Morrison amend-
ments, were the only section in the regolution where the question of
bourgeois democracy is involved.

However, if one interprets this first section of the resolu-
tion as mcaning the same thing as the Morrow-Morrison amendments,
then there is a flagrant contradiction between that first section
and the second section of the resolution, "The Counter-Revolutlonary
role of American Capitalism®., For then the one predicts that the
Buropean bourgeoisie and its American imperialist masters will use
bourgeols democracy while the second rules out the use of bourgecis—
democrecy in Europe by U,S. imperialism.

.
-

Perhaps no qucstion is more important today for the European
revolution than an analysis of the methods which American imperialism
is employing and will employ for its attempted subjugation of Europe.
For it is alreadz clear that the Buropean bourgeoisie cannot even
hope to survive the coming revolutionary wave without the most dir-
ect backing from American imperialism. Already in Italy one can
see that the Italian bourgeoisie can rule only as junior partners
of dmerican imperialism. -

But the Italian experience has also taught us that U.s,
imperialist support of the Italian bourgeoisie is not merely & mat-
ter of supporting Itallan capitaliem on American bayonets. The
bayoncts are there, of course, but at least equally important are
American food and the illusion that the United States will solve
Italy's economic problems. We must give due weight to the undeni~
able fact that considerable sections of the Italian masses enthus-—
jastically welcomed the American troops. The illusions of the
masses will, of course, collide with reality more and more in the
coming period, but we must recognize that for a time the covert
blackmail of food and the promises of Amorican economic aid will
play a major role in shaping the Italian events. 4nd this process
will be repeated elsewhere in Europe.

In the long run, of course, U.S. imperialism can solve none
of Euro e'sheconoiic problems and will inevitadbly roveal itself as
the-rutgless exploiter which prevents Buropean recovery. It is not
enough, however, to state this long-ternm perspective. We must also
estimate accurately the short-term perspective.

The short~tcrn perspective ig that Americen imperialism
wvill provide food and economic aid to Europe and will thus for a
time gppear before the Buropecan masses in & very different gu{se
then German imperislism. This difference betwoen the zgo %ﬁ%?gr-
imperialisms aspiring to subjugate Europe is based on ; 2 thing
ence in the economic resources of the two. The Nazis had no
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to ocffer to Europe; they had to subjugate Europe purely by means of
military force, and after conquering each country, they had to plun-
der it o¢f its food and other materials. The United States, on the
othgr hand, will in the first instance enter the occupled countries
of Burope ostensibly not as their conqueror but in the course of
driving out the Nazis. Unlike Nazi occupation, American occupation
will be followed by improvement in food supplies and in the economic
situation generally. Where the Nazis removed factory machinery and
transportation equipment, the Americans will dbring them in., These
economic sontrasts, which of course flow entirely from the contract
between the limited resources of Cerman capitalism and the far more
ample resources still possessed by American capitalism , cannot fail
for a time to have political consequences.

Hence, it is quite false when the plenum resolution, without
distinguishing between the long-term and short-term perspectives,
says (December F.I,.,, p. 331): "Europe, today enslaved by the Nazis,
will tomorrow be overrun by equally predatory Anglo-American imper-
falism." Equally .imperialist, yes, but not "equally predatory.” One
could perhaps, permiit oneself such language loosely in an agltation-
al speech; but it has no place in a plenum resolution, which should

provide a coldly precise estimate of the different methods which are
being employed by different imperialisms,

Nazi imperialism could give its domination of the occupled
countries onlypthe facade of native rule. That is why the term

me so appropriate. American imperialism too has sought
%gigééggzebsggough nggliggs; Darlan was 1ittfe more thanutgat;
Badoglio similarly. But it should already be clear thqt ; .bemper—
jalist penetration of the occupied countries 1s not going ho 1
1imited to tho use of Quisling regimes, i.e.t regimes whic rutei
entirely by means of force and terror and which have no suppor n

t , of course, that a bourgeois-democratic .
ggZiggsigsitaig,igorrggample, would also be a Quisling regime in the

i - imperialism. But it
e that it would be dominated by American . ]
::;svery well differ from the Nazi-dominated Q:1s11n§ icgzzizrz:iZhe
. . al-
that, through the medium of the Stelinist, socla
:igsgourgeéis democratic parties, it could muster a majority in an
election as free as Italian elections prior to 1921.

tion
The plenum resolution appears to agree wi?h tpis concep
of the vnriznt methodsngvailabie %o AzizigﬁntgﬁglBgiégmtzgznaézi:gys,
4n its sub-section on ourgeols Dlemo , \ D rgont mass-
itary force) proves powerless %o control the ;
ézf :ii nat?ve capitelists, allied with the 1nvadin§;%g%%%%%%%§%_,
wiil push forward their treacherous democratic{hsoc‘v01ution .
and Stalinist agents in an effort to strangle the rcentence 2
'domocratic! noose." However, the thought of ?his 8 amend&ents
corporated in the resolution from the Morrow—Morriso:heA"Counterl
appears nowhere in the section of the resglutéontgg She rary. in
Revolutionary Role of Americen Capitelism®. n B e ly oﬁe
that section, the authors of the r?solution v%s%ail‘tar T o rch-
method to be employel by Amcrican imperialism? md ;eveiony ot
fote-oloricnt aictelorsiing guagt LI WEL Chosec From tne
~American g business. aini Tk
;zgtgvelt~0hurchill'point of view, is & Franco-typelgzzerngiﬁzvor
the specter of the socialist revolution." The resolution
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rgles out the third "choice," the use of bourgeois-democratic re-
gl.mes.

) Incidentally, the article on "The World Role of U.S, Capital-
ism," by comrade William Simmons, published in the same issue of the
F.I. as the plenum resolution, takes the position of the Morrow-

Morrison amendments and not that of the plenum resolution. Comrade
Simmons writes: '

. "Is a restoration of bourgecis democracy on the EBuropean con-
tinent —- a !'democratic' regime —~- pogsible? %or a limitedptime °
_Yes -- as an interim regime, because of the absence of an experiénced
decisive, proletarian, revolutionary leadership -~ as an attempt to '
dam up the flcodgates of revolution. Such a restoration may be im-
poced and supported from abroad; but iV can never be invested with
any degree of stability." (December FI, p. 336) '

I agree completely with Comrade -Simmons concerning the inste-~
bility of bourgeois-democracy, and made this clear with wearisome
repetition at the plenum. But this was not the question at issue:
the issue was whether or not American imperialism might back bour-
geois-democratic regimes in Burope as a way to stem the revelution.
Both Comrade Simmons and I answer this question in the affirmative,
the resolution answers it falsely in the negative.

The Function of the Slogan on the
Socielist Urited States of Furope

In clarifying our conception of the coming European revolu-
. %ion, it 1s necessary now to define more Breciaely the place of the
slogan of the Sccialist United States of Earope. During the plenum
discussion comrades Wagrde and Frank stated that there was quite &
difference between them and me on this question; they gaid, 1indecd,
that the difference was no less than programmatic. The final résolu~
tion has few references to the glogan,K which are mutually satisfac-
{ory, bttt which nevertheless lcave unscttled the differences vhich
were adumbrated in the plenum. Perhaps some of the statements of
comrades Narde and Frank in the discussion may reflect merely mis-
understandings on this question which deserve clarificatlon.

T, guch migunderstendings I must admit that I myeelf have
contributed. In a discussion article®, I criticized those who de-
fine the slogen of the Socialist United States of Burope "as a
propaganda slogan, i.e. not at present suitable for immodiate agi-
tation." The essential criticism I sought to make I still think
correct: it was aimed against those who do not accept thec slogan of
a Socialist United States of Europe &s the central slogan of the
European movement. Hovever, I did not serve ‘to clarify the ques—
tion when I indicated that the only correct esiimate is that 1t is
an agitation slegan and not & propaganda slogan. In making this
distinction, I was defining a propaganda slogan as one which has a
purely educatioral role for the present period and that when it
becomes actual it will then cease to be a propaganda slogan &nd

*Uour Differences with the Three Theses" by Fellx Morrow, Fourth
Internationel, Dccember, 1942.



become an agi?ation slogan. I was thinking of the way in which
Plekh~nov defined propaganda as the dissemination of many ideas to a

small group, and agitation as the dissemination of one main idea to
great masses.

However, this otherwise useful distinction betw 0
and agitation does not serve to clarify the role of thezlgzgiafinua
the Socialist United States of Burope. This will readily become
apparent from the following considerations. We all agree, and correct-
“;y, that the Socialist United States of Europe is the central slogsn

~for Europe. What, however, do we mean precisely by a central slogan?
Some ‘comrades appear to think it means that it is the slogan by wiich
we shall rally the great masses for the overthrow of Zuropean capital-
ism. That is, that the slogan will play the same role in the coling

‘*ég’ib'!eyolutiom that the slogan All Power to the Soviets played in the
'tober revolution.

But the central slogan of an epoch is not at all the same
thing as the slogan or slogans under which the party leads the masses
to make the revolution. The classical example of & central slogan --
the slogan which determines the whole course of the revolutionary
paerty in a period ~- is the slogan raised by Lenin, "Turn the Imper-
1alist War Into Civil Wer." This was the central slogan without,
however, being A slogan for the masses. This central slogan was &
party, » cndre slogan. That is, it served to educate the party but
did not show how to win the masses to the proletarian revolution.
Trotsky once charncterized "Turn the Impericlist War into Civil War?®
as an nlgebraic formula whose concrete content was yet to be found,
as it was found, in "All power to the Soviets" and other slogans.

That did not mean thnt the Bolsheviks did not pudblicize "Turn
the Imperialist war into Civil War" in their literature. But the
plece where it is found most often is in the Bolshevik llterature and
documents of September 1914 to February 1917, il.e, the literature
written in isolation and direccted to party membors and_small circles .
of sympnthizing workers. Once the Russian revolution broke out, the.k
siogan receded into the background and seldom appears in the Bolshev;
press and spceches of Februery to October. Thus iF was not one of the
principal slogons around which the Bolsheviks reallied the masscs.

Yot anyone who has the siightest understanding of the Bolshevik s?rn-
togy knows thnt it remained the central slogan in the sense that it
was the basic motivation of Bolshevik agitation apd action.

i i fers to the limited
In his last unfinished article, Trotsky re limited
role of 2he 2entral slogan, "Turn the Imperialist War into Civil War

as follows:

" ntion of the revolutionary wing was centered on the‘
questionT%i ii:edeense of the capitalist f&?harland. TheTg?voluEiﬂnv
ists naturally replied to this question ?n the negative.d 1:hgau
entirely correct. Bul this purely negative answer serve asld -
basis for propagnnda and for training the cadres, but %t cou 2
win the masses who did not want a foreign conquerer...lrue enougd,
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the Bolsheviks in the space of eight months conquered the overwhelm~
ing majority of the workers. But the decisive role in this conquest
was played not by the refusal to defend the bourgeois fatherland

but by the slogan: 'All Power to the Soviets!' And only by this
revolutionary slogani: The criticism cf imperialism, its militarism,
the renunciation of the defense of bourgeois democracy and so on
could have never conquered the overwhelming majority of the peonle
to the side of the Bolsheviks.,"

There has beep much misunderstanding of this distinction be-
tween the central slogan which served to train the cadres and the
slogan under which the Belsheviks overthrew capitalism. One could
document this with numerous reforences to the literature produced
by the infant communist parties after 1919, in which they used the
siogan "Turn the Imperialist War into Civil War" as if it were a
magic key which would bring the masses to them. Nor did this ultra-
leftist nonsense cease with the early ycars of the communist move-
ment. As late as 1935 the ultra-leftists in our party, the Oehler-
ites, accused us of reducing Lenin's central slogan of the last war
to Ymorely a party slogan.”

It is my contcntion that the Soclalist Unitod States of Eur-
ope is the central slogan of our cpoch for Burope but that it is
unlikely to be the slogan under which the masscs will be rallied
for the direct struggle for power. This does nct mean that the
place of the slogan Socialist United States of Burope is precisely
tho eamo as that of "Turn the Imperialist War into Civil ¥ar.'
Obviously, the Socialist United States of Europe is capnble of mov-
ing larger masses than Lenin's centrel slogan. Equnlly obviously,
however, the Socialist Unitcd States of Europe 1s not a mass slogan
in the scnse of the slogan All Power to the Soviets; it 1s an alge--
braic formula whosc concrote contont will be found dy us in eppro~
priatc mass slogans during the revolution simil~ar to thosc the
Bolsheviks employed betwoen Fobruary-October 1917.

The best and most thoughtful of thc Europoan workers -- and
this moans not merely cadres but hundreds of thousands and even
millions ——- will understand that the Socialist unification of Eur-
ope is the only way out. But the best and most thoughtful workers
will not be cnough to make tho revolution by themselves. They
will succeed only by rallying behind them not merely millions dbut
tens end hundreds of millions. And these will not be rallied by
the relatively nbstract conception of the Socianlist Unitcd Statcs
of Europe.

The direct struggle for power will in all probnbility arise
out of the question of waich institutions shall have the authority
to rule the country or the army at a given moment -—- bourgeois
institutions like a provisional government and perheps o revived
parliament, or the rcprescntative bodics thrown up by the workers,
peasants and soldiers, which will be essentially Soviets, whatever
thoir actual namé: city, rcgional, district or frctory conmmittees
directly elected by the workers, peasants and soldiers.
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These alternatives will be stark enough to compel the masses
to choose one or the other. That does not mean, however, that the
masgses wlll be choosing consciously between the continuation of
capitalism and the Socialist United States of Europe. It will not
even mean that in Germany, for example, the masses will be choosing
between socialism or capitalism for that country. Both capitalism
and socialism are abstractions to the great masses even when they are
making the proletarian revolution. The masses will be giving their
mandate to the revolutionary institutions which are expressing their
concrete life~needs —~- for bdread, land and freedom -- and the deter-
mination to achieve them. But it will not be a conscious mandate
for soclalism or the Socialist United States of Europe.

The Stalinist Danger tg the Buropean Revolytion

Comrade Wright has written more than once in recent months
in our press that the Red Army and Soviet industry have revealed
fighting power beyond anything we had dreamed they were capable of.
That is correct; apd of course we all agree that this power express-
es the prodigious .vitality of the October revolution despite Stalin's
strangulation of the revolution., But, from a short-term perspective,
we must also realize that this Boviet industry and this Red Army are,
and are quite likely to rcmain for a time, in the hands of Stalin.
That meang that he will throw this power--which is greater than we .
had dreamed of ~- on the side of the Buropean counter-revolution.

The Morrow-Morrison amcndments attempted to indicate this
Stalinist danger but they receivcd short shrift in the final resolu-
tion. As in tho draft resolution, the section entitled, "Signifi-
cance ofF the Soviet Victories" consists merely of reiteration of
programmatic fundamentals and of one reassuring repetition after
another that Stalinisesm will not succeed in its counter-revolutionary
plans. ZEven the absurd sentence in the draft resolution "explaining!
the failure of the Spanish revolution wes stubbornly retained: "A
pre~war rovolution in the corner of EBurope could be isolated, stran
gled and sold out as part of the Xremlin's diplematic maneuvers.”

I shall not repeat here the analysis I made in my plenum speech of
this sentence and the paragraph it epvears in, except to recall

again that, far from being isolated in & "corner of EBurope", the
Spanish revolution was simulteneous with the revolutionary situation
in France which Trotsky had correctly halled with an article entitled:
"The French Revolution Has Begun."

The two-sided charncter of the Soviet victories. At one
point or another the Fourth International will be compelled to say

frenkly to the workers what I said in my plenum report, that the
Soviet victories are not a one-sided matter of progressive conse-
quences, evcn though we give the main weight to the progressive
conscgquences.,

The Morrow-Morrison amendments put the second side of the
Soviet victories os follews: ' :

“At present becausc of the vicgeorics of the Red Army the
prestige of the Soviet Union has grown tremendously but unfortunate-
ly it has bcen misappropriatcd by the parasitic bureaucracy. The
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power and i1deological influence of Stalinism has been strengthened
temporarily, As a result, we must recognize a serious danger to the
coming European revolution. The Stalinist bureaucracy will either
help the capitalist democracies in the attempt to crush the revolu-
tion by force or, if the revolution assumes too great & sweep to be
crushed, it will attempt to gain control of it in order to save its
own rule. What Stalin has done in Spain he will -try to repeat in
other countries of Burope. The continental European revolution will
surely offer stronger resistance than the Spanish proletariat, bdut
the danger to the revolution from the Stalinist bureaucracy is very

great a%d we must constently warn the masses to struggle against this
anger. ‘

This amendment was rejected by the resolution sub-committee,
In its place the sub-committee only added to the draft resolution
the sentence that: "Stalin, exploiting the enhanced prestige of the
Soviet Union as a result of the re »
control of the popular movomentsrig %;:gpgfffﬁriigé :gigssggtgiég
15 larded in between many paragraphs of reassurances that Stalinism
will fail, so that the whole effect is precisely the opposite of
that sought by the Morrow-Morrison amendments: we wanted to warn
and arouse against the danger from Stalinism, and the plenum resolu~
tion provides morcly reassuring anodynes, By all mcans let us
voice our confidence in the rcvolutionary future. But that does
not suffice. We must also gay what is.

I said at the plenum that the prestige of the Soviet victor-
41es has rosulted in the fact that Stalinism is the principal organ-
iz04 force in the Europecan working class today and that this situa-
tion will not disappecar before the first stages of the Europcan
roevolution. The resolution sub-committee agreed with me to the
extent that it included, in its subsection on bourgeois democracy,
the idea from the Morrow-Morrison amendmonts that: "It is possible
and even probable that the treocherous parties of social reformism
and Staliniem can play the leading role in the first stages of the
revolution." Similarly in its section on the "End of the Comintern",
the sub-committee included from the Morrow-Morrison amendments theo
jden that "the Italian events have shown the capacity of the Stalin-
1sts for perverting the struggle of the workers." But thesoc two
sentences, in the contexts in which they appear, arc mercly gassingg
observations and do not convey the conception of the gre~t danger
to TEETFovolution from Stalinism, Thc place where Stelinism is
treated systematically in the resolution §s in the section entitled,
"Significance of thc Soviet Victories", and there the danger from
Staliniem is in effect denied.

The refusal to distinguish between short-term perspective and
long-term perspective, which we kave noted in other parts of the
regsolution, is pcerhaps even more evident in the sections on Stalin-~
jsm. They "ignore" the short-torm perspective, that is, they fail
to describe the real situntlon of the present and the immediate fut—
ure. As a result they can h~ve but a purecly ritualistic character,
convincing only thosc slrcady convinced. (Let us hope t?a; gﬁeone
will repeat the slander voiced at the plenum, thot 1 c?l eid N
program of the Fourth Intornational ritusalistic; what sa an
repeat 1is thnt the resolution sub-committec employed the progranm

4n a ritualistic manner. )
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On "Pegsimism" ond "Optimigm”

A large amount of the time of the plenum was taken up with
charges hurled at me that I was a pessimist.  Had I desired to
reply in kind, there was a suitable handle available., During the
first weeks after the fall of Mussolini, the comrades who wrote the
draft resolution were undoubtedly much more "optimistic" than I
concerning the Italian révolution; dbut in their draft resolution,
10 and behold, they were already speaking of the "temporarily defeat-
ed Italian revolution®", I, on the other hand, saw no defeated revo-
lution precisely because I had not seen & revolution, but only &
revolutionary situation. Who, then, are the optimists: those who
say the Itallan revolutlon was defeated or those who do not?! This
incident alone should indicate that charges of pessimlsm and boasts
of optimism have no place in discusslons in our leadership.

December, 1245.
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REPORT TO PLENUM (October, 1943)
3y Fellx Morrow

I. ON WHAT PLANE ARE THE DIFFERENCES?
ARE THEY PROGRAMMATIS:

The subcommittee -~ Cannon, Frank, Warde -- claimed that the
differences between the two resolutions are no less than program-
matic. Such was the announcement made to us by Comrade Frank on be-
hall of the subcommittee, when he explained to the P.C. Wednesday
night why the subcommittee believed it impossible to reconcile their
resolution with mine in a single resolution.

As hils Eroof that the resolutions follow "diametrlcélly dif-
ferent programs" -- thnseare Frank's words -- he cited two main
points, ‘

The Character of the Epoch

As proof, Frank cited paragraph 21 of the subcommittee's
resolution, That is the paragraph which states that "another extend-
ed period of bourgeois democracy™ 1s made impossible by the decay of
capitalism and the acuteness of class conflicts, and that such demo-
cratic republics as arise "must by their wery nature prove short-
lived.," That idea, declared Frank, is the "very heart" of the sub=-
committee's resolution and differentiastes 1t from my resolution,

One's estimate of the epoch in which we live 1is certainly a
programmatic question. If I claimed that we are in for another
extended period of bourgeois democracy, then I certainly would be
likely to draw from that perspective programmatic conclusions differ-
ing from those of the subcommittee's resolution,

But is there the slightest 1ota of evidence in my resolution
that it 1s based on a perspective of an extended perlod of bourgeols
democracy for Europe? There is no such evidence, nor did Frank even
pretend to cite such evidence, Actually, that very paragraph 21
which Frank says 1s the heart of their resolution, is also verbatim
in my resolution where it 1s the foundation-stone of my whole section
on problems of the European revolution,

S&ince 1930 =- when the collapse of the Weimar republic beoame
certain -- I have written at least hundreds of thousands and perhaps
millions of words proving from the events since 1918 that an extended
period of bourgeols democracy is impossible in Europe, For 13 years
I have been doing what I can to prove the thesis of paragraph 21 of
the subcommittee's resolution -- only to be told, now, that I deny
that thesis,
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What is more, nothing in my resolution implies that I think
that bourgeols democracy will have even such an unstable period of
existence as it had between the two wars. If this 1s the bone of
contention, then I am ready to sit down with the comrades of the
subcommittee and jointly draft a paragraph stating that it 1is
extremely unlikely that bourgeois democracy will last this time as
long as it did afuver VWorld War I, -

The programmatic question of the character of the epoch in
which we live is NCF, then, a point of difference between the two
resolutions. The accusation on this score must be called light-
minded and irresponsible because there 1s not the faintest evildence
£§£ it and there is overwhelming evidence in my resolution against
it.

The Programmatic question of the .
Socialist Unjted States of Europe.

According to Frank's report for the subcommittee, the
Socialist United States of Europe “is the central programmatic point
at issue.® Morrow, said Frank, "has an entirely different conception
of the Socialist United States of Europe" than that of the subcom-
mittees And as proof he referred to paraﬁraph 31 of my resolution,
where I state in the first sentence that "In general, only cadre
elements will be directly recruited by our program and central slo-
gan of the Socialist United States of Europe."

Can it be, as Frank claims, that at this late stage in the
hammering out of the program of the Fourth International, there can
arise within the leadership of the American party a basic difference
about such a fundamental programmatic point as the Sociallist United
States of Europe? Please note that in the very sentence quoted by
Frank as proof of my heresy I call the Socialist United States of
Europe our Mcentral slogan" for Europe. Where, then, is the differ-
ence?

If the comrades will go on reading paragraph 31 of my reso-
lution after the first sentence at which Frank stops, the meaning
of the paragraph will become quite clear to them. I make in that
paragraph the familiar and obvious-enough distinction between the
fundamental program and central slogan on the one hand, and on the
other hand the proposition that "to win the masses™ "the Trotskyists
must appear as the mo:t resolute fighters for democratic demands" and
for "™our transitional demands™ which "are certain to play a major .
role.” Is there anybody here who would seriocusly deny this distinc-
tion between fundamental progfam on the one hand and democratic and
transitional demands on the other hand?

Frank, explaining the difference between his conception and
my conception of the Soclalist United States of Europe, actually
used the phrase that “Morrow makes of it merely a party slogane"

I carefully noted down his wordss "Morrow makes of 1t merely a
party slogan.® What 1s that phrase doing in our leadership? I
have heard that phrase before, but that was from the Oehlerites and
- other ultra-lefts, who condemned the Trotskylsts because we made
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Lenin's central slogan of the last war, ™urn the imperialist war
into a civil war," into "merely" a party slogan,

Actually, of course, "turn the imperialist war into a civil
war is the classical example of a central slogan -- that is a slo-
gan which determines the whole course of the party in a given period--
without being a slogan for the masses, This central slogan was a
party, a cadre slogan, That didn't mean that the Bolsheviks 4id not
publicize 1t in their 1literature. But it was not one of the princi-
pal slogans around which they rallied the massgs. When the Oehler
ites condemned us for not going to the masses with that slogan, they
showed that they failed to understand the familiar distinction be-
tween fundamental program on the one hand, and democratic and transi-
tional slogans on the other hand, .

When Frank condemns me for making the Socialist United States
of Europe into “merely a party slogan," I can explain his behavior
logically only by one of two things, Either there is a misunderstand-
ing between us, or he 1s making the same mistake as the Oechlerites,

If there is a misunderstanding, I hasten to clear it up. I
em ready to sit down with the comrades of the subcommittee and joint-
ly draft a new paragraph 31 which will leave out the phrase about
the Cociallst United States of Europe as a slogan which recruits
primarily cadre elements, and to replace it with a formulatlion which
more clearly enunciates the Bolshevik distinction between fundamontal
program and mass demands. As a mattecr of fact, as Morrisgn ean
testify, I had already agreed to precisely such a reformulation some
time before Frank stated the subcommittee's objections to my para-
graphe Morrison himself did not 1like my original formulation, point-
ing out that, if one takes “turn tho imperialist war into a clvil
war" as the classical type of cadre slogan, then the Soclalist United
States of Europe is more than a cadre slogan although it 1s caqually
certainly less than a mass slogan such as %All powor to the Soviets.®
Hence Morrison and I, before the last P.C. meet ing, were already
agreed on a reformulation which would, however, preserve the noces-
sary distinction between fundamental program and mass slogans,

So, no more than the question of the character of our epoch,
1s the question of the Socialist United States of Europe a program-
matic polint 1In dispute botweén the two resolutions., Sinco those two
were the only programmatic points which Frank claimed to be in dis-
pute, it should be clear that, whatever our differences, they are not
differences on program. :

II. ARE OUR DIFFERENCES STRATEGIC OR TACTICAL?

It would follow that where there are programmatic diffcrencos,
strategic and tactical consequences follow, The Subcommittce has
made no attempt to demonstrate such differcnces. AS a matter of
fact, there are no such differences, The rcason should be obvious.
Suppose I say there will be a Fourth French Republic and it will
~last three years, and Comrade Cannon says there won't be a Fourth
French Republic at all. No difference in strategy and tactics fol-
lows. My proposition about the French Republic bolongs to what is



called the if-then type, If there 1s a French republic lasting

three years, then our strategy and tactics during that pewiod will be
such and such. Cannon, who believes that democratic rcpublics may
arise in the course of uncompleted revolutions, and that these domo-
cratic republics would be short-lived, would cortainly agree that if
a French republic arises for a pcriod then our strategy and tactics
during that perlod will be such and such. We would hardly have any
differcnces concerning the content of such and such, certainly no
differences which could be called programmatic or fundamental, since
we both agreec on the basic program,

The propositions in my resolution which the subcommittse
finds objectionablc belong to this if-then typee If the subcommittes
claims ovherwise, I shall be glad to take the time to demonstrate
this clementary faet, and to show in each specific instanco that no
strategical or tactical differences follow from thesc propositions,

As a matter of fact, Frank's report for the subcommittee
Wednesday night at the P.C, meeting tacitly admitted that we have no
strategic or tactlcal differences, He admitted this when he charac-
terized my polnts on democratic demands as being a "blucprint.® By
a blucprint 1s meant an unwarranted attompt to anticipate what con-
crete sltuations our Europcan comrades will be faced with, which
democratic demands our Europcan comrades should raise at various con-
Junctures, and in what sequence they should raise them, Weo shall
see in a moment whether my rcsolution is a blueprint, First, how-
ever, let me underline the fact that to accuse me of drawing a blue-
print is hardly compatlible with accusing me of programmatic dovia-
tions, unless the subcommittec 1s prepared to provec that my blueprint
makes heretlical strategical and tactical proposals, In reality the
accusation that I draw a blucprint is an implicit admission by Frank
that if such and such situations occurred he would have no differences
with me on what to do in those situations but that he thinks it un-
warranted to anticipate the situations, That 1s, thers are neither
programmatic nor stratogical or tactical differences,

" IIle THE REAL PIANE OF THE DIFFERENCES:
THE NATURE OF A PLENUM RESOLUTION

Where, thon, are tho differences, for differences there cer-
tainly are. I believe that they can be analyzed under two headings,
l. The nature of a plenum resolution, and 2, How Marxists flexibly
describe the presegnt and immediate futurce.

What should a plenum resolution be like? What should it in-
clude and what should it exclude? I don't reccall a discussion on
this quecstion in recent years, yet it 1s a key to the present dis-
putee

Frank sald for the subcommittee that they don't want a bluee
print. Nelther do I. Their objection 1s not well taken. Frank said,
what 1s true enough, that the sequence and formulation of democratic
demands are things which will have to be left to our European com-
rades to work out in the h:at of battle as they sense the mood of the
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masses, True enough, but irrelevent to my points on democratic de-
mands. For my points dc not at all attempt to anticipate which demo-
cratic demands our European comrades should raise at various conjunc-
tures and in what sequence they should raise them, but I simply indi-
cate why the METHOD of democratic and transitional demands will have
to be employed under the general conditions wnich are likely to pre-
vail in Europe in the next immediate period.

To affirm that the method of democratic and transitional
demands will play a major role in the next immediate period in Europe
appears to me obvious. I shall shortly demonstrate this fact,

First, however, let me contrast my affirmations about this
method of democratic demands with the references to democratic and
transitional demands which appear in the subcommlttee's resolution,
They appear in the additional paragraphs which the subcommittee intro-
duced at the P.Cs meeting Wednesday night.

What does the subcommittee tell us on this question? It
gives us a quotation from the 1938 program of the Fourth International
-~ g quotation with which I certainly agree., But 1s the quotation
relevant for the purposes of a plenum resolution? It tells us the
relation of democratic slogans to our fundamental program, a point
very well in place in the Founding Program of the Fourth International,
It tells us that democrPatic slogani ‘gt sertain moments can play a
serious.role, but are “only incidental and episodic slogans,"™ When
the movement assumes something of a mass character, it goes on to
‘point out, ®the democratic slogans will be intertwined with the
transitional ones." Of course, of course, and I say as much in my
resolution when, after referring to the use of democratic slogans I
go on to say that our transitional slogans "will play a major role."

If the comrades insist on reprinting from our 1938 program
the paragraph they quote on the relation of democratic slogans to
our fundamental program, I shall vote for it, But only on condition
that they do not stop there., For if all that is needed 1s to keep
on quoting our fundamental doccuments in our plenum resolutions, then
why write plenum resolutions? Let us simply each year reprint the
Founding Program of the Fourth International with a new date.

Something more is needed for a plenum resolutlon than re-
iteration of our fundamental program, And something more, too, than
paragraphs which tell us that the Itallan events or the Eastern
front or American diplomacy confirms our fundamental program,

A plenum resolution should be more than é reilteration of
fundamentals or, what is the same thing, a recital of recent events
and the affirmation that the events confirm our program.

I know that the comrades of the subcommittee don't agree with
me on this. That 1s indicated by the last sentence of their addition-
al paragraphs (21 B) which statess "In all the developments of the
military struggle and the shifts on the war fronts, in all the twists
and turns of imperialist and Stalinist diplomacy, the revolutionary
militants need not the search for 'new formulas' and improvisations
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‘but to resolutely adhere to their program which was written not for

a day but for this whole epoch of wars and revolutions." If all you
need is your program, then why bother writing plenum resolutions?

As for the snide reference to the "search for 'new formulas! and
improvisations,™ snide because lts reference is anonymous but obvious-
ly directed at my resolution, I challenge the comrades of the subcom-
mittee to demonstrute what "new formulas® and "improvisations" I have
int roduced as a substitute for the program,

A plenum resolution should be neither a mere reiteration of
program nor a blueprint. The international resolution of this plenum
doesn't have to say everything but only what is relevant at this
time; it can even, I dare to assert, not outline our whole program
for Europe but only indicate in introductory form those programmatic
points which are relevant today ~- not in 1938, which the Founding
Program takes care of, but in %943 -« and then go on to describe the
present situation in Europe and our views concerning the tasks of our
European comrades in the next period. .

The purpose of writing an international resolution at this
time should be elearly held in mind. We are living under extraordin-
arily favorable conditions at this moment in contrast to the situa-
tion of our European comrades. We are a legal party, we have acecess
to broad areas of information denied to our comrades in the under-
ground, we have a measure of leisure for thought without the terribly
harassing conditions which dog our European comrades. Thanks to our
good fortune we have been placed in the position of being in essence
the trustees of the Fourth International, ILet us hope that we will
execute our trusteeship with all the moral and political responsi-
bility which we owe to 1t.

Were the parties of our European comrades functioning, and
in communication with each other and with us, our international
resolution would be mrely one among many contributions to a resolution
of the Fourth International, Unfortunately, that is not the casse.
Our resolution must serve, in reallity, as the determining resolution
of the Fourth International,

We owe it ac a duty to our European comrades to SAY WHAT IS
and to indlcate their tasks in the next period, In my oplnlon thils
is not the ovconeception of the subcommittee's resolution which merely
reiterates some programmatic points, affirms their confirmation by
- events, and lards this with ritualistic consolations that all will be
well. '

IV, HON MARXISTS SAY WHAT ISy i.,8., HOW MARXISTS
FLEXIBLY DESCRIBE AND ANALYZE THE PRESENT
AND TMMEDIATE FUTURE

That to agree on fundamentals 1s not enough 1s to be seen
when one examines what the subcommittee has done with the fundamen-
tals of our program. Those fundamentals are not 1n dispute. The
comrades will notice that in my resolution each of the three sectlons
begins with the same programmatic propositions verbatim with which
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the subcommittee's resolution beginse.

I shall now, very briefly, contrast what the subcommittee
does with those fundamental programmatic points and how they serve
in my resolution, ’

It 1s my contention that in the three flelds with which the
three sections of my resolution deals, the subcommittee resolution
has, from programmatic points on which we all agree, drawn false in-
ferences or failed to go beyond programmatic points to deal with
the present and immediate future.,

First on the present situaticn in Europe. We all agree on
the programmatic point that the economic preconditions for an extend-
ed period of bourgeols democracy do not exlst 1n Europe. But the
subcommittee resolution goes on to draw the false inference that
bourgeois democracy will not play a role in Europe in the next -
immediate perilod.

Examples in the subcommittee recsolution of this false infer-
ence are the follcwing:

Paragraph 312 ™'he Allies cannot afford to sanction the
slightest democracy in Europe." ‘

Paragraph 42; "But Stalin cannot turn back the wheel of
history. It 1is impossible to set up a new serles of Weimar republlios
in Europe." '

Another example of such false inference 1s to be found in
last week's issue of The Militant, where Frank predicts that if
elections are held in Italy they will be no more democratic than a
Hitler plebiscite.

The same comrades, however, also write in thelr resolution
in paragraph 21 that "interim regimes modeled * after the Weimar
Republic may be set up here and there as by-products of uncompleted
revolutionary movements,™ and will be "short-lived.," ©Need I point
out, comrades, that "short lived" Weimar republics are etill Weimar
republics, and that one cannot assert that Weimar republics are
impossible and also assert that there may be Weimar rcpublies? Both
these propositions cannot be true; one or the other must be false.
The subcommittee must take one or the other of these propositions
out of their resolution.

In its attempt to deny a role to bourgeols democracy in
Europe in the next period, the subcommittee declares flatly 1ln para-
graph 3l: "“The Allles cannot afford to sanction the slightest demo-
cracy in Europe.® If this is true of the allles, it must certainly
also be true of their puppets and subordinate allies in the European
bourgeoisle, such as Badogllo, ot¢,

Whether for the Allies or their European subordinates, this
proposition seems to me preposterous, falso both in theory and in
fact. " .



What does it mean to say that the bourgeoisie "cannot afford
to sanction the slightest democracy" in Europe. Sanction is a word
which has a very precise meaning. Webster's dictlionary deflnes it
as meaning: “to ratify; to confirm; to authorize; to approve; to
.countenance; to abet; to allow," ‘

If this is what sanction means, 1sn't it. a fact that Badogllo
because he couldn't help himself, had to formally recognize, to
concede, to ratify, i.e., to BRANCTION the election of factory commit-
tees, 1,8, to sanction the “slightest democracy,™ an act which the
subcommittee asserts couidn't and can't happen? Tomorrow, in the
same way, if he has to, Badogllio wlll sanction democratic elections,
i.e., bourgeois-democratic, i.e., pseudo-democratlic electlons whioh
will be something quite different than the equivalent of a Hitler
plebiscite which Frank insists 1s the only variant possible in Italy.

Perhaps I am being unfair to the subcommittee. Maybe they
would place the emphasis in their sentence as follows: “"The bour-
geoisie cannot afford to sanction the slightest democracy in Europe."
But in that case the proposition becomes absurd, because you will
have to say that the bourgeoisie cannot afford to sanction democratic
rights but will do it even though they can't afford 1it.

One clue to the reasons why the comrades of the subcommittee
got themselves Into such difficulties 1s to be found upon a closer
examination of the following words in their paragraph 42; "But
Stalin cannot turn back the wheel of history. It is impossible to
set up a new series of Weimar republics in Europe."

What can be in their minds when they talk thus about "the
wheel of history.™ Let us try to scee

What 1s true, and we all agree on it, 1s that the further
unfolding of capitalism has caused the disappearance of cortain
economic preconditions on which bourgeols democracy was based during
the Nlineteenth Century.

But the dilsappearance of certain economic preeonditions does
not also mean the disappearance of political preconditions. The
existence of workers! parties leading great masses is a precondition,
of bourgeols democracy in our epoch, and is a preconditlion which does
not disappear because economic preconditions of bourgeols democracy
have disappeared. , :

In other words, the "wheel of historz“ cannot be turned
back in economics, but it can be “turned back" in politics. True,
only for a time, only under conditions of instability, etc. But
we are Marxists and not Hegellans, and where Hegel was only inter-
ested 1In epochs and types and could dismiss a period of bourgools
democracy of short duration as being “unreal™ and hence non-existent,
we Marxiste should know that our understanding of the reality and
existence and importance of a three-months'! duration of a democratic
republic may well be decisive for the future of the revolution,



"here is always a way out for the bourgeoisie." Lenin

taught us, Tn criticising those who atterpted to predict the end

of capitalism as a function of the economic process. The bourgeoisie
will Eoda ust_as in 1918 use bourgeois democracy with equal
Tacllity wifg -

other methods,

So much for my section on the problems of the RBuropean revo-
lution, I now turn to my section on the role of the U.S. in Europe.

I had to reject entirgly the section of the subcommittee's
resolution entitled "T'he Counter-Revolutionary Role of American
Capitalism." It must be rejected because it is shot through and
through with the same false conception with which I have already
dealt, namely the denial of a role to bourgeois democracy in Europe
in the coming period.

We all agree that the U.S, imperialists are capable of any-
thing, that they will lean on the most ultra-reactionary elements
in Europe, that they do not want to give the European masses the
relatlively more-favorable arena of the democratic republic, etc.
All this, however, constitutes only one tendency of U.S. imperialism,
Another tendency i1s also indicated when the European masses begin
to move: for U.3. imperialism to lean on the Socilal Democrats and
perhaps also the Stalinists, i1.8., to use bourgeois-democratic
methods,

This second tendeney will be enhanced by the pressure of the
American masses at home,

Let me show you that this second tendency follows even from
the analysis made by the writers of the original resolution. They
writes ,

"(33) The greatest contribution American revolutionists can
make to the fight for soclalism in Europe 1s to expose these counter-
revolutionary aims (of U.S, imperialism); struggle relentlessly
against them; arouse the American workers against the reactionary
program of Big Business and awaken sentiments of solidarity with
their hard-pressed class brothers in Europe and all other parts of
the Worldo” :

The language of this paragraph is too vague, vague precisely
because it seeks to avold precisely stating that we are going to
arouse the American workers to defend in Europe, in the first
instance, not sociallism but democratic rights,

Nevertheless, even from the language of this paragraph, the
process 1s clears we arouse the American workers to help their
class brothers in Europe; if we arouse them successfully and suf-
ficiently their opposition to U.S. Iimperialist aims in Europe will
have an effect; that 1s, Washington will be compoelled to change its
policy in Europe; change from what to what? From supporting Franco-
type governments to keeping hands off socialist governments? Yos,
let us hope so, in the end we shall even be sble to create such a
force in the American working class that we shall even prevent U,S,
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intervention against socialist governments. But in all likelihood
that will not be the type of our first successes. More likely, forced
to desist from supporting Franco-type governments, U.SE. imporialism
willl make a partial retreat, to supporting bourpeois -democratic
governmenta against the workers' movement. I say, even from the
formulations of the writers of the original reso;ution it should fol-
low that the pressure of the Amcrican workers will be countered by a
change in maneuvors of U,8, imperialism, changing from lcaning on

the Francos to leaning on the Soclial Democrats and other reformist
parties, 1.e., leaning on bourgeois~democracy,

Hence it is a half-truth when the resolution states: "3l...
Given free scope, glven thelr domocratic rights, the Europcan working
class will not roquire overly much time to organize 1ts revolutlonary
party, and to overthrow all of 1te capitalist oppressors " And this
half-truth becomes a falschood when the sentence imwcdiately following
it states; "The choico, from the Roosevelt-Churchill point of view,
is a Franco-typc government or the spectre of the soclalist revolu-
tion." Palse because the two cholces are not the only ones to which
capitalist strategy 1s limited; Roosevelt-Churchill are unfortunate-
ly much more flexible than are the wrlters of the subcommittee reso-
lution; ths imperialists even at this moment are keeping Franco's
demovratic opponents on the leash for use tomorrow,

The writers of the resolution appear to forget the two-sided
character of bourgeois democracy. One of its sides is that which
theg state in rather glowing terms when they say in paragraph 31
that the democratic republic means for the workcrs that they are
"given freo scope, glven thcir democratic rights..." But there is
the other side of bourgeols democracys the way in which it can for
a time breed illusions that the democratic ropublic 1s a sufficient

r in which to achievc the demands of the masses and even to
nchieve soclalism -- illusions which unfortunately will be fostered
by the fact that the principal partles of the masses in the immediate
future will be reformist partics and the further fact that these
masse8 in most cases have had little or no experionce with bourgeoils
democracy during the oast generation or two,

Under the conditions we have indicated, U,S. impecrialism will
proceod to make use 1in Europe of this secvond side of bourgeols demo-
cracy and in spltec of the fact that bourgeois democracy also has the
other side which favors the massese.

The wrlters of the rcsolution lgnore all this, Characteristic
is the fact that they devote paragraph ‘27 to the Darlan doal &-
but say nothing about the debacle of the Durlan policy and the conse=
quent shift forced upon Washington whereby it has had to arrive at
an unstable agreement with the Gaullists, i.,e,, with the bourgeois-
doemocratic tendency within French imperialism, Equally character-
istic, the resolution mentions the woolng of Otto of Habsburg, but
not the debacle of tho attempt to put him at the head of a unlt of
the U.S, army, Nor docs the resolution say anything about the way
in which the Badogllo deal 1is being dressed up with bourgeols- demo-
cratic forms,
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Tvpical of the sllipshod chavacter of the resolution is the
1isting of Batista among the "despotic governments in the United
Naiions coalitions the name of Batiste appeared ten years ago among
a list of desnotlic governmentis, and by inertia contlnues to appear
in the present list. 1In actual fact, to put the Batista government
in a list of “despotic governmenis™ renders that category politically
meaning]ess. for than there is no longer left any distinction between

"despotic governmenbs“ arnd other bourgeois governments. In recent
years the Cuban regime pormits elections which are certainly as free
as those of Mexico, *“rade unions legally exist and concuct strlkcs,
political parviss are izgal and function, and the gnvernment cabinet
includes labor leaders and a Cormunist party leader In o%her words,
Cuba is a bourgeois demczaracy. Far from verifying the theory of the
writers cf the resolution; the evolution of the Batista government
showa how Washingtcn kncws hov to atilize bourgeois-democratic methods
in its 1mperialist domains, The authors of the reseolutlion write;
®r'oday the deals with Darlan and Badoglio outline in precise terms
the counter-revolutionary pclicies and imperialist aims of Anglo-
American capitalism.™ Cne could wri ite with at least equal certajnty
end with much more EJmGL;nPS°$ ‘"Today the deals with DsGaulle and
Batista show how U.8. imperislism w;ll emp;oy bourgeois-democratic
methods for its imperialist aims."

It should be ciear from the foregoing that wo must recject
the resolution's unilateral view of U.S, imperialist methods and
adopt my section on the U.,S. in Europe which allows for both varlants,

The Soviet Victories and their Aftermath

We now come to the question of the Soviet Union and Stalin-
ism, My section on this subjecct bogins with the first threce para-
graphs of the original resoslution, exccpt for the last sentence of
paragraph 06 These paragraphe state fundamentals on which we are
all agreed.,

I delete the last sentence of paragraph 36 which, follow-
ing a scntence about the growing breach betwecn the Sovict Union and
the Anglo-U.S, bloc, states; ¥Despite Stalin's subsorvienco, the
subsequent development of this division can and must lead to an open
break, and cventually to armed conflict, between the USSR and the
Anglo-American imperialists."

. The clear implication of this sentence is that the break
betwoen the USSR and the Anglo-U.S. impcrialists will be a "subsequent
development" from the present situstion in the sense that it will
directly follow the present situation, This idea lecaves no room for
the possiblility of a new and morec thoroughgcing agrcement for the
ncext period as an aftcrmath of the Moscow CJonforencs. To exclude the
possibllity of such an agreement scems to me to be a false estimate
of the present situation and of Stalin's policy.

To allow for the variant of such an agrcement is the purpose
of paragraphs 45-48 of my amendments, I find it hard to understand
how the writers of the resolution excluded such a variant and expeot
that we shall come to spcedy agreement on this point,
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Paragraph '50 of my amendments gives a more procise fermula-
tion of Stalin's relations to the Benes and Gaullist governments than
1s to bs fcund in the resolution, It also avolds lumping this gues-
tion with the question of Stalin's relations tc the partisans -- two
very differcnt questions -- in the way that tho resolution does.

Now I come to the heart of the differcnce between my scction
on the Sovict Union ané that which appears in the resolution. My
section insists on rocognizing the two-sided character of the consc-
quonces of the Soviet victorics. Onc side consists of the progrese~
sive conscquences which we ere all agrecd upon and which détermine
our attitude toward the Soviet war; a victory of the workers' stato
1s progressive in itself because it maintains tho remalning achiove-
monts of the Octobor revoiution; the prestige arising from Soviet
victory makes it more ¢éifficult for the imperialists to isolate the
Soviet Union, and the admiring peoplecs tend to emulate the Soviet
overthrow of private property. On all this we are agrocd,

But there is also another side to the Soviet victories: the
rnparallelcd prestige of the Soviet Union is appropriated by the
Stalinist bureauorazy, and therefore we must face the fact that tho
power and ideological influence of Stalinism will not wane quickly
under these conditions. We must recognize the fact, that Stalinism
is the principal organized force today in the European working class,

Unfortunately the resolution refuses to recognize this second
side of tho Soviet situation. It says nothing indlicating the power
of Stalinism today. Instead of doing what is politically indisated =--
say what is and warn against the terrible dangers yet to come from
Stalinism -- the resolution avoids indicating the strength of Stalin-
ism at this juncture and devotes several paragraphs to scoldlng
“professional defeatlists™ -- unnamed and unidentified in any other
way, a kind of anonymous attack which docs not belong in a Bolshevik
resolution -- who dare to think that Stalin can repcat elscwhere
what he did in Spaine.

Wb aro told that to forwses a repctlition is to Mignore the
vast difference in conditions between the Spanish revolution and
the coming European revolution." The next two sentences presumably
indicate this vast difference, as follows: ’

") pre-war revolution in the corner of Europe (Spain) could
be isolated, strangled and sold out as part of the Kremlin's diplo-
mat 1c maneuvers. A continental revolution cannot be harnessed by
any bureaucracy, including the Stalinist,"

Consider, first, the astonishing description of Spain as
being a "corner of Europe™ and hence capablie of being isolated and
strangled, It 1s true that geographically Spain is in one corner
of Zurope. But so are the British isles, the Scandinavian countries,
Italy, the Balkans, Did Spain's geographical position perhaps
i1solate it from Europc during the Spanish civil war? No, 8pain's
border was contigrous with that of France, and tho flames of civil
war blew over that border and into the hearts of the French Prole-
tariat -- and at a time when there was a revolutlonary situation in
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France too} The occupation of the factories in France occurred
in June, 1936, the civil war began 1in Spain on July 16, Neither
goographically was Spain isolated frcm the rest of the European
proletariat, nor emotionalliy was 1t isolateds all the masses of
Europe were heart and socul with thelir Spanish brothers, Spaln was
1solated POLITICALLY, in a way which could have happened in the
heart of Europe just as wall es in a corne?

In order to conjure into existonce a "vast difference™ between
the situation of ths Spanish civil war and the situation of revoiu=-
tions at the end of this war, the writers of the resolution contrast
the reVolution in a "corner o;JEu“ooe“ with a "continental revoluw
tion." We can all agree that 3ialin could not 'do tc a continental
revolution what he did to tas Spanish revolutione But, unfortunately,
it 13 quite 1lkely that Stalin will not be dealing with a contlnental
revolution, 1.8., a revolution aiready sweeping through many coun-
tries, More likely, the re¢volution will not begin simultaneously
in several countries, but only in one or two -- in other words, the
situation may be not uﬁlixe that in which Stalin crushed the Spanish
revolution. And Stalin will approach that revolution (or two) with
more prestige than hs haa in 1936,

For exausple, 1s there anyone here who would ssriously argue
that the revolution in the Balkans does not run the same risk as
the Epanish revolution? My amendments include an entlre section on
the partisan movements in the Balkans, an extremely important aspect
of the European situation which does not receive a single sentence
in the resolution. Was tho omission pecrhaps an inevitable result of
the attempt to minimize the power of Stalinism? As to our political
estimate 'of the partisan movement, there is of. courso no disagreement
among use '

In my section, I do not state that Stalin will crush othor
revolutions as he did in Spain. It 1s not our business to make such
unwarranted antlcipations. What is our elementary duty is to warn
the workers against the danger -- somothing which can be done only
if we indicate the present pcwer of Stalinism,

My proposals for modifying secondary items in the fifst 1-19

paragraphs of thc resclution can be postponed until we settle the
much more ilmportant issues ralsed in my resolution.

HiH




