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ON THE EUROPEAN SITUATION AND OUR TASKS

(Contribution to a criticism of the draft resolution
of the National Committee of the S.W.P.)

By Daniel Logan

When the draft resolution 1s analyzed, it appears to contailn
two ingredientse. On the one hand, we have informations about the
conditions in Europe, or rather in Italy, for, according to the method
followed by the writers of the draft resolution, the situatlon in that
country only is examineds These informations are qulte minute and the
parts of the draft resolution that contain them are often textual
reprints of articles published in The Militant or Fourth International
a few weeks or a few months ago. Some of these detalls hardly have a
place in a resolution for a national convention, but would have room
only in a much more expanded thesis, On the other hand, we have re-
iterations of our socialist position, which could have been written
one, two, five or ten years ago.

But somehow, between these two component parts of the draft
resolution, it seems that the concrete reality of the psriod we are
now entering, with its gpecific problems, needs and tarks, is not
grasped. Some attempts have been made in that direction, but they
remain quite limited and, on the whole, unsuccessful., The draft reso-
lution does not seem-to be exactly focuseds The focus 1s either too
close and too limited, or too remote.

This defect is closely connected to a series of falss pollti-
cal appreclations, concerning the comlang regimes in Europe (and the
present one in Italy), the nature of the democratic interludes, etce
These political errors throw out of balance a resolution which, of
course, contain many corrcct points. The first thing to do is to
examine these errors.

Is Italy Ruled in the samec Manner as under Fascism?

Point 73 of the draft resolution states:

Fascism bereft in ites last days of all mass support,
could rule only as a naked military-policoe dictatorship.
The Allies and their native accomplices are today rullng
Italy in virtually the same maaner.

The writers of the draft resolution decmed it prudent to put in the
last sentence the word “wirtually™, which can provide ground for a
great deal of casulstry, However, cither the manner is the same, --
then the word ™virtually" is uselcss, -- or it is not the same, thon
the first obligation of the writers was to state what the difference

1s. Since they did not, we will consider the little word mcroly as
an involuntary symptom of uneasiness in the mind of the writers when
they put on paper their astonishing affirmation,

) What does the draft rosolution mean by the "native accomplices
of the Allies? Apparently, the Bonomi government and the parties



that partiecipate in i1t. The two most important of thosoc partics arc
the Communist and Socialist parties. These two parties have, -- as
the draft resolution says in point 16 (and rightly so), -- the “suppor.
and allegiance™ of the masses. As far as I know, Fascism did not
have, “in 1ts last days", "support and allegilance" of the masses.
Thus, 1t appears clearly enough that Italy 1s not at the present time
ruled in the same manner, -- as the draft claims it 1s, -- as under
Fascism "in its last days™.

The draft resolution in point 20 explains, -- correctly, --
that, after the Allies entered Roms, the Bado%lio government "simply
melted away under the hostility of the masses™., A new government,
headed by the liberal Bonoml, had to be formed., ihy such a move, 1f
the Allles rule by “naked military dictatorship™? Morsover, according
to the draft resoluticn,

the Stalinists, Soclal-Democrats and their liberal allles
directly took over the task of keeping the Italian masses
subservient to the Allied invaders.

If the Allles use the Stalinist and Soclalist leaders to maintain
their rule, 1t means that their dictatorship is not "naked"®, but
covered with something, and not merely "military™, for, as far as I
know, the Stalinist and Socialist parties do not hold the "support and
allegiance™ of the masses with naked military force. The draft reso-
lution is clearly incorrect in identifying the present rule in Italy
with Fascism, be it “in 1ts last days™ or at any other time, and by
doing so falls into insoluble contradictions.

These two sentences quoted from point 73 reveal how far the
writers of the draft arc from understanding the real present political
situation in Italy, the mechanism of Allied rule and consequently how
ill-prepared they must be to outline the present revolutionary tasks.
Suppose that tomorrow the Bonomi government falls and that the Allies
call Badoglio, so carefully kopt in reserve by Churchill, to "clear the
mess™, or even attempt to do this themselves, According to the draft
resolution, there would be no political change, for there wetdld be,
after as boforc, the same "naked military dictatorship”. How far is
the draft from our tradition of careful and preecise characterization
of political regimes, or vigilant ocbservation of evefy move, and how
dangerously close it comss to the £talinist method of sweeping identil-
fications and generalizations (soclal-fascism)l '

"Naked Military Dictatorship™

Point 73, already quoted, declares;

Fascism bereft in its last days of all mass support,
could rule only as a naked military-police dictatorship.
The Allies and their native accomplices are today ruling
Italy in virtually the same manner, This is the pattern
of their intended rule in all Europo.



And point 75 statess

The Anglo-American imperialists and the native capltalists
do not intend voluntarily to grant the slightest democracy
to the peoples of Europe.

Let us note how the problem is put by the draft resolutions the in-
tentions of the imperialist masters are considered. It 1is, of course,
indispensable to examine the plans of the enemy. This, however, is
only a part of revolutionary politics. Another necessary part of it
is a careful investigation of whether and how these plans can be car-
ried out, The imperialist overiords do nof fulfill their intentions
in a vacuum. Their intenticns clash with those of other classes. The
result of this conflict 1s a concrete political situation, in which
we have to act, ‘

However, the draft resolution does not go through this part
of the inquiry and, therefore, the imperialist intentions are given
as the coming reality. The discusslIon of political perspectives thus
threatens To take a subjective character (what the imperialists want
or do not want to do), which is alien to Marxist method.

Nothin§ reveals the error of the draft resolution more clearly
then the word "voluntarily™. Point 75, as we have seen, declaress

The Anglo-Americén Imperialists and the native capitalists
do not intend voluntarily to grant the slightest democracy
to the peoples of Europe,

But has the bourgeoisie ever granted any democracy "voluntarily%e
Even 1n the 19th eentury universal suffrage had to be conguered in
many European countries on barricades. Classes never "intend volun-
tarily" to grant anythinges They act under the impact of the action
of other classes., This, at least, 1s the Marxist way of analyzing
political moves. And the draft resolution presents this fact, =-

that the imperialists do not intend voluntarily to grant the slightest
democracy, -~ as a profound revelation about the character of the post
war epochl

With the investigation of the European political situation so
erroneously switched on the plane of Intentions, we are forced, in
order to procsed with the criticism, to temporarily adopt the assump-
tion the draft resolution implicitly makes, namely, that the imperial-
i1st intentions will coincide with reality, and we must examine the
questions wwill the rule of the Allies and their native aecomplices
over Europe be a “naked military-police dictatorship™, similar to
Fascism "in its last days"?

To that question we must answer "no" for many European coun-
triess Ve must answer "no" even for Italy today, as we have seen.
Of course, there 1s no enthusiastic support of %ﬁe Allies in that
country, -- far from that, But urtil now and for some time to come .
the masses give "support and alleglance™ to the Stalinist and Social-
1st parties and these, in turn, are cogs in the mechanism of Anglo=-
American domination, -- which mcans that this domination is not a
"neked military dictatorship®.

/



- 4 -

How will the situstion be in other countries? We have had in
the last few weeks the experience of France and Belgium. Thousands
of Parisians shouted to the American troops ™'hank youl" These are
petty-bourgeois crowds? Probably, although there must be many young
workers among them. But there is no doubt that the Parislan workers
are mightly glad to be freed from German thraldom, Thus, the Allles
have accumulated a capital of illusions, which they may quickly exhausi
by their reactionary policy, but which nevertheless exist for a certail:
period; and when a rule i1s tolerated because of certain 1llusions, 1t
is not a naked military dictatorship, :

- Let us even suppose for a moment that the French woriters today
see no difference at all between the Germans and the Anglo-Americans
(and I do not think that is true). There is, however, the petty bour-
geoisie, Aren't there any illusions about the Allies? Won't they
find any support there? If so, ==~ and I do not think it can be deniled.
-~ then the dictatorship will not be "naked", it will find “covers"
and the existence of these "covers™ ralse many important tactical
problems for the revolutionary party. But these questions simply do
not exist for the draft resolution, It 1s based upon a false theory
("neked military dictatorship") and, in accordance with that theory,
ignores the real problems of the real revolution,

In many Europesan countries the situaticn will be similar to
the Eresent one in France. The theory of the "naked military dictator-
ship™ may have immediate reality in one country, Germany. Strangely
enough, for that country the draft resolution speaks of a Badoglio~-
type of government as a definite plan of the Allies (point 70)s

These measures (taken by the Allies) are deliberately

designed to pin down the German people under a Badoglio-
type dictatorship subservient to the conguerors.

Even such a government would be a kind of “national® cover for
the Allied military dictatorship. In reality, such a government docs
not appear to be at the present time the most likely perspective and
the Allies seem prepared to rule Germany even without a national
govermment, through high commissioners, This 1s one out of two or
three historical varients. However, probably because the writers of
the draft resolution do not like to cutline possible variants but pre=-
fer sweeping affirmations, they failed to sce the one case to which
their theory of the "naked military dictatorship" would immediately
apply. An editorial in the August 1944 Fourth International, dircctly
contradicting the draft resolution, declaresg ,

They (the Allies) have no intention of repcating the
pattern of the precarious native bonapartist regime tried
with Darlan in North Africa and Badoglio in Italy.

A resolution adopted by a national convention does not have to be as
categorical as an article on concrete questions. While glving the
general perspective, 1t can outline various possibilitics. If, howevé:
we want to choose betweon the varlant given by the draft resolution
and the one sketched in the Fourth International editorial, we must

say that the latter seams at the presont time much closer to reality.
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If the Allies' rule over Europe wore to last ts it would inevit=-

. ably degenerate into a "“nalked miiitary dictatorsihip™., But we must
consider the problem dynamically. Today at the start the Allies have
in many countries a certain capital of democratlec and-patriotic 1llu-
sions to cover their rule. This capital will be gradually speat? The
11lusions will disappear? Of course., But that will be a certaln
process, -- precisely the process of revoluticnary maturation of the
masses, and our tactic must be adapted to the different stapges of this
process. For the draft resolution there 1s only the end, no bsginning
and, consequently, no process. No troublesome questions about tactic
eltheri '

What political moves have we witnesced during the last morths
in countriecs which are in the Allied military smhere‘7 I sce three
important ones; the shift from Darlan-Glraud to de.Gaulle, from Baco
1i9 to Bonomi, from Mihhailovich to Tito, £ re frq m,
% b the left They represent, in a very 1imited and very
dfstorted way, e result of tue pressure of the masses, Can we expact
more shifts of the same kind in the future? I think we can, and tnqJ
will go muth farther to the left. Of course, thoy will intermiarle
in the most motley way with “nskod military dictatorsuipe™, But it 1s
/grecisely where such shifts will occur that Egrsnoctivoq will open up

or the proletarien revolution, The cases W 0
-Allied "naked military dictatorsaip® to tne dictatorship of the pro-
. letariat will be exceptions, not the rule.

¥ poqniblo bou;FEBTE‘dangzggég_
regimos in Europe as ricf eoiqode in the unfoldment of ths rc

lutionary struggle® (point= is 1ncontestebly trus, if we call
"brief" introrludss that may 1aqt’T}om a few meonths to a few years,

But from this indicsputable fact the draft rcsolution draws a wrong
conclusion, namely, that such regimes do not deserve much attention.

As a matter of fact, they deserve dust six 1ines of the draft resolu-
tion. IHere, however, the time element doss not exhaust ths problem.
From the February revolution in Russla to the October rcvolutlon harely
eilght months clapsed, 1In the passaﬁg from Tsarist society to the work-
ers'! state thils period is indeed a rief ecpisode'™. But these eight
months wers packed with more sharp political turns, more tactical
moves by Lenin's party than eight yoars of 1llegality under Tsarlist
dospotisme That is why today we study these eight months so carsfully.
A bourgeols democretic Mepisode™, however "™rief® it may bo, 18 a
pcriod of tromendous politlcal reeponsibility, of which we have had
great historical expcricencss. We will entar suoh "episodes™ in many
European countries. At what tompo? e do not know, but it 1s procico-
ly during such oplsodes that the prolctarian revolution has the great~
08t chances to prepare for succasse. It is precisely during such
episodes that the rost numcrous and important problems of factics rise.
That 1s why a resolution of the nstlonal eouventlon of the S.W,.P. should
devots more thaen six lines to thems To 1limit oupr attentlion toward
such "episodes" under the prctext that they are '"brief™, of a “transi-
ticnal" charaecter, mere exccptloas 1n a general "pattern®™, is utter
pedantism.

Finally, let us note that tho theory of the "naked mili%ary
dictatorship® implies a complete reviesion of our conception of the
role played by the Stallnlst and Soclallst partles or by bourgools-
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democratic tendencies,  If the military dictatorship is "naked™, none
of these groups has any role to play. That these groups are not head-
ing toward a bright historical future for decades, we may well agree.
However, they may and will play an important role during a period, -~
préciseiy the period we are now entering, -- as brakes on the revolu-
tionary locomotive. In fact, the draft resolution says so in another
point. But it contradicts itself when later on it puts forward the
theory of the "naked military dictatorship® and thus shows that 1t
rests on a theoretical basis which is far from being clearly and
thoroughly thought out. We shall now see another example of thate

A New Txbe of Bourgeols Democracy?

One of the most perplexing parts of the resolution 1s polnt
76. Let us try to disentangle 1t, although it won't be any easy jobe
The draft resolution tries to establish a fundamental difference -
between the democrati¢ regimes which existed in the period between the
two World Wars (1918-1939) and those that may appear in the future, -

The coming democratic regimes in Europe will be more anemic,
‘less stable, more prompt to become dictatorships, than those of the
past, -- there is no discussicn about that, But that is not enough
for the draft resolution. It intends to establish a kind of essen-
tial distinction between the past and the future based upon “economic
and political conditions",

Point 74 declaress

Bourgeols demogcracy xhich awered in the period of the

rise and oxXpa aion of ¢ap g sm and the modaraklon Ol )
cIass cont'l < 2. has8ls Tor co gboratitn

A . - =
botweon the classes in the advanced capitallst coungfles,

is outlived ip Huropa.iodave -

The writers of the draft resolution know, I think, $hat the period

of the rise and expansion of European capitalism.came to an end not

in 1939, but in 1914, - And, in a sense, bourgeois democracy is outlive
since 1914, But this is not what the draft resolution means. When

1t says that democracy is “outlived :zw§;;5p9~todayw’ it does not mean

®today% in a gencral way as being the period we entered in 1914, but
specifically as the end of the secnndMorld War, in contradistinction
to the period 1914«1939, - Point 76 »ayss

Economic and politica. conditions forbid the restoration
of bourgsois democracy even in the crisis-torn forms whith
existed after the last war, ’

Stated in clear terms, the theory advanced by the draft reso-
lution is as followsg the end of the period of rising capitallsm,
which occurred in 1914, prohibits in 1944 the restoration of political
forms which existed between 1918 and 1939, One of two thingss’

Either the economic cause has an immediste political effect, then no
democratic regime shopnld have appeared or existed after 1914; this is .
clearly false., Or, although the economic basis has collapsed, poli-
tical forms may survive, "outlivc themselves™, for quite some time
because of a peculiar combination of circumstances (failure of the
_proletarian grave-digger to finlsh off bourgeois society). Thls slde
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of the alternative 18 the correct one. But then why should this "out=-
living of 1tself™ by bourgeois democracy be stopped in 1944 by an
economic condition which came to existence in 19147

The writers of the draft resolution may clte the second World
War as a possible explanation for the impossibility of the restoraticn
of bourgeois democratic regimes even ™in the crisis-torn forms" which
existed between 1914 and 1939, This, however, would bYe a completely
different theory from the ons given in the draft resolution, for this
draft tries to base this lmpossibility upon an economic condition,
the end of the rise of capitalism in 1314, But lot us walt and see
how the writers of the draft resolution will try to get out of the
sorry theoretical straits they got themselves into, and, independently
of whatever the cauce may be, let us look at the alleged impossibility
of the return of political forms which existed between 1918 and 1939,

Let us reread point 76 of the draft resolution:

Economic and political conditions forbid the restoration

of bourgeols democracy even in the crisis-torn forms which
existed after the last war, Bourgeols democratic govern-
ments can appear in Europe only as interim regimes intended
"to stave off the conquest of power by the proletariat.

The possible future democratic governments in Europe will be interim
regimes, and they will not be s repetition of forms which existed
between 1918 and 1939, This-dlstinction implies that the democratic
forms between 1918 and 1939 were not of an interim character. Quite
an innovation 1ln our movement! The false perspective about the future
suddenly turns into an embellishmsnt of the past,

Do we really have to inform the writers of the draft resolutlo.
that most of the democratic regimes in Europe betwoen the two VWorld
Wars did have an interim character? It 1s elear enough in Italy,
Poland, Germany, Spain, ctc., etc., not to speak of Kerenski's regime.
In certain countries of Wlestern Europe (France, England, Scandinavian
countries) bourgeois democracy was relatively more stable, but even
there was more and more taking an “intcrim® character in the years
preceding the outbreak of the second World War. No, really, the

attcmgt of the draft rosolution to draw a dlstinction between the
two klnds of democracy 1s not very fortunste,

Maybo the writors of the draft resolution meant that in the
past democratic regimss quite often came into existence after an
unsuccessful revolutionary upheaval, as a kind of by-product, while
in the future they can appear only before a revolutionary assault.
This would imply that in the future eifher (1) no revolutionary at-
tempt wlll ever be defeated, or (2) every dofeat will beo followed by
a dictatorial regime. In fact, that is what the draft reesolution
says in point 77: ‘

Inevitaebly, they (the bourgeoils democratic regimes) will
be displaced by the dictatorship of the proletariat emerge
ing out of the triumphant workers' revolution or the
savage dictatorship of the capitallsts eonsequent upon

the victory of the counter-revolution,
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Neither of the two propositions (1) and (2) 1s justified,
Let us take our most authoritative international document, the Mani-
festo of the Fourth Internatiocnal on "The Imperialist War and the
Proletarian Revolution®. It states: : '

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 a tiny minority? 1In other wards: shall we
succeed in preparing in time a party capable of leading
the proletarian revolution? 1In order to answer this
qQuestlon correctly it 1s necessary to pose it correctly.
Naturally, this or that uprising may and surely will end
in defeat owing to the immaturity of the revolutionary
leadership, But it is not a question of a single uprising.
It 1s a question of an entire revolutionary epoch,

This answers proposition (1), that defeats are not possible. As for
proposition (2), the document goes ong

The capltalist world has no way out, unless a prolonged
death agony 1s so0 considered. It 1s necessary to prepare
for long years, 1f not decades of war, uprisings, brief
interludes of truce, new wars and new uprisings,

"Brief intorludes of truce®, this is precisely what democracy
‘has been in many countries of Eurcpe between the two World Wars, inter
ludes of truce, during which the contending classes prepared for new
st ruggles, This i1s what ths Weimar republic was. Tomorrow as yester-
day we may expect such democratic interludes after the eventual
temporary defeat of revolutionary assaults. The only difference be=
tween the past and the future 1o that in the future the interludes:
wlll be more brief, This i1s a certain quantitative difference, but
there 18 no qualitative difierance between two kinds of bourgeois
democratic regimes, before 1939 and after 1944, a differcnce allisgedly
based upon "economic conditions" which are present sinces & « 1914,
The statement of the draft resolution that

Economic and political conditions forbid the restoration
of bourgeols democracy even in the crisis-torrn form
which exlsted after the last war :

shows that 1t does not clearly understand either the past or iheé
future. : .

A Rescue That Failed

This discussion may seem rather inveived and somewhat ohscure
to the uninitiated reader. But now I shall give the key to thc mystery.

The story began #lmost a year age. as far back as the Fifteenth
Anniversary plenum (October . iters of the original draft
resolution for that plenum presented a draft which explicitly denied
the possibility that bourgeols democratiec governments would ever

exist again in Europe.
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Confronted with the opposition of.some comrades, especially
comrades Morrow and Morrison, to this conception, the plenum had to
abandon such an untenable position, although it did so withcut full
clarity and precision. Since then events have revealed the falsehood
of the original theory to everybody, perhaps even to its authors.
Thus, the writers of the present draft resolution had to admit the
possibility of democratie regimes in Europe, but, since they felt some
solidarity with the unfortunate authors of the plenum theory, and may=-
be even some sympathy for them, they had to find some rort of an
excuses "Yes, there will be democratic regimes in the future, but,
you see, they will not at all be what they have been in the past."
Thus came to the world the theory of the two kinds of bourgeois demo-
cracy, the pre-1939 and the post-1944. The creatlion was perfected
when an "economic® basis was found for it¢ "The difference comes,
you see, from the end of the rise of capitalism,". . . which occurred
in 1914,

The distinctilon between the two kinds of democracy 1s as
theoretically false as the alleged impossibility of bourgeois demo-
cratic regimes in the future, and, in a way, more confusing, for 1t
ereates confusion sbout the pest as well as about the future.

We should not be surprised if the draft resolutionﬁ with a
theoretical arsenal supplied with such conceptions as the "naked
military dictatorship™ or the two kinds of bourgeols democracy, 1s
unable to exactly focus the political tasks of the present period.

The Problem of Democratic Demands

Burope is now seething with revolutionary movements that have
sprung up under the impact of German tyranny, Throughout Europe
the masses have moved far to the left; they are crying for freedom,
sensitive to any kind of oppression, This 1s an enormous potential
danger for Allied domination and, consequently, for the whole bour-
geois rule in Europe, How to transform this potential danger into
an actual and direct peril? This 1s the cantral problem of the hour.
In this transformation programs of democratic demands have an ilmpor-
tant role to play, Their role has been great in the development of
every revolutionary crisis (Russia, Germany, Spain, etco.) Bubt with
the conditions prevailing in Europe today they acquire a peculiar
importance,

Thousands, tens of thousands can learn through direct propa-
ganda, They constitute the vanguard; they come to the revolutionary
party on the basis of its socialist program, But millions, tcns of
millions -~ and revolution is impossible without the active partici-
pation of tens of millions -- have to come to soclalism through their
own experiencee They have to discard, one after the other, regimes
about which they have had 1llusions, They have to discard false
leaders in whom they have put their confidence. The task of the
revolutionary party is to speed up and facilitate that process as
much as possible, but it cannot jump over 1t,. This is precisely
what programs of democratic or trancitional demands are designed for,
This is precisely the Bolshevik method of winning the maseses, by
going together with them through action, as opposed to the propagan~-
distic enlightenment sbout the advantages of socialism, in the splrit



of the Second International.

Under the monarchy we call for the proclamation of the
republic. Under a bourgeois democratic regime we call for the most
democratic forms (one House, immediate elections, etc:) When the
revolutionary tide 1s high enough, we call for tﬁe expulslion from
the government of the representatives of bourgeols parties. We call
upon the opportunist leaders to take power if they enjoy the confi-
dénce of the majority of the workers, Etc., etce These will be
vital problems of revolutionary tactics in Europe in the coming monthe

Truly enough, the draft resolution speaks of democratiec
demands, It even devotes to the problem at least five lines -- no
lessb But 1t falls to show the specific connection of such a program
with the present political situation., How could it fulfill such a
task, armed as 1t 1s with the false. political theories we have
examlined? Thus the phrases about democratic demands in the draft
preserve a general, abstract character and cannot fall to appear as
merely ritualistic,

For years we had dlscussions with opponents about the problem
of democratlc demands, especlally concerning countries dominated by
fascism, We made certaln precdictions. Thus, Trotsky wrote more -
than eleven years ago, at a time when fasoism had noi yet established
the most brutal tyranny upon the whole of Europs (four hundred mil-
lions have now had to suffer under itl):

The fascist regime presorves democratic prejudices,
recreates them, Inculcates them into the youth, and
i1s even capable of imparting to them, for a short
time, the greatest strength,

What about that prediction? Has the recent experience of France
confirmed it or not? Vihat 1s the present situation? The draft
resolution gives no answer,

The casual and perfunctory way the whole problem of democra-
tic demands is trecated is exemplified by the slo§ans mentioned in
the text, These democratic slogans are givens %free election of
all officlals, freedom of the press" (point 33). Why are these two
slogans singled out? What about others? True, there is at the c¢nd
of tho eentence a little "etc.™, into which anything can be stuffod.

The "freo election of all officials® includes the election
of administrators in villages, towns and citics. But does 1t in-
clude the eleetlion of deputies? What about the whole problem of the
parliament and of democratic representation? More than thirteen
Years ago Trotsky found it possible to raise in a hypothetical form
the slogan of the Constituent Assembly for Italy at the time of
Fascism's downfall. In August 1943 The Militant reprinted Trotsky's
article without adding any commentary about the use of the slogan,
However, we are no longer in 1931, but in 1944, We now have -- or
should have -~ the reality before our eyes. How does the problem
present itself today? The draft resolution maintains on this ques-~
tion the same silence as The Militant did.
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Another important democratic slogan in Italy at the present
time 1s the republic, Apparently, the writers of the draft did not
put it down among the democratic demands because, although in the
tradition of our movement, it is not as ritualistic as the freedom
of the press, it doss not flow as easily from the pen. Or is there
any other reason? The slogan is one of those that seem most indi-
cated by the present situation, and we shall consider it for a while.

The Question of the Republic in Italy

One of the central problems of Italian political 1life has
been, until now, the existence of the monarchy. The discussions on
that point have thrown a bright light on the servility, the corrup-
tion and the ignominy of all the Italian official parties, including
the Stalinistse The king was Mussolini's accomplice for twenty
yearso Before leaving the United Stetes for Italy, the self-styled
liberal Count Sforza wrotes "It may be that a fraction of the Itale
ians 1s still for the Monarchy, but after so many shameful acts and
treasons this could be so only for reasons of exaediency«” However,
it soon appeared that the ¥reasons of expedlency™ were strong enough
to bé respected, even by Sforza himself. We then witnessed the most
repulsive political farce, whose players were some wrecks left by
liberalism like Croce or Sforze himeelf, the Stalinists and bhe
various democratic and social-democratic parties. Behind the stage,
the king and his son, the reactionary upper crust of Italian soclety
and the Allied diplomacy were rejolcing at such an extraordinary
spactacle,

Croce, .the philosopher of compromiss, explained that he was
"against the king as a person, and not against the monarchic institu-
tion", It has always been the dream of the craven liberals to keep
the monarchy and to have only “good™ kings. The Stalinist messenger
boy Palmori Togliatti (Ercoil), arriving from Moscow, declared that
he was "against the king as an institution, and not as a person",
having probably been impressed by the remarkable and generous person-
ality of the king. A shameful compromise was attained when the Crown
prince was made lieutenant general of the realm. '

The monarchy remains the rallying center of reactions the
reactionaries of the "Blue party™, the Church and the Allied diplo-
masy. Any new development of the Italian revolution will inevitably
ralse the question of the existence of that focus of intrigues against
the people,.the Court.

To all the horse-trading among the monarchists, the ambulat-
ing corpses of liberalism and the Stallno-royalists, the revolutionary
party must answer with the crys Irmediate proclamation of the repub-
licl Arrest of the king, the Crown prince and all of ‘the royal
?Eﬁily% Immediate confisecation of all the royal properties for the
benefit of the peoplel

The party that during the present weeks would untiringly
diffuse these slogans among the large masses would infallibly draw

their attention and thus prepare thelr ears to receive more advanced
8logans.. At a further stage it would enjoy the authority of having
foreseen the march of the development and of having been with the
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masses in their most elementary struggles, The benefit would be
tremendous,

The slogan of the republic 1s imposed all the more by the
presént situation, since the official workers parties have rallled
to the monarchy. The slogan is not only directed against the present
regime and the Allies, but is also a sharp weapon against the coali-
tionists, the Stalinist end foclalist parties,

To throw some light on this problem we have to try to deter-
mine at which stage of the Italian revolution we are now. For this
purpose historical parallels and examples are useful, even indispen-
sables Provided we are cautious enough not to forget the differences,
they may furnish us with convenient land-marks,

During twenty years Fascism had gradually lost 1ts petty-
bourgeois "mass™ following, and had become a dried up Bonapartist
regime, resting mainly on the police apparatus, Thus Mussolini's
removal was to be almost as painless as the dismissal of another
Bonapartist ruler, Primo de Rivera of Spaln, in January 1930. Rivera
was succeeded by General Berenguer. The first result of the shift
was the breaking up of the cénsorship, political discussions sprang
up, and the problem around which they centered was the existence of
the monarchy. A year passed, during which the students demonstrated
and the workers fought against the police. In February 1831 Berenguer
resigned, two months later Alfonso had to flee and the republic was
proclaimed., The Spanish revolution was going toward new helghts,

If we are to follow the Spanish revolutionary calendar, we
must say that the present regime of the Lieutenant General corresponds
to the Berenguer interlude,

The differences between the two situations are important and
obvious, Thsere is now a world war, in which Italy is participeting,
being occupied by both camps. Foreign troops will be on Italian soll
for quite some time. On the other hand, a general European revolutlon
is coming, to which the fate of the Italian revolution will be most
closely connected. However, at the present stage, the historiecal
parallel clearly shows the correctness of the slogan of the republice

For months the problem of democratic demands for Italy was as
good as forgotten by our press, There were journalistic comments on
political moves taking place there, such as the formation of the
Bonomi government, ete. There was a constant reaffirmation of our
socialist program. But there was no indication of how to call the
masses to action, A semi-turn occurred on July 22nd, when The Milita-
came to write about a series of democratic slogans, although in the
most unclear and confusing way, The slogan of the "overthrow of the

monarchy® was raised. Why in that negetive form and not as the im-
mediate proclamation of the republic? :

Since then, our press has eome to speak a few times of a
"Workers' and peasants' republic®. It must be clear that this is
not a democratic, not even a transition, demand, It is merely a
more popular expression for the dictatorship of the proletariat, and,
as such, has at the present time a purely propagandistic character.
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There is no objection to its uce, of course, but it must be clear that
1t does not eliminate the present need for the democratic demand of the
immediate proclamation of the republic, -

This discussion should not, of course, tend to give to the
slogan of the republic in Italy a disproportionate importance, It is
at the present time a very useful agitational slogan, the speocific
welght of which in our daily activities should be left, however, to
be determined by comrades who are directly on the stage. If we have
insisted upon it particularly, it is because the slogaa is extremely
important as a test case, It 1s always very easy to write or adopt
general formulations about democratic demends. They have been in our

ocuments for years, But all that has little value if concrcte appli-
cations are indefinitely postponed. On the other hand, many signs
point out that we may soon entc¢r a new stage in Italy. It may happen
that the question of the republic will be quickly solved., A slogan
fwhic? may soon galin great importance i1s; For a Togllatti-Nennl govern-
ment

The Denger of Ultra-leftism

~ Some comrades may ralse against the present use of democratic
slogans the following argument: such use would be all right 1f the
Fourth International now had in Italy a big party capable of setting
in motion large masses, but unfortunately this is not yet the case.
Therefore the problem is quite different; it 1s at the present time
the bullding of a strong revolutionary party, and for that purpose any
program of democratic demanrds is useless. The premises of this reas:n
ing are correct, but the conclusion =- false, It 1s true 1indesed that
the bullding of a revolutlonary party in Italy 1s =still ehead ef us,
and that victory is inconceivable without forging such a party. But
this task cannot be fulfilled outside of the dally struggle of the
masses, w~- in a hothouse, as 1t were, ’

This problem has been discuseed in Europe qulte often, espec-
ially in France and Belgium in 1934-36, at the tims when the political
sltuation there was already in a state of pre-revolutionary fluency an
the organizations of the Fourth Internaticnal still very weak., Trotsk,
and the executive body of the Fourth Interrational always resolutely
oppoced the tendencles that wanted to rcstrict our groups to strictly
propagandistic programs and slogans until the day when we would have
assembled a large party and come like Minerva out of the head of
Jupiter, We cannot thwart a posslble opportunist danger in a young
party by a "little doge" of ultra-leftism, but only by outlining the
correct Bolshevik policy,

I think the resolution should contain a short but sharp warn-
ing against ultra-leftism. The war has stirred up a tremendous wave
of reactlon. The official workers perties have not been the last to
- follow or even to propel this wave. The Stalinists have been, in
words and 1n deeds, at the point of reactlon. Tho remnants of the
Secorid International, slightly shocked by such brazenncss, follow them
as best they can, ‘

In such conditions one may well says ™'he mein danger is
opportunism. Why bother now about ultra-leftism?® Such a way of
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putting the question would be utterly wrong. The danger of opportunism
is tremendous, indeed, but it is precisely why the danger of sectarian-
ism should not be ignored; on the contrary, it should be carefully
watched. Opportunism does not eliminate ultra-leftism, but engenders
it. Ultra-leftlism i1s only the other face of opportunism, i1ts shadow,
an infantile reaction to it and, in a sense, the punishment the working
class has to pay for it.

The putrefaction of the Lecond International during the last war
brought about many an ultra-left tendency. The German organization of
Luxemburg and Liebknecht was impregnated with ultra~leftism and broke
its heed precisely because of that ailment; in France cpportunism blend~
ed with ultra-leftism in grandiloquent phrases, etc., etce Lenlin had to
write a special pamphlet ageinst the infantile sickness of ultra-left-
i8m,

At the end of the present war and in the coming revolutionary
upheaval we may expect the same occurrence, probably with much greater
intensity. At the last plenum I spoke about this coming danger of
ultra~-leftism., &ince then events in one country at least have arrived,
on schedule, as it were, to show the reality of the danger. In England
the "oreakaways™ are becoming a serious problem. Disgusted with the
treacherous policy of the union leaders and the Stalinist party, workers
quit the unions and asks why a union? Anarchicsts are taking advantage
of this moode This 18 only the first eign of things to come.

A new generation of young revolutionaries is now appearing,
which has not accumulated much experienee. In many countries they
have grown up under 1llegality, without much opportunity to study the
lessons of the paste The crimes of the bourgeols order have been so
atrocious, the servility of the official workers parties 1s so repul-
sive that many impatlent resctions may be expected. Moreover, Europe
has known for four years sabotage and terrorism, and these cannnt fail
to leave traces of adventurism in the policy of many a good revolution-
ary workers partye.

Under the blows of experience ultra-leftism had been forced
during the twenty years between the two wars to abandon many of 1ts
original positions. But the point to which it clung most obstinately
was its opposition to the use of democratic and transition slogans.
Our movement had to conduct a long fight precisely on that problem,

We are now entering an historical epoch in which general propa-
ganda 1s not enoughe. Libersls, reformlsts and all the admirers of bour-
geols progress always hoped thet Tsarist Russia would gradually rise
to the level of cultured and democratic Western Europo. Quite the
- contrary occurred. With the disintegration of capitalist civiliza-
tion, Western Europe has catastrophically sunk to the level of despotic
Russia and even far below. Reformists and centrists used to view
Bolshevism as a product of backward Russia, not good enough for enw
lightened Western socialism. But now all Europe has been made "good
enough" for Bolshevism. History puts all the teachings of Bolshevism
on the order of the day more imperatively than ever. And one of theso
lessons 1s Bolshevism's contempt for mere enlightoning propaganda
about the virtues of soelalism, its ahllity to feel the aspirations
of the masses, to selze upon the progressive slde of these aspirations
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and on that point to drive a wedge that would detach the masses from
their conservative parties and leaders,

The Socialist United States of Europe

The draft resolution states in point 32 on the slocan of the
Soclallst United States of Europe:

It corresponds to the needs and experiences of the European
masses who are learniing that only by the destruction of the
outlived and reactionary national state and through the
economic unification and soclalist collaboration of the

free peoples of Eurcpe can the menace of recurrent devastate-
ing wars be abolished and freedom and economic well-being
assured,

A few lines before, the draft resolution had indicated that the pro-
letariat of a European country will give military help to the workers
of another

by boldly disregarding the outlived and reactionary
national boundaries,

These formulae are not lacking in ambiguity and they can cover
a correct as well as a false position, Without knowing the éxact
inferpretation given to them by the writers of the draft recsolution,
I deem it necessary to state here my own position, as a contributicn
toward a more precise formulation of the subject in the final rssolu-
tion,

- No doubt, in the military struggle against imperlalism and
its agents, the proletariat will not hesitate to "™oldly disregard"
natlonal boundaries, But docs that mean that state borders will dis-
appear from one day to the next? I do not think so. The European
national problems cannot be erased by the sligning of a decree abolish-
ing state borders. It will take a whole historical epoch to solve
thenm,

"United States"™ implics the existence of different states,
that is to say, borders. It means that each nation of the Toderation
has the right to say or no, the right of self-determination, vp to and
including the right of secescion. Soclalist United States ean only
rest upon the conviction of cach people that only by a federative
organization Europe can live. Violence cannot spced up the acquiring
of this conviction, but on the contrary can only deley it,

After the overthrow of the bourgeoisie, we do not wish to
march to soclallsm by violence, but by pationtly convincing the
beoples of the superiority of centralization, Just as, 1In the agrar-
lzn problem, we are not partisans of "forced collectivization", but we
want to demonstrate to the peasant, by his own oxperience, t he advan-
tages of large collective anterprise over small property, so in the
national question we are against any “forced unification® and the only
rcal, not fictitious, guarantee is the right of secession.



The slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe is an
attempt to solve the conflict between the centripetal necessities
of a planned economy and the centrifugal tendencies inherited from
past centuries, It is a dynamic formula, the content of which will
continuously change., It willl probably start with military collabora-
tion, then a coordination of economic plans will come, and so farz
up to a complete economic, political, social and cultural unification
of the ccntinent. This will not be reached in a day, not even in a
few years, and will largely depend, moresover, on what happens in the
rest of the world.

At a certain stage, the process of political centralization
will be accompanied by the process of the withering away of the state.
Will the various European states blend into one state, which will
subsequently wither away, or will they begin to wither away before
reaching complete amalgamation? Weo cannot tell npow, but we may never
have a single statee. - ' o

The best examples we have until now of federative unification
are those of two bourgeols nations: E&witzerland and the United Statec
of America. In both cases the driving force toward unification came
from an external threat. In Switzerland the urban and rural cantons
had widely diverging intereets, but upon both the danger of Austrian
domination was threatening. In America the thnirteon colonies were
far from seelng eyo to eye with one another on all questions, but
they had to unite their forces in order to resist England. §1m11ar1y,
in Europe the driving power toward unification will be the necessity
to fight the domination of the Yankes overlord and it will lead to
military, economic and political cooperation,

At what tempo? We cannot toll. The sxample of America shows
also how the bullding of the federal power was a long process, ex-
tending over more than a century and necessitating a civil war of
four years, The European nations today are certainly more separated
than the thirteen colonies were. Sociallsm will have, undoubtedly,
other methods than capitalism for reaching unification, It would be
childish and dangerous, however, to expect the erasing of national
boundaries and the sudden disappsarance of all national problems
some fine morning by the signing of a dccree,.

Putrefying capitalism will bequeath to the victorious prole-
tariat a continent torn by wars and national hatreds, Suspicions
will have to be gquleted., Any precipitated step can only revive them
again and delay real, socialist unification. Anyway, whatever may
be the tempo, the first big step will not be the ostablishment of
a single Europcan state, but the formation of a federation of states,
which implies borders, borders of a new type indsed, borders betwoen
workers'! states, but bordcrs nevertheless for some time.

Conclusion

I cannot say that I have touched upon all the questions I
intended to, but this document 1s long enough, and the coming discus-
sion wil) undoubtedly show us which questions deserve most investi-
gation and clarificetion.



The theoretical errors of the draft resolution about the
"naked military dictatorship™ or the two kinds of bourgeols democracy
have to be unequivocally corrected. That would straighten up the
axis of the resolution. The attention has to be focused on the
specific problems of the period we are now entering. The question
of the democratic demands should not be dealt with in five lines,
but all its aspects have to be carefully examined, The slogan of
the immediate proclamation of the republic in Italy has to be in-
corporated. Although many parts of the draft resolution can be
used, a great deal of rewriting should be done.

We are now entering a period of transition which will fafo)
from the collapse of German domination over Europe to the dictator=-
ship of the proletarlat. The question of the character and length
of this perlod is directly tisd to the problem of the formstion of

he revolutionary partgo oever does not pay enough attention to

at period, assumes that we will g0 through 1t automatically, tries
to jump over it theoretically, ignores its peculiar problems, etce=-
whoever does that (and I believe the writers of the draft resolution
do it to a great extent) obescures the problems, and therefore

noreases the difficulties, of the bullding of the party. The
greatest help thst the menmbers of the C.W.P. can now mive to their
European comrades 1s to carefully correct the draft resolution and
present an impeccable document.

October 1st, 1944.
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THE EUROPEAN REVOLUTION =- ITS PROSPECTS AND TASKS

&peech of E. Re Frank to N. Y. Membership Meeting, October 4, 1944
As Reporter of the National Committee

In opening this discussion on the political resolutions now
before the party, the resolution passed by the November Plenum of the
National Committee and the draft resolution of the National Committee
to be presented to the coming convention, I am inviting the comrades
to study, to consider, to view the question of the European revolutior
in 1ts entirety, to proceed to e Marxisi, and therefore to a many-
slded analysis of this crucial problem.

Nothing 1s so futile in revolutionary pclitice as to begin a
discussion of this character by getting lost on some incidental ques-
tion, or to attempt to answer or solve this or that immediate problem
of the day by divorcing it from your fundamental analysis, from your
whole perspective. Before a Marxist can answor an immediate question
of the day, he must be clear on his perspective, on his line., And
that 1s precisely what the rosolutions attempt to provide. These
resolutions are not a new program. As a matter of fact, they are not
even a full restatement of our old program. They ars simply timely
documents; they are documents that, on the basis of our program,
analyze more concretely the now events, show the underlying forces at
play, delineate the undorlying tendencies and more sharply point to
the tasks that lie ahead,

I am not gning to deal, in this opening speech, with every
aspect of these resolutions. I am golng to attempt first to elucidate
those fundamental points on which {hers scems to bs most confusion,
or controversy, or misunderstanding.

To understand the European r¢volution, its tacks and 1its per-
spectives, let us begin by a rough analysis of Europe, 1ts economy and
the forces at work on tho continent. Cuapitalism began ites absolute
decline in Europe some 30 yesrs ago at the time of the first World
War, Capitalism in Europe was no longer expanding, but contracting.
In addition to the internal dscline, the capitalist statcs in Europe
wore further suffocating because of the Balkanization of the continent
because the national states had become national fetters on the economy
and each national state was choking to death behind its tarriff walls
and its Gargsntuan militarisms which were eating up the substance of
its wealth. The first World Vur, with its unparalleled destruction
smashed Europe's pre-eminence and furthor accelerated its decay,
Economlc hegemony was shiftcd to the hands of American imperialism,
Two revolutionary waves swept over Europe like a terrible paroxysm.
One, started by the October rcvolution, shook Europe to its very
foundations and wrenched the territories of the U.SeSeRe out of the
grip of capitalism. The second wave of incipient revolutions during
the 30's in Spain and Frenco was betrayed by the Stalinist and Social-
Democratic traltors. With the revolutions aborted and defeated, the
path was clearcd for the plunging of the European peoples into the
second world slaughter,
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European capitalism, I sald, lost its economic pre-eminence to
the United States after the first World War. Capitalism in Europe 1s
shattered, 1s finished as a world power, as a result of the destructior
wrought by the second World War, Europe today 1s ruined and prostrate,
and its peoples are starving and dying.

Now as Marxists, we know that the political superstructure is
determined in the last analysis by the economic foundation. Ve are
historical materialists; we know that bourgeois democracy is a specific
political form, which arose and flowered during the rise and growth of
capitalism. Bourgeols democracy was made possible as the form of
capitalist rule in the more advanced and wealthy capitalist countries
because of the advances of capitalism, because of the increasing
wealth of the nation, by the ability of capitalism to buy off, to cor-
rupt the middle classes and the lasbor aristocracy, and thus to moderat:
and attenuate the class struggle. Bourgeols democracy has certain
definable and easily recognizable featuress parllamentarism, more or
less free elections, accompanicd by the traditional bourgeols rights:
freedom of press, spesch, assembly, etce With the economic docline
of Europe after the last war, bourgeols democracy likewise declined,
It was virtually wiped out throughout Eastern Europe. As for Western
Europe, the class struggle came to a breaking point in Italy immediate-
ly aftor the war and the question was sharply poseds either fascism
or socialiem, With the inability of the working class partles to lead
the revolutionary struggle forward to the conquest of power, the bour-
geols-democratic regimes quickly gave way to the fascist dlictatorship
of Mussolini. Bourgeols democracy was ground to dust between the
forces of the sharpening class struggle. Ten years later the same
process took place in Gormany. And even France, the victor of Ver-
sallles, possessor of a great colonlsl empire, even victorious France
reached a blind alley. The class strugegle between the two fundamental
classes grew so acute that even before the disastrous plunge into the
maelstrom of the second World War, bourgeols democracy gave way to one
Semi-Bonapartist regime after another followed ia the end by the im-
position of the senile Bonapartist dictatorship of Petain propped up
by the Nazi bayonets. Bourgcois democracy was not simply destroyed
in France by military intervention from without. It was decaying and
falling apart because of the unsolvable crisis of French capitalism
and the sharpening class struggles from within.

Such was the history of Europe between the two world wars,
Today thc European masses, who have gone through five years of devasta-
tion and slaughter, are in a furiously revoluticnary mood. Throughout
Europe! The masscs arec entering the political arena as an independent
force. Capitalism in Europe is so shaken, so weak, decreplt and com-
promised, so bankrupt, that with ite own forces it is unable to preo-
serve its rule, to rehanlilitate 1ts powsr. For five years capitalism
in Europe has besn progped up by the bayonets of Nazl imperialism,
Today, if Europesn capivalism is to preserve its rule, it must be
propped up by the bayonets of Anglo-American lmperiallsm,

The masses in Italy and now in France, and sg 4% will be

throughout Europe, guickly brushed agide tho-ocepdstliset and libaral
parties and gave the support to the o 3 cel.ng 58 O oo TK-
ing~class e masses support the Sccial-Democrats and Stalinists

not because the Socilal-Democrats and Stalinists are betrayers, but
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because the masses mistakenly bellieve that these parties will lead
them faward in the struggle for socialism, for communisme Just the
other day we had a first-hand report from Italy. We were informed
that everybody must talk for socialism in Italy today 1f they wish to
get a hearing from the workers. We can put it down as a definite
fact; the workers of Europe want a declsive revolutionary change.
But the workers are not alone. Fasclsm, which for a while attracted
and hypnotized the middle classes, exposed itself after a brief
period as simply the bloody tool of decaying monopoly capitalism.
Fascism, the last bulwark of capitalism, has pauperized and disillu.-
sioned one section of the population after the other. Today the
peasantry and great sections of the urban petty-bourgeolsie follow .
the lead of the working class in seceking a revolutionary road out

of the madhouse of caritalict war, starvation and death,

I have read and heard it bruited about that there 1s going to
be a tremendous revival of democratic 1lluslons among the masses
because the younger generation has not gone through the school of
parliamentarism, that it must first go through this "body of exper-
jence"™ until 1t i1s able to shed democratic illusions. What a pathet-
ic schoolboy schemal What inability to understand the meaning of
. events and to sense the mood, the aspirations, the feellngs of the

masses. The Russian masses, ag wo e8ll know, had far fewer democratic
llusions 1in n_digd n masses who ha arlia-
. et the Russian wor ! any
ext ve par 0 Titical consclousness of the
ussian masses was conditioned by their experiences, by the blind
alley in which the Russian autocracy thrust the masses, by the fact
that the bourgeoisie and the landlords hed disgraced themselves by
their support of the bloody Czarist dictatorship. The Russian masses
were forced, because of the intolerable situation, to seek for bold
and revolutlonary solutions and to support the boldest and most in-
transigeant, the most extreme of the left-wing parties. A similar
process 1is taking Elace in Europe today. The capitalists have dis-
graced themselves by collaborating with Hitler and will today furthcr
disgrace themselves by their collaboration with the Anglo-American
imperialists. The European masses are finding tho situation intoler-
ablee The vory conditions of thelr existence are forecing thsm to
scek for bold revolutionary solutlions out of the death crisis into
which European canitalism has thrust them. It is interesting in thic
connection to recalll the profcund analys’s of the consciousness of
the Furopcen masses made by Trossky in his 1940 Manifesto, ™eoday
almost noihing remalins of the dcmocratic and pacifist 1llusions
The peoples are suffering the precsent war without any longsr believ-
ing in it, without expecting any more from it than new chains, This
applies also to the totalitarian states. The older generation of
the wcrkers who bore on their backs the burden of the firct impevicl-
ist war and who have not forgotten its lessons are still far from
eliminated from the arcnce. In the ycars of the next to the oldest
goneration which went to school during wartime the falsc slogans of
patriotism and pacifism are still ringing. The incstimable oxperienc:
of these strata who are now crushed by thc weight of the war machine
will reveal itself in full force when the war compels the tolling
mas=es to come out openly against the governments."




- 21 =

And even more decisive than this analysis, than this predio-
tion, if you will, are the events themselves which are now taking
place before our very eyes. Even the least perspicaclous of the

e
WWW° They have many 1llusione
o be sure. They do not yet support the parties of the Fourth Inter-
national. But their ullusions, if correctly analyzed, concretized
and properly broken down, are found to be not at all those plctured
by Morrow. The masses have very little illusions about the bourgeolsie,
They do not have too many illusions that they can solve their problems
within the confines of the capitalist system. Even the 1llusions con-
cerning the Allies are a more or less transient affalr and will quickl;
give way before the realities of the situation. We saw that in Italy.
A year ago the Itallan masses of the South undoubtedly greeted the
Allies with great enthusiasm and hopee In the courss of a few months
this enthusiasm was converted to hatred and deadly opposition. So 1t
will be in France on the morrow, S£o it will be throughout Europe.

The %reatest 1llusions of the masses, if this question is
properly analy , 18 found to be ¢ K f, their trust, in the
‘Socisl-Democratic and Stalinist le : m“f['hey
do no rstan nter-revolutionary role of these scoun-
drels. A great dynamic process is taking place in the revolutionary
education of the masses, and 1in this first perliod it 1s probably
strengthening Stalinist influence. While small sections of the most
advanced workors may be recoiling before the treachery of these mis-
leaders, millions of masses, first entering the political arena, seel-
ing a way out of the death crisis of capitalism, naturally throw their
support behind the parties which in their minds have stood tradition-
ally for socialism, for communism, That is why the etruggle to help
the masses overcome thelr illusicns is, in one of its most important
aspeccts, the struggle to expose Stalinism and destroy its influence.

There 1s no questicn at all that Europe today is a red--hot
cauldron of revolution., Everyone admits it, Into this secthing caildron
is now entering the new imperialist ovorlord ~- Amecrican imperiallsme
This unbridled imperialist power, which aims to make Wall Street the
center of world tribute, which seeks to cstablish 1ts hegemony over
all the continents and all the roas, must now strangle the European
revolution and prop up decaying capitaiism if 1% is to reelize its
Imperial program. I see in this connection that Morrow objects to our
characterizing American impsrialism as cqually predatory to Nazi
imperialism. The objection is not well taken,

German imperialism, which oemergcd so late on the world scens,
which was starving for resources and colonies, attempted to unite all
of Europe around the highly organized German industry. But the unifi-
cation of Europe is a task which capitalism 1s unable to accomplish,
Fisler, despita his military might, copuld only bring havoc to the con-
tinent, could only further ruln its economy, enslave its masses and
turn the continent into a prison house, American imperlialism, whioch
is not a Europesn power, and whosec empire lies outside of Europe, alms
not to unify the continent, but to dismember it and to keep 1t dis-
membercd. Wall Street wants not the rebuyilding of European economy,

it to render ‘mrossible its revivel as a competitor, Wall Street's
program of dismemberment, despolliation and plunder can only deepen
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Europe's ruin. Allied rule over Europe spells thus not the mitigation,
but the aggravation of Europe's catastrophic crisis. The least you
can say sbout American imperlalism, whether on a long-term or a short-
term basis, is that it 1s as predatory as Nazi imperialism..

The study of the role, the motive forces, the aims and the
program of American imperialism, shows you why the political program
of Wall Street calls and must call for military occupation, for polic-
ing of Europe for ten, twenty, or as the late unlamentod Knox proposed, '
for one hundred years, This study makes clear why American imperialis:
must seek to refurbish the decrepit monarchies, why they must sesk to

bulld up the prestige and power of the Vatican, why they must elevate
" a_lot of monarchic and fascist generals to the seats of power, why
tﬁey must prop up police military dictatorships., This political pro-
gram 1s not something accidental or arbitrary, It is the necessary
program for American imperialism, the only program to realize its
economic, its imperialist alms, the only method by which they can put
over their predatory and savage program to keep Europe prostrate,
~helpless and subservient to American imperialism,.

On the basis of this rounded analysis, not only of the general .
historic decline and decay of European capitalism, but of the specific
stage in this process of decay, we affirms bourgeoils democracy is

outlived in Europe today. Bourgeols democracy is, 1 le with
t b1 apitallism in E f it was poselble
for American imperialism to stabi "European capitalism after the

last war by loans on the basis of a bourgeois-democratic regime in
Germany, then today American imperialism sees as its only program the
dismemberment and destruction of Germany as an economic power and the
preservation of capitalism with its own bayonets propping up dictator-
ial regimes, -

Naturally we Marxists undorstand that economics do not auto-
matically determine politics. The bourgeoisie, the Anglo~Ameriean
imperialists, will prastice all kinds of trickery, of deception, to
sidetrack the revolutionary anger of the masses, to strangle the revo-
lution, to save their rule. Our resolutions call specific attention
to the fact that when the sweep of the revolution threatens their rule,
the imperialists and their native accomplices will push forward the
Social-Democratic and Stalinist agents and, if nscessary, will even
set up bourgocois-democratic regimes for the purpose of disarming and
strangling the workers' revolution., But we also point out that these
regimes, by their very nature, can only be.interim regimes =~ transi-
tion regimes, very unstable, very short-lived., Society cannot exist
very long on the basis of a filerce class struggle, of an uncompleted
revolution, of a split, A new equilibrium must bc established. Theseo
interim regimes must either give way to the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat or to the savage military dictatorship of the capitalist
counter-revolution. There is no third road,

Now what is Morrow's objection to this perspective, which is
the logical, the necessary link in tho perspective on Europe held by
our movement from its first days. What is Morrow's position? The
final conclusion you must arrive at, desplte all of his back~tracking
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and -doubletalk, 1s that Morrow anticipates the revival of bourgeois-
democracy in Europe for a period of time. Reminding himself that for
this extraordinary thesis he must provide proof, he must provide a
foundation, Morrow proceeds to give us an appreciation of the differ-
ences of program between American and Nazi imperialism, how American
imperialism is not as predatory as the German variety. Now I am not
making any of this up out of my head; I am reading it right out of
Morrow's article in the internal bulletins "I'he short-term perspective
is that American imperialism will provide food and economic aild to
Europe and will thus for a time appoar before the European masses in a
very different guise than German imperialism. . « Unlike Nazi occupa-
tion American occupation will be followed by an improvement in food
supplies and in the economic situation generally."™ Morrow, then warm-
ing up to his theme, tells usy "Where the Nazis removed factory
machinery and transportation equipment, the Amoricans will bring them
ins These economlic contrasts, which of course flow entirely from the
contrast between the limlted resources of German capitalism and the far
more ample resources still possessed by Americen capitalism cannot fail
for a time to have political consequences,"

Thus we have a more or less roundéd thesis for the revival,
from however a short-term point of view, of European capitalism and
for the improvement, however temporary, of the standard of living.

If that were true, there would exist, of course, some solid justifica-
tion for the i1dea that 1llusions would revive among the European masses
concerning the role of American imperialism and that on some basis,
however low, bourgeois-democracy could be revived for a ti But

thig perspective has nothing in‘gggg%g_ﬂigg_gxn%ir§eali It Ts
quite clear that Morrow HIfizsIT T§ tThe victim o lusions abagut
wwmmmm%us
purposes, 8 programs Apparently he took for good coin some of the
stories floating around about bullding TVA's on the Danube. For the
benefit of any comrades not clear on this matter, we literally piled
up the statistics in our rgcsolution of the resylts of one of
Allied rule in Italygf’if~%; unnecessary to go over afE this gafa
agalTs adds growing starvation, disease, unemployment, a
monstrous rising of the death rate, the worsening of the crisis. And
Allied trestment of Italy will appear as beneficent, compared to their
rule of Germanye Yet 1t is on this flimsy economic foundation, and
only on this foundation, that the theory of the revival of bourgeois
democracy in devastated and ruined Europe, rests. Without 1t, it
falls to the ground of its own weight.

Now I am told that some people are going around informing
the comrades that the proof of Morrow's theory of bourseois democracy
can be found in the Bonoml and de Gaulle regimes, that we already have
bourgeols democracy in Europe today, or reasonable facsimiles thereof.
This kind of talk only demonstrates how deep is the confusion and how
necessary it is to remind some comrades again of the fundamentals, of
some of the ABC's of our program, of our doctrine. I described before
the historical origins of bourgeois democracy and what a bourgeois-
democratlic regime i1s. I told you that a number of i1ts features in-
cluded free elections, govermment by elected parliament, various bour-

eols-democratic rights, etc.,etce What 1is thg S hing that hits
. he eve when 0 ang lyze he zhele 0

| of regime -~ sovereignty.

“Power rests in the hands of
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the foreign conqueror. The very first democratic right is lacking «-
the right of the Italian and French people to determine their own

fate. §@ggnglx‘_E%g_g%giggggdgng_gggggégéggi There is no parliament
and there are no electionss These gove nts "ruleMby decree. Is 1t
necessary to argue that governments which "rule"™ by autherity of the
military forces of the foreign conqueror, whose troops are stationed
in your country; govermments which are hand-picked, govermments which

"rule"™ by decree, with no parliament and no electlions, is it necessar
to argue that those are facades of a military dictatorship?

We are told that some decocratic rights exist both in Franee
and Italy. To be sure, These rights have been grabbed up by the
masses in the course of the struggle, they attest to the rising class
struggle in Italy and France but do not prove the democratic characte:
&f the Bonomi or de Gaulle regimes, Even under blood-thirsty Czarism,
the Boleheviks were able to publish for a time a legal dally newspaper
There existed, for a time, a consultatlve parliament with elected
deputies., Up until the world war the Bolsheviks, as well as the
Menshsviks and Social-Revolutlonaries, sent their deputlies to this
assembly. The argument that de Gaulle's demooracy 1s revealed by the
fact that he rests on the left-wing organizations is equally unimpres.

sive, wwwn between
the two coggliotigﬁ forces of sog etx.

Ien't de Gaulle, however, evolving in the direction of a
bourgeois-democratic regime? The whole manner in which this 1s posed
is false. It 1s not our business to indulge in 1dle speculation. Ve
know that de Caulle, that the European capitalists, that the American
imperialists, will grudgingly grant this or that democratic right or
even, if necessary, set up a full-blowh democratic regime 1f the sweef
of the revolution rises to great heights and they fear for thelr
existence, ..any othor regipes

Pay : 8, I repeat
not our business to indulge . dle spaculat t 1s our business
to expose the treacherous maneuvers of de Gaullee. It is our business
to teach the masses that every concession de Gaulle or the Allles arc
forced to grant hae the sole purpose of sidetracking the struggle,
lulling their revolutionary vigilance in order to gain time to organ-
ize the forces of the counter-revolution for a definitive settlesmont
wlth the wo S s to lose ou

TOpo n and falsely paint up de Gaulle's reglire as democratic
because of every episodic concession won as a by-prcduct of the revo-

lutionary struggle, but to uhiliza_all.annggﬁggggggggL enetpate more
deeply Jlnto the nn;kgx:mgss; to further heighten their class consclou
nese, to expose the fact t all concessions are transitory, that al
promises of irprovement are lies, that outside of the destruction of
capitalism and the establishment of the Soviet power, there 1s no

\QEEZEtion for Europe and its peoples-

The perniciousness of this theory of the renascence (with
whatever qualifications are attached) of bourgeols democracy is
clearly revealed in the two questions I have just discussecd. This
theory has so disorientated and eomfused its proponents, has so
thrown them off the track, that in the first instance they proceeded
to paint up American imperialism and even altered the Facts to sult
the exigencies of thelr false perspectives In the second instance,



they proceeded to paint up the thinly véiled military dictatorships
imposed on the people of Italy and France ag beoumgeoie—demeers
y close to 1% he imperialists have
ccedlod beyond their. ¥ dream8. By covering up their military
dictatorship with a little -~ and very little -- domocratic veneer,
they succeedcd 1in fooling even a few Trotskylsts 0 annot figh
demogrs s long pu_yoursolf have theg The job of the Trotsk;
“Tsts 1s not to accept for good coln, the fraudulent democratic facadcs
"that cover the military dictatorsnips. The job of the Trotskyists 1s
to expose this facade and show how behlnd i1t stands the military force
of the conqueror who donles to the people thelr right to select govern-
ments of thelr own choosing; to show that the shadow regime 1s sub-
servient to the conqueror, rropped up by Anglo-American imperiallsm
which aims not to liberate, but to oppress,

This false perspective of Morrow has a further implication 1if
it 18 really drawn to its logical end, If American imperialism has
such inexhaustible powers that 1t can, as he thinks, improve the
standard of 1living in Europe, then of course there exists a certain
basis, on however low a foundation, for the establlehment of bourgeols.
democracy in the immedilate period ahead. From that we must assume
the softening of class confllcts for a perlod, that the class strug-

gle will be very larpely refracted through the parliamentary struggle,
that for a time the panllgmﬂnharxm32ﬁnammlllmdom1nateﬁgggﬂgggga.xégf*
that were trug,We Wwould have to revise our conception T American
impexrdallsme— f coupge the Trotsk h,§£z§¥%¥£~22¥lﬂ_h&¥ﬂ-ho
aQg5Qg;ihammnnﬁfg§§55§§§_ggg_pon tions -~- con ons for a while of
slow, painful growth, propaganda, election campalgns, etc., atc.
Morrow apparently draws back and cannot get himsslf to enunci-
ate this perspective in clear-cut fashion. Desplte all the vaporings
and demands to provide the European masses with a blueprint, he really
does not coms to grips with what tasks confront the Trotskylst move-
ment, if this theory of the renascence of bourgeois democracy (with
whatever qualifications) 1s correct; except to mouth a little bit abou
democratic demands. But this whole question 1s far broader, deeper,
far more profound than that. That 1s why so many comrades have exper-
lenced a feeling of dissatisfaction, of frustration, in studying the
Morrow documents. Many ask the questions What 1s his real criticism;
1t cannot be the affirmation that democratic demands must be employed

in the struggle to rally the masses for revolutionary action., That is
‘ : is no point in_ g

I7Tcd first. Once we are
. clear on the perspective, the tasks of the Trotskylst movement will
fall into thelr rigntful and propcr place.

While I am on the subject of democratic demands, let me ask
thiss Why all this agitation suddenly on democratic demands? Why
this insistence to involve our party in this totally artificial debates
We accused Morrow at the Plenum of wanting a blueprint, of trying to
draw up a concrete program of actlon and set of demands for the Euro-
~pean proletariat, Here is Morrow's answer to our accusation as given
in his speech to the Plenum: (Bulletin #4, pp. 23 and 24) "By a
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blueprint is meant an unwarranted attempt to anticipate what concrete
sltuations our European comrades will be faced with, which democratic
demands our European comrades should raise at various conjunctures
and in what sequence they should raise them. . o Frank said for the
Sub-committee that they don't want a blueprint. Neither do I, Their
ob jection is not well taken. Frank said, what 1s true enough, that
the sequence and forulation of democratic demands are things which
will have to be left to our European comrades to work out in the

heat of battle as they =sense the mood of the masses. True enough,
but irrlevant to my points on democratic demands. For my points do
not at all attempt to anticipate which democratic demands and in what
sequence they should raise them, but I simply indicate why the METHOD
of democratic and transitional demands will have to be employed undsr
the general conditions which are likely to prevall in Europe in the
next immediate period.® If that is what Morrow wanted -- an affirma-
tion of the method of fighting for democratic as well as transitional
demands, in order to mobilize tho masses «- he has got it. This is
incorporated in the Plenum resolution, and we have included a section
on 1t in the convention resclution. The clamor for and around and
about democratic demands, however, has not ceased, but seems to be
growing more insistent, ‘

Today Logan comes forward, spcaking presumably for the Morrow
position, and presents us with a demand not onlz for the "method" of
democratic and transitional demands (a strange “"demand™ to be put to
our party in 1944) but with a full-fledged program of action, a
veritable blueprint, -- with slogans and all -- just how the French,
Jtallan, German and other Trotskyists can win over the masses and
make the revolutione. Of course, eviry expcrienced comrade will
simply laugh such blueprints out of court. The attempt 1s ludicrouse.
Slogans, especlally if we are speaking of democratic, eplsodic slo-
gans, depend by their nature on the consciousness, the mood of the
masses, the flow and tempo of the cla2s strugsle, the relationship
of forces, That is what determines which slogan is put forward as
against another ~ne. That is what determines exactly how the slogan
18 advanccd., OSometimes events alter sharply overnight and the slogan
of yesterday must be withdrawn and a new onc substituted in 1ts place.
What particular slogans to push, to agitate for at a given time, what
slogans take precederice over the next «- these are all questions which
can be detormined fully only by the people involved 1n thec struggle
who have the necessary informatlon, can gauge the scntiment of the
masses and understand tha rclationship of the forces that obtain.
This question of slogans and demands and immediate programs of action
cannot be decided by the American party, much less incorporated by
us in resolution form, becausc we do not have adequate information.

Moreover, we are writing a resolution on the European revolu-
tion. We we would attempt to slocancer and writc blueprints, wo

would have to write separate programs of action for a half dozen or a
dozen different countries. Becausc we know that revolutionary develor
ments do not proceed uniformly, that the conditions, tempo of d&velopment,
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mood of the masses, vary from country to country.

The whole concept of inaugurating a big debate in the United
States on which particular democratic slogans our Italian or French
co-thinkers should stress, and what weight this or that slogan is to
have in their agitation -- that whole concept is false to the bottom
and only reveals the presumption, as well as the purely literary
approach, of 1ts authors.

In striving to say something new and original on the question
of tactics, Logan propounds to us yet another riddle. (We remember
only too well the riddle school of politics and politicians)e. He
writes:; "“The draft resolution speaks of possible bourgeois-democratic
regimes in Europe as 'a brief episode in the unfoldment of the revo-
lutionary struggle' (point 77)e This is incontestably true if we
call 'brief! interludes that may last from a few months to a few
years, but from this indisputable fact the draft resolution draws a
wrong conclusion; namely, that such regimes do not deserve much
attention. As a matter of fact they deserve Just six lines of the
draft resolution. «..It is precisely during such episodes that the
most numerous and important problems of tactics arises That is why
a resolution of the national convention of the SWP should devote
more than six lines to theme To limit our attention toward such
'episodes! under the pretext that they are 'brief', of a 'transition-
al' character, mere exceptions in a general 'pattern', 1s utter
pedantism.®

(We pass over the thoroughly dishonest statement that we draw
the conclusion “that such regimes do not deserve much attention."
Of course we have never sald that or implied that. This is simply
an example of dishones ion which we in our movement do

P
What our comrades are inter-
_bas 1t Doan-serrectly gnd adequately dealt withe

Now let us sees The classic example of how to win the masses
to the banner of the revolutionary party snd how to lead them forward
in the struggle for power 1s the activity of Lenin and the Bolshevilks
in the 1917 revolution. Trotsky has exhaustively described and
analyzed this whole process in his monumental work The History of the
Russign Revolution, Our program is built on the program, strategy
and tactice of the October revolution. This whole question has been
further enriched by the experiences of the past twenty-five years,
the Chinese revolution, the Spanish revolution, the events in Germany,
France and elsewhers. Our tasks are further clarified by the elab- )
orate and thorough-going foundation program of the Fourth Internstion-
al -~ the program of transitional demands -~ that 1s, the tactlecal
program of how to mobilize the masses for revolutionary struggle, the
slogans to be employed to win the masses to the banner of the Fourth
International in this epoch. For years we have been preparing our-
selves for the present revolutionary developments, Today, we know,
Europe 18 in a revolutionary ferment,

in 8iX or sixty lines in a resolution.
ested in is:

The job, we would imagine, is to take this rounded program
and ag%lx 1t. This 18 a strange time to attempt to invent something
new, What should the European Trotskyists do to mobilize the masses
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for revolutionary action, whether today in the first stage of the
European revolution, or {ater when the class struggle rises to

higher ground and possibly interim bourgeois-democratic regimes are
set up? Our resolution points out the program and tactics in a
broad, general way which our Buropean co-thinkers will have to employ.
As for 1lmmediate tactics, what immediate slogan to push forward, etc.,
our resolution saye something on this matter also; “Only through the
struggle and in the struggle will the Italian revolutionary party
grow, learn how to lead the masses and how to conquer. There are

no blueprints on how to make a revolution, We do have, however, the
program and tactics which brought victory to the Russian revolution,
These need to be mastered and correctly applied. What is necessary
now is to organize the party and plunge into the battlel"

What different, what new magic prescription do you want to
offer? Apparently Morrow and Logan want to say something new, some=-
thing very original and profound in this sphere. What, they are not
sure themselves. There are no cookbooks, however, there are no blue-
prints on how to mobilize the massee or how to make the revolution.
In edsence this represents the science and the art of Bolshevik
leaderships We have the program and the tactics which brought vic-
tory once and can bring victory againe We must only laarn to apply
them to the concrete situations correctlys And as the great poet
Keats wrotes ™That's all you know and all you nced to know."

Here we can repaat the advice of Trotsky at the time of the
cruclal events in France in 1938, in his article “The Decisive Hour
in France": -

™e have not the least intention of offering from afar coun-
sel on tactics to our French friends who find themselves on the scene
of action and who can feel much better than we the pulse of the
masses., Nevertheless, for all rcvolutionary Marxists it is now

more than ever evident that the only scrious and definitive measure
for drawing a balance of the foreces, among them the willlingness of
the masses to struggle, 1s action. Pitiless criticism of the Second
and of the Third Internationals has no revolutionary value except to
the extent that 1t aids in mobilizing the advance guard for direct
intervention in the events, The furdamental slogans for the mobil-
ization are given in the program of the Fourth International, which
has in the present period a more timely charactor in France than in
any other country. On our French comrades there rests an immenss
political responsibility. To aid the French section of tho Fourth
International with all our forces and with all our means, moral and
material, is the most important and most imperious duty of the
{3§g§national revolutionary vanguard." (Coyoacan De F., Lecember 14,

The attempt to create a thoroughly artificial and uncolled-
for debate over democratic slogans, the attompt in a thoroughly
unwarranted menner to magnify their proper importance in our full
program and constantly push them to the forefront as a kind of
panacea designed to solve every problem and overcome every diffi-
culty, stems from the completely one-s8lded, tendentious, arbitrary
and therefore thoroughly false theory that ultra-leftism represents
the main danger in the Fourth Internaticnal todayes Morrow tclls
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us (Bulletin No., 4, page 5) ™'he main danger within the Fourth Inter-
national appears te me to lie in the direction of ultra-leftism.™

And of course, as everyone knows, ultra-leftists are opposed to fight-
ing for democratic demands. That 1is why "it is necessary,™ according
to Morrow, "to emphasize and underline the role of democratic demands.'

What 18 the proof for this amazing theory that in the period
of revolutionary upsurge the main danger is ultra-leftism? It is
laughable to even talk about it. Proof number one is historical.
Accordin§ to Morrow, ®the rich lessons of the first years after the
last war® reveal the fact that ™the young parties of the Comintern
suffered primarilx not from opportunism but from ultra-leftiesm." And:
we are told that “"the same phenomenon is far more likely to confront
the Fourth International at the end of this war.™ History does not
.confirm this fantastic theory. As a general proposition it is far
more correct to say that in the periog of revolutionary rise the main
danger comes from the opportunist direction. Consider Lenin's own
party. In 1917, before Eenin's arrival, virtually the whole Central
Committee of the Bolshevik party approved the policy of conciliaetion-
ism with Menshevism, and only by Lenin's own timely and energetic
intervention was the crisis solved and the helm turned toward a correec:
revolutionary course. A few months later Trotsky was defeated in the
Bolshevik fraction on his and Lenin's policy of boycotting the pre-
parliament, which caused another minor crisis in the Bolshevik ranks.
And then, on the very eve of the revolution, the Bolshevik party was
thrown into a new terrible crisis by the crackuyp of Zinoviev and
Kamenev under the pressure of bourgeois public opinion. The 1919
revolution in Hungary was defeated in part because of Bela Kun's
policy of congiliation with the Eoclal-Democrats. The young Italian
party was unprepared for the critical events of 1920 because the
Serratl leadership refused to break with and purge the party of its
incorrigible opportunist wing. We can, as a matter of fact, sum up
the first years of the Comintern by stating that this period was
devoted to a fight for the 21 demands, the fight to purge the parties
of opportunist elements and destroy the opportunist tendencies. It
was only at the Third Congress of the Comintern, after the first wave
of the revolutionary tide had already passed, that the struggle was
first launched against the ultra-leftist denger,

Proof number two consists of an “analysis™ of the situation
inside the Fourth International today. And here agaln we are treated
to a one~sided analysis with the facts arbitrarily selected to fit a
pre-concelved theory. We are informed of "the consistenly ultra-
leftist course of our official British section and its consequent
deterioration.™ And from this evidence the sweeping conclusion is
drawn: ™“Thus the present evidence is that within the International
the danger of ultra-leftism is far more likely than the danger of
opportunism.® Hoy is it, in discussing England, that less than one-
half of the situation is described? Why is there no attempt, if -
England 1s to be discussed, to discuss the whole English problem as
far as the British Trotskyist movement is concerned? As a matter of
fact, the more important half of the information has been left out =--
the fact that the old WIL leadership, for a number of years resisted
international discipline and manifested tralts of nationalistic exclu-
siveness. Today the ultra-leftists represent a truly insignificant
tendency inside the fused party. The main problems of the British



Trotskyist movement 1lie in an entirely different direction.

We are further aware that a group of European comrades sub-
mitted to the Fourth International and still support the “Three
Theses"™ (published in the December 1942 F.I.), a thoroughly oppor-
tunist, revisionist as well as liquidationist document. Our Cuban
section has just recently been guilty of what is, in our Judgment,
an opportunist error, when it supported, even though critically,
Grau San Martin in the recent presidential elections in that country,
etc., etc,

To make any definitive judgments today on the varying tenden=-
cles witnin the Fourth Internationsal is distinctly premature. And in
any case 1t will never be made in the flippant, irresponsible and
one-slded manner attempted by Morrow,

We have always been taught that as a general rule the main den-
ger comes from the opportunist direction in the period of revolution-
ary rises Trotesky established in his "™Lessons of October™ that in
every revolutionary crisis, bourgeois public opinion beats down upon
the proletarian party and creates a crisis inside the central leade
ship 1tself. This, said Trotsky, is an historlc law,

The question at hand, however, raised by Morrow, stands on
somewhat different ground. When someone proposes that we write a
resolution or devote a section of a resolution exorcising a deviation-
ist tendency, then 1t 1s not permissible to confine oneself to general.
ities. One is obliged to tell us where ir the danger, what groups or
individuals represent it, how have the tendencies manifested them-
solves, We stand ready at all times to fight real dangers, whether
from the left or the right. We will not launch a strugegle, however,
against dangers that have not yet arisen, but which somebody simply
conjures up out of thin air, based on a misreading of the history of
the Comintern and a one-sided snalysis of the parties of the Fourth
International. '

Proceeding from our pecrepective on the death agony of capitale
ism in Europe, on the predatory counfter-revolutionary and tyrannical
role of American imperialism, on the cloarly rcvolutionary mood which
pervades the masscs of Europe and the fact that the European revolu-
tlon has begun, woe are steering thg gourse toward building Trotskyist

arties in the vﬁ—mrm%r;f‘"%g MW |
5EFUggI5"TE"ﬁﬁt“ﬁﬁgﬁf"fﬁfﬁﬁ'ﬁﬂffghed, nor primarily refracted through
parliamentary channels., We know the very contrary is true, The clasc
strugegle is growing more fierce. And in the period of revolutionary
rise, basing ourselves on the lessons of the October revolution, we
stress first and foremost to our European co-thinkers the necessity of
unfurling our full banner and stepping forth before the.masses as the
intransigeant fighters for the eoclalist revolution, for working class
internationalism, for the Socialist United States of Europe. We ster

forth as the most indefatigable builders of the soviets and the bold-
est fighters for the soviet power: Our transitional program is not cf
& propagandistic character now, but is invested with immediate burnins
importance in Europe today. Many of the slogans will unquestionably
become slogans of the day and will be taken up by the masses., And of
course, of course, the Trotskyists, who aim to be not only propagand-~
1sts or agitators, but lcaders of mass action, will ussue at every
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turn of the struggle those neceseary sharp fighting slogans of an
immediate character dictated by the moods of the masses and the needs
of the day. - )

For us 1t is not g guestiop of ggeculating whether the process
will tdce months or years, That will be declded onliy - the struggle
and b 1. 1 ) not view the Kuropean revolutIon as one

gantic apoca ¢ event, which with one smashing blow will Finish

with capitalism, The European revolution will probably be a more or
less long drawn-out process with many initial setbacks, reteats and
even defeats., We know full well the military might of American imper-
l1alism and what treachery 1ts Stalinist and Social-Democratic agents
are capable of. We know all their counter-revolutionry designs., We
know they aim to drown the German revolution in its own blood and that
they are already proceeding to draw a Cordon Sanitaire around the’
Germen nation. But more decisive than their schemes and plots and
grandiose plans 18 the disintegration of capitalism, the melting away
of i1ts reserves. Once the inexhaustible power of the proletariat is
unleashed, once the proletariat creates a Bolshevik leadership, it
will prove mightier then all the foul conspiracies, than all the
military prowess of the imperialists, and it will emerge triumpant

in the end. '

s



- 32 -
LETTER FROM CASSIDY

The membership is scarcely encouraged to read the Plenum docu-
ments when it finds them preceded by a Political Committee foreword
arguing that the documents are not worth studying. Publishing them
"only as a concession to Morrow" the Political Committee denies they
will help educate the membership., Moreover, they “will confuse more
than clarify by cluttering up the discussion with preliminary and ten-
tative documents. o o

There are a numbér of very specific reasons for giving the mem-
bership the documents, Let me indicate some:

le The Political Committee's foreword outlinss the usual tech-
nical procedure by which the National Committee proceeds from prelimi-
- nary drafts to a final resolution, and then blandly asks: "What polit-
ical purpose can be served by 1nsist1ng upon all drafts as well as the
final resolution?® As if this case were a mere matter of preliminary
drafts discarded in favor of a final one unanimously considered better
than the previous drafts! But among these "preliminary drafts" are
the Morrow-Morrison amendments which were not considered by thelr sup-
porters to have been superseded by a better resolution. Moreover,
Morrow never accepted the final resolution, but wanted to take the
issue to the membership immediately after the Plenum (more accurately,
as soon a8 he recovered from an operation and was able to read the fi-
nal resolution which a subcommittee i ssued after the Plenum). In a
word, this 18 not a question of "preliminary™ drafts but of opposing
viewpoints, a political dispute of the Plenum which can be understood
intelll enﬁly by the membership only if i1t studles the Plenum docu-
ments, Including my Plenum speechs

2, This Plenum dispute still continuess I understand that the
Politicel Committee is presonting to the convention a resolution sub-
stantially 1like its Plenum rcsolution; certainly the Political Commit-
tee has not informcd me that we are ncarcr agreement, From the Mili-
tant and the Fourth International it 1is all too clear to me that at
least the dispute on democratic and transitional slogans remains unre-
eolved., Hence I am sure the member who studies the documents will find
extremely 1lluminating the origins of this disputes In particular
(a) That the Political Comm ee's original resolution contained not
one word about democratic and transitional demands. (b) That when this

ndamental omission was attacked by Morrow and Morrison, the subcom-
mittee offered as an amendment a quotation from the 1938 Fourth Inter-
national Program about the relation of democratic and transitional
slogans to fundamental programe. (¢) When Morrow and Morrison argued
that a 1938 quotation of that character was no substitute for a 1943
estimation of the need for democratic and transitional demands, the
Political Committeo's subcommittee introduced a few of Morrow-
Morrison's sentences on this question into the final resolution. In
Morrow's document to the N.C. of Decembor 1943, he tried to show that
the fow added sentences did not change the essence of the false met hod-
ological approach of the resolution to democratic and transitional de-
mands. How can the membership understand this important dispute with-
out the documents which record it.

Se¢ ¥Finally, the Political Committee's own foreword tells the
member that the very same documents which won't educate him neverthe-
.less did, says the Political Committes, scrve to educate the.N.C, mem-
bersl The latter, says the foreword, spcaking in particular of the
PeC.'s subcommittee, “"are to be commended rather than condemned for
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showing that they had the capaclity to learn from the debate of the

full Plenum." By all means, let us commend them for what they learned,
But please, explain, 1f you can, why the membership should not also be
given the same opportunity to learn from the Plenum documents, instead
of being forewarned against them? If P.C. members fell into errors,
fsn't 1t likely that some members might fall into the same errors, and
that they might learn something from seeing the errors and corrections
as they appear in the original documents? For example, Comrades Varde,
Frank, and others, in the first two days of the Plenum pronounced the
differences to be mothing less than “programmatic™, "different per- -
spectives for the époch™ and hence "1rreconcilableﬁ but dropped these
views, at any rate became silent about them, when Comrade Cannon fin-
ally found out the differences were not programmatic, etc. If, in the
course of the Plenum N.C, comrades like Warde and Frank could change
their views so considerably, certainly the membership should have the
opportunity to glean a little from the Plenum documents,

Were the Political Committee to extend hereafter to other sim-
i1lar dituations its present objsetions to publishing the Plenum docu-
mente, one would then have to conclude that there are two opposing
conceptions of the relation of the NeC. to the party, This is not at
all a “"Charge of supprossing documents™ which the Political Commit-
tee's foreword superfluously refutes in advance. It is, rather, a
question of the Political Committee's attitude toward the membershipe. ,

I wanted these documsents to go to the memdbership immediately
after the Plenum. The Political Committee argued against me that the
documents should not go to the membership during the time the princi-
pals to the dispute would be in prison -- an argument which, 1f ser-
jously held to, should have led the Political Committee now, too, to
refuse my demand for their publicatione That argument carried no
woelight with me because I consider the membership quite capable of dis-
cussing the international question in the abscnce of the principals to
the dispute, :

The Political Committee's present argument against publishing
the Plenum documents indicates a general attitude of oponing to the
membership's gaze the door of the N,Ce only for the display of the
NoCo's final work on a political question. Lest someonse insist on
misunderstanding, I do not mean that tone N.C, should think aloud and
take its proliminary debates before the membership. I mean that when
the NeC. does conclude its decbate on an important political question,
the membership has a right to -- and needs for its educatlion -- not
only the final document but also the documents, or a summary of them,
which will show the memborship how the N.Cs arrived at 1its position.
Again lest someone insist on misunderstanding, I am nct proposing that
on all conceivable questions the merbership be given the subjecct mat-
ter with which the P.C. and N.C. works. Always there are organiza-
tional and personnel questions which remailn and should remain exclu-
sively within the N.C., and this is usually advisable also in the

case of minor political issues, All I lnslist on is that on important

political questions, and espcclally when they are Alsputed, the mem=-
bership be given the important documents, ’

This criterion certainly applies to the documents which I have
insisted on having published., Even more certalnly, every merber can
judge this for himsclf by conselentliously studying the documents and
seeing whether or not he does not then have a clearer conception of
the disputee. October 8, 1944
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COMMENTS ON THE LETTER FROM JAMES T. FARRELL
By Harry Frankel

I should 1like to bring a few points to the attention of the
party in connection with the letter of James T, Farrell objecting to
two articles in our press. (Internal Bulletin, Vol. VI; No. 6)e I
need deal only with the attacks on our review of Shachtman's book,
"he Strugzle for the New Course", that appeared in the F.I., since
Farrell's remarks on Comrade Hansen's have already been taken upe.

If the charges against the review of Shachtman's book are re-
duced to their essence, they constitute an accusation of demagogye. It
should be made asbsolutely clear that we reject such methods of struggle.
We reject demagogy because the demagogue disarms the party, depriving
1t of the proper principled arguments, which are the weapons of Marx-
ists. The demagogue provides us with treacherous weapons which will
explode in our hands at the first encounter. That is why the demagogue
15 the enemy of the partye.

Our press is written and edited with that lnjunction in mind,
The review of Shachtman's book is no exception. Not one word of the
review need be altered to make it comply with the reauirements of prin-
cipled polemice. As for the harshness of the Yattack", any improvement
thet the article requires, and it could stand many, would be in the
direction of increasing the hostility and irreconcllabllity of our
attack against this most recent and least original school of revision-
ism as represented by Zhachtman. .

I have read and re-read Farrell's letter with care, but I can-
not find in it any support for his attack on the review. Farrell,
apparently, read the review with his political eye closed, and his.
subjective, emotional eye opene That is the only way I can interpret
his avoidance of the main political points of the article, and pre-
occupation with secondary, insignificant points.

For example: The review opens with the ﬁoint that, in his
edition of the "New Course™, Shachtman makes an unprincipled attempt
to use Trotsky's writings as a vehicle for an anti-Trotskylst, anti-
Marxist position on the Soviet Union. What other significance can the
l1inking of Trotsky and Shachtman in one volume have? But Farrell de-
tours just before coming to this point and attacks us wildly for re-
ferring to a "new" edition of "The New Course", construing this in som
way as an attack on Shachtman for publishing a pirated edition of the
bookl If Farrell will permit me to explaing to publish “The New
Course®™ 1s no crime; to publish it together with Shachtman's attack on
Trotskyism is charlatanism. ' ’

Farrell makes a similar detour on his second point. 1In our re-
view we develop the point that Shachtman, in writing about the Trotsky-
1st position on the Soviet Union, chose as his springboard one of the
very few of Trotsky's writings on the Russian question which could not
by political and even by chronological necessity (it was written in
1923) present the Trotskylst analysis of the Soviet Unlon. We polint



- 35 -

out that Shachtman should attempt to refute "The Revolution Betrayed",
or "The Soviet Union and the Fourth International", or even to review
"In Defense of Marxism®, which he has never done, Farrell seizes upon
our mention of "I'he Revolution Betrayed™ with the shout that Shachtman
could not republish it since the publication rights are owned by a
bourgeois firm}

Copyrights are not involved in this matter. How can Farrell roe
place the maln political polnt with such a technicality? If Shachtman
undertakes to revise Trotsky's analysis of the Soviet Union, it 1s in-
cumbent upon him to answer the main works dealing with that analysis,
and take them as his point of departure. Farrell might have noticed
that we mention two other of Trotsky's writings in addition to ™The
Revolution Betrayed". One of them was published by us recently. All
Shachtman need do is review it, .

We are told that Shachtman is prevented from replying to -~ =
Trotsky'!s analysis of the Soviet Union as it 1s presented in his many
books, articles and resolutions because . « « Doubleday Doran holds
publication rights to one of them{ No, that is false. Shachtman's
sidestepping on this matter 1s part of his renegacy; his desire to
hide behind Trotsky's name while betraying Trotsky's ideas, as so many
renegades before him have attempted to do with Marx and Lenine. Our
point here is scrupulously principled, and exposes the Shachtmanite
unprincipledness.

' I must say that I read with indignation Farrell's misinterpreta-
tion of the review in his third point. Let me recpeat his wordsg

"Also, Harry Frankel would have us believe that in the United States,
Max Shachtman has abandoned the Marxist conception of a trade union:
in other words, that he 1s a scab and a strike breaker. I wonder who
will believe that?"™

How can Farrell give this false twist to our characterization
of Shachtman's venture into the field of the trade union analogy? The
review says nothing of the sort. It is clearly stated that Shaehiman
adopts an Muitra-leftist™ criterion for the trade union movement %o
Juetify his arbitrary normative method In determining the nature of the
Soviet Union., If the Shachtmanites are s=cabs and strikebreakers thus
far it is in relation ¢to the Soviet Uniocn.

, Piling one final error on all the others, Farrell adds that
Trotsky made an “"imporrtant soncession™ to Bruno, Shachtman‘s revision-
1st predecessor. Trotsky conceded, he says, that history "migh% prove
Bruno to have been correct™ in his theory of bureaucratic collectivism,
an? I should have discussed this. But Trotsky discussed it himsslf,
donying categorically that he had made any new Yconcessions™, He ex-~
p.ains this fully, pointing out that; “Marxists have formuiated &an
incalculable number of times the alternatives; either soclalism or a
return to barbarism",

The clalm that Trotsky had made concessions to the Bruno type
notions, concessions which amounted to a "revision" of Marxism, was
one of the innumerable phantasmagoria conjured up by the Shachtmanites
during the factional struggle of 1939-40,
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Answering them, Trotsky wrotes

"If we are to speak of a revision of Marx, it 1is
in reality the revision of those comrades who
project a new type of state, 'mon-bourgeois' and
hon-worker'!. Because the alternative developed
by me leads them to draw their own thoughts up
to thelr logical conclusion, some of these
critics, frightened by the conclusions of their
own theory, accuse me. « o 0f revising Marxism.
I prefer to think that it 1s simply a friendly
Jest,® (Page 31, "In Defense of Marxism").

It is Shachtman who makes &ll the concessions to the Bruno type
notlons that Trotsky discussed, We bear no responsibility whatsoever
for that,

Such are the points upon which Farrell bases his many epithets
against the review. Those who can find a basis for all his epithets
in his arguments could also succeed in erecting a building on sand
plles. <Such serious charges demand more serious proof,

Among the most amazing aspects of Farrell's letter is his inter-
pretation of our branding Shachtmanism for what it 1s as an attempt to
besmirch Shachtman's “personal character®™. "Unjust attacks on him and
his character", “strip his adversary of all. « « 8incerity" are among
his comments. We can assure Farrell that there are very few things
that interest us less than Shachtman's Ycharacter", There 1is not one
argument in the review that 1s not aimed at the political position and
political methodology of the Shachtmanites. Can it be that his too
personal view of the polemic caused Farrell to miss the main political

points? We fear that 1s what happened.

For non-political, personal denigration, Farrell will have to
consult the writings of éhachtman. In answering my review, this poor
slandered character makes reference more than once to my youth, an in-
dubitable fault, but one which I hope to correct in time. Will Farrell
write a letter protesting such arguments “ad hominem". « o ?

Farrell advises me to reread Trotsky's "New Course® in order tn
learn more ebout the “methods of Leninism™. (How can Farrell forgot
that Trotsky characterized Shachtmanism just as the review did, onl'y
far more harshly?) I as well as all of us have much to learn in tb:=~
field. But I can assure Farrell that, study as I may, I will not find
conciliationism towards recvisionists among the methods of Leninism.

During the early days of the Comintern, Trotsky once wrote in
July, 1921, the following words of advice to a young French party that
had the problem of dealing with a revisionist grouping:

"A split is a very, very serious matter, and once
we have recognized the inevitability of split, it is neces=-
sary that the masses should understand its full significance.
It 1is necessary mercilessly to expose the policies of Dis=-
sldents (the minority followers of Longuet who split in .
1919 -- HeFe)e It 18 necessary to make their leaders and
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their preés ludicrous and hateful in the eyes of the masses."

Not a "comraiely discussion" but a ruthless struggle;

not a polite polemic but a head-on attack to make the oppo-
nents Yludicrous and hateful" -- such was Trotsky's advice.

Are these not authentic words of advice as to the methods of
Leninism? There i8 no more Leninist way to deal with splitters and

revisionists,

i
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