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The importance of a theoretical
magazine for <cach section of our
movement increases with each passing
day. W.LN. performs a vital functon
‘in  this respect. By producing
historical and tonical articles, Marxian
analyses of current developments and
theoretical discussion material, we
make our contribution to the ‘moulding
of working class thought.

To help our readers to understand.

the historical process and thereby to
participate fruitfully in the organisa-
tion of human affairs for the purpose
of achieving the socialist revolution
is the duty we endeavour to perform.

_But it is a hard struggle to keep
the magazine running. And with the
beginning of a New Year we appeal

once again to our readers to recognis>
their side of the reciprocal obligation,
to recognise their duty to W.IN.

Everyone can help by seeing that
W.LN. reaches an ever-widening circle
of readers. During the coming’
months it can be expected that the
paper restrictions wil be eased and
even perhaps entirely removed. We
must be in a position to take full
advantage of this and to stabilise the
circulation of W.ILN. on a high level.

Again we remind our readers that
we ocannot maintain the regular
appearance of our magazine on the
revenue from the present circulation.
‘We must have additional donations.

Comrade reader the fate of W.LN.
is in your hands. What are you doing
about it ?
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1946 AND THE LABOUR GOVERNMENT

T the beginning of this new year it is possible and ‘necessary to attempt
A an interim accounting and prognostication of the Labour Party’s rule.
The Labour Government has now been in office scme five months, long
enough for the broad cutline of the policies that it intends to pursue to become
-apparent to at least the most advanced s=action of the working class. In this
period it would have bieen possible for the Labour Government, had it so
wished, to have already commenced an assault upon the whole basis of
capitalism in Britain. Bills could have already been before Parliament for the
nationalisation of the “ Big Five® Banks, the mines, heavy industry and
transport, without compensation and for thz2ir operation under workers’ contrel.
Needless to say we do not believe trhat such a progremme of direct attack
upon British capitalism could be carried through by Parliamentary means and
without the mobilisation of the who'e working-class for extra-parliamentary
action to defeat the active resistance of the capitalist class and sabotage on
‘the part of the capitalist state machine. But the temper of the masses to-day
is such, that given the correct leadership from the party that they still regard
as their own, the Labour Party, precisely such extra-parliamentary action on
their part against capitalism would be readily forthcoming. It is, ‘in fact,
only because the masses in their great majority still bizlieve that tlne Labour
Government is going to abolish capitalism by “peaceful”, parliamentary
means, that they, in general, refrain from such action at the present time.

But the Labour leaders have not the least intention of conducting an
attack upon British capitalism either now or at any other time. On the
contrary, as their actions have already clearly shown, they stand for a policy,
not of overthrowing but of bolstering up c¢avitalism in Britain.

* = * - *

DECLINE OF British capitalism as has been repeatedly shown, not only
BRITAIN in “Workers’ International News ”, but in the pages of the
capitalist press itself, is to-day bankrupt. In steady decline
since th2 First Imperialist War, it had been able to keep going in the interval
between the two wars upon the basis of the huge reservies -built up in the
pre-1914 period of prosperitv and world-domination. Those reserves were
finally swept away in the course of the becond Impenahst War, .

The whole economic structure of British capltalism depends upon its export
‘trade, aind this in its turn depends upon the competitive efficiency of British
industry on the World Market. In the period between the two Wars British
industry was falling ‘more and more into a posltlon of inferiority as compared
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with the industry of the United States. U.S. industry had behind it a much
larger home market fhan British industry had at its disposal. It was far
better tiechnically equipped than British industry. It had behind it a far more
powerful state machine. British industry could only hope to hold its own
against such a competitor by means of Empire Preferences, Sterling Blocks, etc,

The recent loan agreemicnt between Britian and the U.S.A. provides the
clearest possible evidence @f the economic bankruptey of British capitalism.
As the debates in the House of Commons and the House of Lords haw: revealed,
the leaders both of the Labiour Party and of the capitalist parties understand
very well what the conditions of this loan will mean. The only defences
which British Imperialism. has been able to erect against her vastly superior
American rival—the Sterling Block and Empire Preferance—are to be swept
away or undermined. In order to meet the financial obligaticns which the
loan imposes, Brritish export trade would have to be increased not by 50%
but by 100%. But despite all this, the immediate needs of British Capitalism
are so urgent that the loan and its conditions cannot be rejected by the
Briflish bourigeoisie and its Labour henchmen, although in the long run an
actual worsening of the position is bound to be the result.

The Second Imporialist War greatly increased the technical superiority
of United States industry as compared with British industry. To-day the gap
between them is so wide that British imperialism cannot hope to compete
successfully with its U.S. rival on the World Market. Moreover, ag a r<esult of
the immense devastation and mass impoverishmeht caused by the War, the
World Market itself has shrunk as compared with the pre-war period, whiereas
the productive capacity of U.S. industry has greatly increased during the war.

Nor is this all. Britain needs huge imports of raw materials and food-
stuffs. Kven in the most Prosperous period of British Imperialism, these
imports were not balanced by corresponding exports of goods. They were
paid for by the so-called “invisible exporis”— by interest on the overseas
investments of British capitalists, by payments for banking and insurance
services made by foreign clients, by payment for the carriage of foreign goods
by the British mercantile marine., In the years before the Second Imperialist
War the excess of imports over exports—an excess covered by the “invisible
exports”—amounted each year to the huge sum of £400,000,000. To-day the

" “{nvisible exports” have wlmost completely passed out of existence. British

overseas investments, as has been officially admitted, have had to be sold in
order to pay for the cost of the War—thus the annual tribute in the form of
interest on these investments which British Imperialism drew from the rest of
the world has ceased. From the point of view of international banking and
insurance services New York, not London, is to-day the world centre. The
British mercantile marine, up to 1939 the greatest in the world, has shrunk
to a shadow of its former self while that of the United States has taken its
place.

PROBLEM The problem—to ali appearances an insoluable one—that con-
FOR THE ' fronts British Imperialism, is thus clear.If British capitalism
LABOUR is to escape bankruptey it must first of all balance its imports
LEADERS with its exports. To a certain extent this can be done by keeping

down to war-time levels the consumption of the broad masses.
But this can “only be at best .a temporary and a partial solution. The gap
between lmports and exporta cannot be covered this way. The real way out
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for British capitalism lies in an increase in exports and in fact even before
the (War was over the representatives of British capitalism announced that
they planned to increase exports 50% over the pre-war figure. But here the
British capitalists run up against the shrunken world market and the greatly
increased capacity and efficiency of their Uhnited States competitors, whieh
render even the attainment of the pre-war exports a matter of the greatest
* difficulty, ‘

This is then the problem. How can British capitalism attempt to solve it?
Only Wy drastically lowering their costs of production so as to bring them
into line with those of the Ulnited States. This could be done by the technical
reconstruction of British industry—but this would entail immeense new capital
investments in the out-moded British industries; investments which for a long
‘time, perhaps permalnently, would bring no adequate interest. And even if
British industry werne so modernised immense competitive advantages would
still remain available to the United States, with its huge internal market and
its actual possession of most of the existing markets. Névertheless, upon the
‘basis of the recent U.S.A. loan agreement, it is quite possible that a certain
modernisation of British industry will take place in the coming period, though
it will prove quite insufficient to restore the competitive capacity of British
industry vis a vis that of the U.S.A, Another possible solution, and one
obviously more favoured by British capitalism, would be to lower production

~ costs, without modermisation, by autting wages to subsistence level, The
British capitalists have not forgotten how backward Japan was able to compéte
successfully on the world market before the War on the bmsis of the im-
poverishment of the Japanese factory workers. But such a solution would
‘ entail the breaking of the workers’ power of resistance—i.e. the smashing of
‘the workers’ of'ganisations by means of fastism—a way out accompanied by
certain ‘dangers for the capitalists and in any case one not immediately at
‘their ‘disposal.

WORKERS Since the Labour Government has no intention of conducting

‘WILL SUFFER an attack on British capitalism it is forced to make itself

responsible for the continued functioning of this latter. The

problems of British capitalism become those of the British Labour Govern-

ment. And the Labour leaders have plans of their own for the salvation of

«capitalism in Britain, plans which, so they hope, will render unnecessary any
recourse to fascism on the part of the British ruling class. '

These plans are apparent from both the electoral programme of the Labour
Party and its actions since ‘it attained office. In “Let Us Pace the Future "—
‘the declaration of policy upon which the Labour Party fought the election—it
is stated that the Labour Party intends to bring the Bank of England under
public ownership, to bring adout the public ownership also of the fuel -and
power industries, inland transport, and iron and steel. It promises to establish
“‘ public supervision of monopolies and cartels” and to put forward “a firm
:and clear-cut programmnie for the export trade.”

It is believed bw - the great majority of Labour Party supporters that the
«carrying out of ‘this programme would represent at least the partial achieve-
* ‘ment of Socialism in Britain. ‘In actual fact it would mean something very
«different. . o



‘102 W. L N. January 1946.

““In the first place, the Labour Party promises “fair compensation” to the
capltaﬁsts jn-all cases: of "nationalisation. What this “fair compensation”
means can already be cledrly seen from the example of the recently published
“BilL for the:‘nationalisation of ‘the Bank of England. The sharehoders of the
Bark of Engand hold an amount of stock with a nominal value of £14.553,000.
"On' this stock ‘they have for the past 22 years. been receiving an annual dividend
of 129 . These shareholders will receive as compensation from, the Labour
Gove'rnment government bonds (o the value of £58212,000, i.e. four times the
nominal value of th*a Bank of England stock. These government bonds will
bear an annual 1nterest of 3%—in .other words, the Bank of England stock-
holders will g6 on receiving the same incomes as they have done in the past.
No wonder‘ ‘that the news of thé Government's proposals brought aby)ut 2 rise
m ’the sellmg price of Bank of England steck ! -

There can be no. doubt that simllar ‘schemes of *“fair compensatlon are'
already being worked .out by the Labour Govexnment for the industries that
-it intends .to. nationalise. . The. net rcsult will be that the capltahsus who at
present. own:these mdustrxus will go on receiving almoqt the same incomes as.
.they have done in the past. only in future these incomes will be g'uaranteed
by the- State and not sub;ﬁct to c’hanges due to trade ﬂuc‘tuatwns etc

T *"" * * x oo

i

REFOBMISM It ‘is obwious that ‘this ‘does not bring us a step mearer o

IS NOT. ' Socialism. --All’ 1t means us that the capitalists cont? ‘nue to

SOQIALI&M ~ draw surpluv value, and the workers continue to be explolted )
but that the form of their explo:tatom "has changed and,

become more ‘beneficial tq the capx‘ahsts . )

. Forfwhat is.the general characteristic -of. the 'mdustmes tha.t it is proposed
to nationalise, the railways, coal, ircn and steel? Tt is .precigely these
industries \that have, since the declme of British- capitalism began, found it
most difficult to vield profits to their shareholders. It is precisely these
industries that are most backward as compared to their United States counter-
parts. It can confidently be predicted that in the post-war period their
profit-mafking possibilities will be even less than in the past. Thus the
payment to the -shareholders -af these industries .of a guaranteed income
- based on.past profits -signifies an actual gain for the capitalists, all the more
80, if, as seems probable \‘.hse past . pzoﬁts are- taken to mcluae those obtamed
~during the wdr. = . .

As far back as the 187(s’ Frederlck Evgels foresaw the pess:bll ty of
natmnahqation of this kind. He wrote:

“At a certain stage of deveélopment even th)s form ” (that of mono-
polistic joint:steck companies) ‘“nc longer suffices; the official representative
of capitalist societv the state, is canstrained to take over their manage-

. ment.” . x

" "Ang Enge!s went on to pomt 6ut that su<:h nationalisatxon coudd have
nothmg in common- ‘with Socialismi

' “The modern state " wrote Engels, “\nhatever its 1orm is em essen-
tla]ly capitalist ‘machine; it is the state of the capitalists, the ideal. (;ollec-
tive body of all capitalists. The more productive farces it takes over as
its property,-the more it becomes- the real collective body -of all the
capitalists, the more citizens it explcuts. The workers remain wage-earners.
proletarians. The capitalist - relationship is.:not’ abolished; . it .is rather
pushed to an extreme.” . -
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The full significance of nationalisation- in ~Trans,port House style  thus
becomes apparent: On the one hand. the capitalists own'mg transport and the”
heavy industries will receive for the future a guaranteed income ‘as great as’

that of the past. On the other hand the capltahsts of the light, finished goods -

industries will receive cheap transport, fuel and raw materials to enable- them’

to compete more effectively on the world market,

<

What role is the working class to play in thls scheme for . savmg Bntlsh

capitalism from bankruptcy? They are to provide the funds necessary in.

order that the qapitalists of the heavy industries may continue to draw their
profits - from: the State and that the heavy industries themselves may be
reorganisied and modernisedi by the State. But instesd of the workers
providing such funds mereiy by-undergoing wage cuts, according to the plans
of the Labour Governm*nt, they will also pay by the more indirect (and it
is, hoped less obnoxious) methods of taxatlon reduced comsumptlon ete.—in’

other words, by much the same methods as they. paid for the cost of runnmg'

the War.

; t‘ * . * *
LABOUR . The programme of the Labour Government was made
PARTY’S varticularly clear in an article by Lord Latham which

PROGRAMME appeared in the Daily Hérald of August 20th, 1945. . The article

is entitled “Now our job is io. make Socialism pay.” but’

it is obvious that the noble Lord really means “Now our.job is to make
Capitalism pay.” .

“Nationalisation of industries,” writes Lord'Lathz_xm, “must be proceeded
with in the reasonable expectation that they will pay their way, not that they

will come on the Budget subsidy or on the consumers for higher prices.”

Since the industries in question will be in a largely bankrupt condition once
the brief post-war boom is over and since milliens will have to be spent upon
them if they are to be modernised, Lord Latham’s remarks show -how slight
is the chance of the workers engaged in the nationalised industries tven
maintaining their existing wages and conditions, let alone improving them.
In fact Lord Latham makes thig very clear ‘indesd when he further writes :

* While we must see to it that workers 'in no industry are compelled to
suffer unfair conditions of employment for the benefit of the rest of the com-
munity, we must also- be careful that lno section, whether of workers or of
employers, is permitted to hold up the resi to ransom, whether by higher

prices or by unjustified subsidy from the” National Exechequer whlch means‘

hxgher taxation upon the community. generally v

Or, to put the same thmg in ~other words workers demandmg higber'

wages and 1mproved condxtio{ns will be regarded as “ holding up the community
to ransom” by the Labour Government. Not a word about the *“holding' up
the the community-to ransom” on the part of the capitalists demanding “ fair
comphnsation" far their shares i the 'natxonallsed ‘industmes, not ‘a word

-about the higher taxation which this fair comoensation ” wﬂl mevitably mean!’

On th subject ‘of taxation also Lord Latham has some very signiﬂcant'

thmgs to say. “As @, ‘way of fairlv adjusting the contribution to be made hy

each citizen towatas the expenses of providing collective services for the benefit -
of. all, direct taxation has socdal merits niot otherwise to ‘be  secured? (1)
writes the noble Lord.: In- othez' ‘words, thé workers, 'who,” in. their vast.

majority, first paid ifcome ‘tax ‘as’'a ‘war-time measure.:will .have to go..on
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paying - it under the Labour Goverlnment, bgcause of the “social merit” of
this form of taxation, or, in other words, in order that the Labour Government
can continue to pay the capitalists of the nationalised industries their profita
in the form of interest dn State bonds!

Lord Latham also goes out of his way to make it clear that it is 'prec-isely
the -workers upon whom the main burden of direct taxation will fall. He
wﬂte.s‘ “We must recognise, however, that the slogan of ‘soak the rich’
has, now dost most of its substance, because there is not much more to soak—
of income, at. least”’ '

And he proceeds to denmounce those workers who endeavour to avoid paying
income tax. “It would be idle to deny,” he states, *that in the case of a
limited number of short-sighted and selfish people, absenteeism and, indeed,
strikles have been due to the feeling that wages lost will amount to no more
than the income-tax avoided or, indeed, would be recompensed by a refund of
income-tax already paid under P.A.Y.E. That is a bad, anti-social attitude,
by whatever section of the community is it manifested.”

This attitude Lord Latham regards as “the negation of Sociél.ismf'-
Moreover, not only does Lord Latham want the workers to continue bearing
a huge burden of direct taxation; he also wants them to work harder.

He writes : “ As we proceed farther and farther along the path of turning
industry and commerce towards service for the community (even though much
industry may remain in regulated private ownership) the more essential does
it become for those engaged in industry, workers and managements, to give
of their best in output and return.”

Sir Stafford Cripps, President of the Board of Trade, has since given the
outline of the plans by which the Labour Government .hopes to induce the
workers to work harder. On October 15th, 1945 he announced to the House
of Commons that the Government is setting up what he terms “ tripartite
working parties” in the manufacturing industries (which are of course to
remain in private ownership). These “tripartite working parties’ will consist
‘“in equal thirds of representatives of employers and workers and of inde-
pendent members and consisting of pérsons who will be accepted nationally
as an authoritative body.” These bodies are “to examine and inquire into-
the various schemes and suggestxons put forward for improvements of organ-
isation, production and distribution methods -and processes in:the industry,
and to report as to the steps which should be taken in the national interest
to .strengthen -the industry and. render it more stable and more capable of
meetmg cnmpetltwn in the home and foreign markets.” L

‘In other words 1t is hoped ‘to induce the workers-in these- mﬂustmes net
to struggle for better conditions agamst the emplovers but to collaborate with
them on the basis of alleged common interests. Sir Stafford ‘Cripps has made.
it clear that it is not the workers interests that will be served by these
“working parties’” for he states that he has “ told the Chairmeén that he and,
the independent members should have particular regard to the braoad nationa}
interest involved and to the interest of consumers.” ‘And the Chairmeén includg*
sueh persons as Sir Gegrge Schuster,. Sir Archibald Forbés, ete. whose'
interests lie wvery definitely on the side of British capltahsm Lo . s
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NATIONALISATION Thus the nationalisation schemes of the Labour Govern-
IN WHOSE ment aim, not at smashing British capitalism, but at
INTEREST ? reconstructing it at the expense of the workers. . The

heavy industries and transport are to be nationalised;
the capitalists are to continue to draw their usual profits but indirectly
in the form of interest on State bonds. This interest can only come from the
working class—either. from the workers employed in the nationalised industries
in the form of profits, or from the working class as. a whole in the form of
taxatior. The nationalised industries are tc bc modernised by the State—
once again at the expense of the working class; the investments for this
purpose which private capital does not find it profitable to make, coming from
the State which will take them from the pockets of the workers,

These nationalised heavy industries and transport are to supply the
manufacturing industries with the cheap power, raw materials and transport
which they need to be able to compete with the United Stetes on the world
market. In the manufacturing indubtries the workers are to be drawn into
class collaboration with the employers and thus induced to work harder for
British capitalism,

This is undouittedly the pian which the Labour Government is attempting
to put into operation, and there is no doubt that it has the co-operation and
support of significant sections of the capitalist class, especially those sections
engaged in the manufacturing industries. But the Labour Leaders are due for
a bitter disillusionment. They over-estimate their power of deceiving the
masses, who at present still believe that the Labour Goévernment will bring
them Socialism but who in the lofig ‘run "will- gee and understand the real
plans of their present leaders. Then will come a wave of working-class
struggle both on the industrial and political field which, given correct revo-
utionary leadership, will sweep away both British capitalism and its Labour
lieutenants. ' .

But it is not only from the workers that opposition will come to the
Labour Party plan. The capitalists in the finished goods industries, as we
have said, to-day, give support to the Labour Government. In general, as
the experiences of Italy waind Germany showed, it is this section of the
capitalist class which prefers, wherever possiblz, to rule by means of class
collaboration through the medium of Social Democracy.

It is not the same with the capitalists of heavy industry. Even though
the nationalisation plan guarantees them their past profits ‘at the expense
of the State (i.e, of the working class) it cannot bz expected that this will
satisfy them. Rather than he turned into State bondholders without direct
control of industry, these capitalists, together with the financiel ang banking
interests behind them, would prefer to remain in control of their railroads,
mines and steel plants and to solve the question of profits in their own way,
by drastically reducing wages and worsening working conditions. As we have
said above. this would involve the complete smashing of the workers’ organ-
isations by means of Fascism, aind it is no accident that in the countries where
Fascism triumphed before the War it was precisely the capitalists of the
heavy industries who acted as the financial backers of the fascist movements
and who gained most when fascism came to power.

At present there is no prospect of the growth of a mass basis for fascism,
though wi are already witnessing the first signs: of the rebirth of an orgamnised
fascist movement. Hence the capitalists of the heavy industries passively



106 W. L N, January 1946.
acquiesce to the plans of the Labour Government. But before these plans
can be fully carried into effect mass disillusionment will have begun, In
fact the practical effects of nationalisation on the Transport House model
will be an important factor in the spreading of such disillusionment among
the workers. Trotsky long ago pointed out that?

“ Bourgeois dociety, in its present condition, will not accept even a
partial ndticnalisation excent by circumscribing it with such conditions
as must render the successful carrying through of the measures extremely
difficult, and must discredit the principle of natioralisation and with it
the Labour Party.”

With such mass disillusionment, and ig the absence of a strong revolutionary
. party, posaibilities will exist for the formation of a mass fascist movement
and there can be no doubi that it weuld then receive the full backing of the
capitalists of heavy industry, and, when the situation had developed to a

certain stage, of the capitalists of light industry also,
Such a situation can only be averted by the building of a mass revolu-

tionary party in Britain.

The fate of the British working class to-day, and in

the coming, period, depemnds upon the strength and courage of its only
revolutionary lkeadership—the British Section of the Fourth International.

IMPERIALISM

MIDDLE

P.D.

IN THE
EAST—1 |

By T. CLIFF

(Continued from previous issue)

THE PROBLEMS WHICH FACE
IMPERIALISM AND THE ARAB
RULING CLASSES WITH THE END
OF THE WAR

With the end of the second world
war, British imperialism is confronted
with very serious difficulties in the East
and needs to adopt extreme measures
to protect its interests. The Arab ex-
ploiting classes stand before similar
difficulties connected with those of im-
perialism. An understanding of this
calls for a description of the socio-
economic situation during the war.

During the war, the capitalists and
especially the big foreign companies
active in the East, made tremendous
profits. Whereas in the last war the
British army spent £45,000,000 in Egypt,
in this war the amount is much greater.

The war income of Egypt in 1940 was
estimated at £34,000,000, in 1941 at
£100,000,000, and in 1942, 43 and '44
it was at least as much as in 1941.
“Times " of 20/9/43, estimated that
the army expended £200,000,000 a year
in the Middle East. The bourgeoisie has
enjoyed extraordinary profits. Thus the
big Egyptian sugar company (a French
company) ended the year 1942 with
£266.000; 1943 with £1,350,000. The
National Weaving Factories paid 11 per
cent dividends in 1938 and 22 per cent
in 1942. Misr Weaving Factory in
Manallah paid 7 per cent dividends in
1938 and 28 per cent in 1943. Misr
Weaving Factory in the village Dawar
paid 12 per cent in 1941, and 20 per
cent in 1943. The Marconi Broadcasting
Company paid 7 per cent in 1935 and
25 per cent in 1940. Egyptian Hotel
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Companies paid 10 per cent in 1938 and
25 per cent in 1941, The number of
millionaires in Egypt before the war
was fifty, and in 1943 four hundred.

The bourgeoisie made tremendous
profits in commerce too. Thus in the
three years, 1941, 1942 and 1943, the
merchants in Beirut made profits of
£16,000,000. £10,000,000 of this went
into the pockets of ten merchants,
£2,000,000 into the pockets of another
twenty merchants, and the other
£4,000,000 into the pockets of hundreds
of smaller merchants.

The banks also enjoyed great pros-
perity. In all commercial banks in
Egypt, deposits  increased  from
£F44,800,000 in 1939 to £E116,600,000
in 1942. In the Lebanon during the
same period it increased from
£1.826,500,000 to £1.884,500,000, and in
Syria from £L.56,100,000 to £1.536,400,000.
"The Arab banks in Palestine paid a
dividend of 20% in 1943.

At the same time the suffering of the
toiling masses increased very much.
The result was a tremendous sharpen-
ing of the social tension, which reached
its climax in Egypt. Already _ in
January, 1942, a bourgeois member of
the Egyptian Chamber of Deputies
said: ‘*“ We have already stood on this
platform before and warned the govern-
ment of the danger of hunger, and we
then remarked that he was right who
said that hunger is a heretic which
knows no -compromise or manners. He
who looks inte history will know that
hunger was the cause of many revolu-
tions. And if history tells us that the
revolutionary people in one of the big-
gest states of Kurape cried from the
depths of their hearts, ‘We want
bread,” then we heard a similar rebel-
lious cry .of the same tone before the
last ‘ Feast of Sacrifice’ in the streets
of Caire, a .cry that was heard from the
mouths of the hungry people attacking
the bread vans, in order to snatch
bread.” The speaker later described
the situation in the country as a
‘‘ revolutionary  situation.” (' Al-
‘Misri,” 8/1/42.)

Another senator, in March, 1943,
described the situation in these words:
“‘ The war has brought about a concen-
tration of capital in the hands of a few
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hundreds. The wealth of the rich has
increased, while the poor have been
forced down into more terrible poverty ;
the gulf between the classes hag
deepened. The social system is shaky
and grave dangers threaten it. A good
future cannot be prophesied for the
country.”’

The peace means a great increase in
the sufferings of the masses. The
authorities’ purchase of products to the
extent of tens of millions of pounds
will cease, which will lead to the dis-
missal of about a quarter of a million
workers employed in industries supply-
ing the army. The great majority of
the 800,000 workers employed directly
by the army will also be discharged.
Even industries producing for the civil
population will be confronted with
grave difficulties in the form of foreign
competition, which, during the war,
was nearly non-existent, difficulties in
the renewal of machinery, ete.  The
ruling classes are preparing to roll the
burden of the crisis on the backs of the
workers and peasants, and make no
secret of their intentions. Thus Fouad
Saraj ed-Din, a large landowner, who
was Minister of Agriculture, Internal
Affairs and Social Welfare, said that in
order that Egyptian cotton be able to
compete with Indian, Chinese and
Brazilian cotton, with artificial silk
and nylon, the rise of wages in agricul-
ture must be stopped. Hafez Afifi,
director of the big bank, ‘‘ Misr,”” also
stated that the rise of wages deprived
Egyptian industry of the possibility to
compete with foreign products. The
paper ‘‘ Al-Ahram,”’ of 19/7/43, states
that the wonkers were getting a high
wage which accustomed them to luxu-
ries (—sic!).

At the same time the antagonism be-
tween the Arab industrial bourgeoisie
and imperialism is increasing. There
are two main bones of contention:
firstly, the problem of the defence of
the existing industries from the com-
petition of foreign goods, and secondly,
the problem of Britain’s tremendous
debt to the Eastern countries (to Egypt
£350.000,000, to Palestine—here main'y
to Jewish capitalists—£100,000,000, to
Iraq £60,000,000). The position of the
various sections of the Arab bourgeoisie
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regarding these questions is different.
The compradore bourgeoisie is much
more interested in trade with overseas
than in the development of local indus-
try. On the other hand, the industrial-
ists insist on raising the customs tariffs
and are also more assertive as regards
the British debt, for they badly need its
repayment in order to renew their worn
machinery. ' Thus at the session of the
senate on 20/2/45 Senator Ahmed
Ramzi Bey said that the currency re-
strictions meant that Egypt could not
get dollars and buy in U.S.A., but only
in England, and thjs was a serious
handicap. He proposed that England
supply dollars or even hand over to
Egypt some of her shares in companies
in Egypt, such as those of the Suez
Company, Anglo-Egyptian Co., etc. He
also mentioned the decline in practice,
if not ‘in theory, of the value of the
Egyptian pound compared with the
pound . sterling. ‘¢ Al~Ahram,” of
19/4/44, states that the United King-
dom’s debt to Egypt is the debt of the
strong to the weak and of course it was
dependent on the will of the strong
whether and how it would be paid. A
week later the same paper quotes
Senator Mohamed Barakat Pasha as
stating that the United Kingdom would
not be able to pay her debts and advis-
ing Egypt to leave the sterling bloc.
- The same theme of leaving the sterling
bloc and transferring Suez and other
shares to Egyptian hands repeats itself
over and over again in the Egyptian
press. o
The Arab bourgeoisie in the neigh-
bouring countries is: weaker and there-
fore less insistent. The position of the
Arab exploiting clas§es may be sum-
marised thus: all of them turn their
faces towards the :cutting of the
standard of living of the masses. Some
of them, the industrialists, want to use
pressure on Britain-in order to wring
some concessions. But nevertheless one
thing must be absolutely clear.  Even
for: the Arab industrialists’' the first
factor - takes overwhelming: precedence
over the second. :
Inface’ of the deep abyss between
the “masses of ' workers and -‘peasants
and - imperialism, ‘the “atter is
interested, and will be more so in the
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‘future, to divert the ire of the masses

into a misleading side track. The

‘majority of the Arab exploiters—the

feudal lords, the compradore bour-
geoisie, the merchants and usurers—
identify themselves in this matter com-
(It must not
be understood that this- means neces-
sarily British imperialism. It may just
as well be another—American.) The
industrial bourgeoisie will perhaps try
to make use of the masses’ ire in order
to wring some concessions from  im-
perialism, but before long it is sure to
join hands with it in an effort to direct
the movement of the hungry masses
away from the national and social liber-
atory struggle into a side channel—one
of chauvinistic communal riots.

DIVIDE ET IMPERA

According to the number of com-
munal riots, one may determine the
number of days that imperialism and
its fifth column in the colonies have to
live. For decades, therefore, French
imperialism has caused serious friction

" between the Christians and Moslems in

Syria and Lebanon, British imperialism
between Moslems and Copts in Egypt,
Arabs and Assyrians in Iraq and Jews
and Arabs in Palestine.

At the end of the second world war;,
however, the problem confronting
British imperialism becomes much
more difficuit. On the one hand
Britain is interested (in: pushing
France aside in Syria and Lebanon
and can, therefore, meanwhile,
not receive communal:  friction
between Moslems and ~ Christians
this can only help: to
strengthen the position of France which
leans upon the Christian minority. On
the other hand Britain is interested in
putting stumbling blocks'in the way: of
‘American penetration’ into:the: Middle
East, and therefore cannot look fav‘?t;r-

in-
dependent >’ i Arab - rulers, and ““in-
dependent !’ Arab states; ag it is in-

" terested in building a united frent of

reactionary kings and miisters——hente
the "Arab: League. -Moreover the en-
deavour -of imperialism  to. incité -com-
munal friction between Moslems' “and
Copts ‘in- Egypt- failed ‘- dismally - /(for
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reasons which cannot here be dwelt
upon). And seeing that Egypt is the
_weakest link in the imperialist chain of
the Middle East as social antagonisms
are here deepest, Britain’s difficulties in
“diverting the attention of the masses
to chauvinistic aims are very greal.
British imperialism must therefore
solve a very grave problem: how to
keep a unity of all the Arab countries—
a unity, of course, whose aims and
limits are determined by Britain—and
to preserve the peace between the
different communities of the Arab
people on the one hand, and on the
other to carry out its policy of divide
-t impera in its most extreme form.

THE ROLE OF ZIONISM

Zionism occupies a special place in
imperialist fortifications. It plays a
double role firstly, directly as an im-
portant pillar of imperialism, giving it
active support and opposing the libera-
tory struggle of the Arab nation, and
secondly as a passive servant behind
which imperialism can hide and towards
which it can direct the ire of the Arab
masses.

If in Tel Aviv, which has 250,000 in-
habitants, there is not one Arab
worker, if a rumour that there are
three Arabs working in a Jewish cafe
is enough to bring a crowd of thousands
to the spot to smash the windows and
break the furniture, if an Arab fellah
who dared, before the war, to come and
sell his products in the Jewish market
was subjected to beatings, spoliation of
his products, etc. (during the war such
occurrences were not customary nor are

" s0 to-day as there was and still is a
scarcity of products), if at one stroke
twenty villages in the Jezreel Valley
were wiped out when the land was
bought from a Syrian banker, Sursuk,
if thousands of evicted peasants were
prohibited from looking for work as
wage labourers on the land on which
their families had toiled for genera-
tions, if there were constant ‘‘purges’’
of Arabs from the economy, if from
such ‘‘innocent’’ acts the Zionists pass
over to speaking about making Pales-
tine a Jewish State—then is there any
wonder that the Arabs oppose Zionism
to the very death P
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Zionism frees imperialism from the
responsibility for any act of spoliation
and oppression. Let us look at a few
examples. An English Electric Com-
pany which builds an_enterprise in
Palestine nominates a Jew as general
manager. The result is that while in
every colony a struggle having an anti-
imperialist character is being conducted
—with strikes, demonstrations and boy-
cotts—against the foreign concession-
ary companies, in Palestine the boy-
cott declared by the Arabs against the
Palestine Electric Company wears
another guise—anti-Jewish demonstra~
tions. In this way the Zionists, who
for propaganda’s sake declare the key
positions of the economy to be in their
hands although they are merely junior
partners or even only managers, help
imperialism to suck the blood of the
country.

Another example will make this even
clearer. While in.Syria and. Lebanon
there were demonstrations, even bloody
ones,” which were crowned with vietory,
against the establishment of the truck
company Steel Bros. there, in Palestine
the ‘‘Socialist’”” Zionists, the General
Federation of Jewish Labour (Hista-
drut) put themselves, for some petty
recompense, at the service of Steel
Bros. and assured the company’s firmly
planting itself in the country,

In Palestine there is one policeman
or ghaffir (special policeman) for every
100 inhabitants, as against one for
every 676 in England. The police bud-
get in Palestine accounted for 27 per
cent of the 1941/2 budget (excluding
public works undertaken for police
purposes, such as the building of police
stations, etc.), as against 0.3 per cent
in England in 1942/3. Such a tremen-
dous police force is not—God forbid—
intended to serve imperialism. No, it
was Zionismm which for years insisted
on increasing the police force, insisted
on the reign of order and a stron
hand against the Arabs! :

If the health and education budgets
together do not make up 65 per cent
of the police budget (in England they
are five times larger than the latter)
then the Zionists by no means protest
against this but instead make a great
ado over the fact that the government
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distributes' the education budget to
Jews and Arabs proportionally to the
qumber of children in the two com-
.mumities. Instead they demand that
dhe government .give. a greater part of
the budget to the Jews, ‘as they pay
mmore taxes {being richer). This is de-
manded even by those Zionists who call
themselves socialist! Imperialism is
thus freed from .respensibility for the
widespread illiteracy and bad health
conditions prevailing in the country.

Jmperialistn does not have to shoul-
-der the responsibility for the fact that
ithe big foreign companies and the big
capitalists and landowners, - Jewish or
Arab, practically do net pay taxes. All
the Zionists, from right to extreme
“left”” oppose income tax, as this will
harm Zionist-construction.

In Palestine there are not even
minimal laws for the protection of
tenants. Neither Arab landowners nor
the government need take responsi-
bility for this either. On the contrary,
the government from time to time, in
order to appear the benefactor, states
a desire for laws for the protection of
tenants and even maps out schemes
for agricultural development. Again it
is the Zionists who oppose any such
laws_and schemes, -on the grounds that
it will ‘harm Zionist colonization which
needs the eviction of tenants.

If in Palestine there is a .completely
autocratic regime, without any parlia-
ment or even any elected representa-
tive ‘body, -imperialism again evades all
responsibility very easily: the Zionists
oppose the setting up of any democra-
tic institution, again as it will hinder
Zionist expansion.

If the British army during the vears
1936-39, killed thousands :fg Arab par-
tisans (in the same way as Ttalians
killed Abyssinians, or the Japanese,
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Dutech and British the Javanese to-
day) it did not do 8¢ -in order to main-
tain its position—God forbid!—but to
protect the Jews!* _

It is a tragedy that the sons of the
very people which has been persecuted
and massacred in such a bestial
fashion, and which to-day is the un-
provoking victim of national hatred—
of fascism, the highest form of im-
perialism—should itself be driven into
a chauvinistic, militaristic fervour, and
beeome the blind tool of imperialism in
subjugating the Arab masses. Tn the
same way that the existing social order
is to be blamed for the calamity of the
Jews, so is it to be ‘blamed for the
exploitation -of their -catastrophe for
reactionary, oppressive aims.

Zionism_does not redeem Jewry from
suffering. On the contrary, it imperils
them with ‘a new danger, that of being
a buffer between imperialism and the
national and social liberatory struggle
of the Arab masses.

CAN ZIONISM. BE
ANTI - IMPERIALIST ?

The recent Zionist terror appears to
cast the above estimation of the rela-
‘tion between Zionism and imperialism
into doubt. If the Zionist struggle
to~-day is against the British govern.
ment is it not nroof that it follows an
anti-imperialist policy ?

Zionism and imperialism have both
common and antagonistic interests.
Zionism wants to build a strong
Jewish capitalist state. Imperialism is
indeed interested in the existence of a
capitalist Jewish society enveloped by
the hatred of colonial masses, but not
that Zionism should become too strong
a factor. As far as this is concerned,
it is ready to prove its fairness towards
the Arabs, and its readiness to give

* It is interesting that the English
companites active in Palestine do everv-
thing possible to accommodate them-
selves to the Arab-Jewish antagonism,
and to increase it. Thus, for instance,
the Anglo-American Tobacco Company
have intentionally built two separate
enterprises. One in Tel Aviv (Maspero)
supplies the Jewish market, employs

Jewish workers, and sells under the
siogan “‘Buy 100 per cent Jewish pro-
ducts.”  The other (Karaman, Dick &
Salti) sunplies the Arab market, em-
ploys 500 Arab workers arnd works
under the guise of an Arab national
-enterprise; thus for instance, it com-
bined the sale of its cigarettes ‘with
propaganda against the selling of land
to the Jews.
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in to their just demands at the ex-
pense of Zionism. In order to gain the
service of the Zionists as direct sup-
porters in any anti-imperialist insur-
rection, and what is even more impor-
tant, as a buffer, imperialism does not
"necessarily have to let Zionism flourish.
A Zionist population of 600,000 can
satisfactorily enough fulfil such a task.
Imperialism can safely draw its plans
either to widen the bounds for Zionist
development or restrict them, but.it
reed suffer no doubt about one thing:
that whatever happens during an up-
rising of the people of the East against
imperialism, Zionism will not go over
to the revelutionary side. This is
clearly revealed in all the activities and
derlarations of the most active terror-
istic organization in Palestine—the
National Military Organization. In one
of its namphlets, “In Memory of D.
Raziel,” it wrote: ‘* We must fight the
Arabs in order to subjugate them and
weaken their demands. We must take
them off the arena as a political factor.
This struggle against the Arabs will
encourage the diaspor and consolidate
it. It will draw the attention of the
nations of the world which will be com-
peiled to honour the people which
struggles with its arms. And an ally
will be found which will support the
peaples’ army in its struggle.’”” (May,
1943, )

“Tt is true that the Zionists are not
satisfied with the fact that it is not
they who fix the limits for co-operation
between Zijonism and imperialism, but
the I2tter which does so. Nevertheless,
even in the days of the greatest strain
in the relations between them and the
British  government, they  never
stopped saying that the interests of
Zionism do not go against the interests
of 'immerialism.  Thus, for instance,
one of the members of the Jewish
Agency wrote a few. days before the
rreat terrorist acts of November 2 (the
snniversarv of the Balfour Declara-
t‘on): ‘“ One of the bad principles of
the traditional: system (of British
nolicy—T.C.) ' is ~that the British
autherities compromise only with the
one who- knows how to disturb and to
break their peace, while a faithful,
patvent and peaeefuf ally these authori-

tector of the Arabs.
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ties are accustomed to treat lightly ar)d
to betray. ‘If this is the way to winy
the alliance of Britain, we cannot avoid
trying to follew this path, as: we are
very interested in Britain’s . alliance:
with us. We cannot:long maintain this:
one-sided- afliance .in. the place of a
mutual alliance. The Yishuv (Jewish
population i Palestine—T.C.) does not
intend to expel the British from the
country and be their heirs. We do not:
see any econtradiction whatsoever be-
tween mass immigration, a Jewish
state, and wide and strong British
pases in this country. On the contrary,
we shill fook upon it very favourably.’’
(Dr. Y. Sneh, ‘‘Gencerning the Essence
af the Crisis,” “Ha’aretz,” 26/10/45.)
The same theme is harped upon
interminably day after -day. It is
interesting ‘that even when 1mper1al1sm
reveals its great desire to use the Jews
as scapegoats, the theme does mnot
change. The arms trials of the last
two years have been clear proof of the
provocative intentions of imperialism.
For many vears now, thousands of
Arabs have been arrested without trial,
and every Arab found with arms dur—
ing the national uprising of 1936-39
was condemned to death or at least to
long imprisonment. ' To this the Zion-.
ists did not utter a word of protest so
that the ire of the oppressed Arab
masses was vented against the Jews.
'I‘hen an attempt was made to complete
the provocation: Jews in possession of
arms were publicly tried. In the whole
Fast the Arab papers began to write
that the Zionists were arming against
the Arabs and England was the pro-
But, of course,
the Zionists did not say that the arms
trials of the last two vears were only a
link in the chain of the imnerialist
nolicv- of divide et impera. Kven at
this hour they did everythmg to prove
that they were not the enemies of im-
perialism. but. on the contrary, its
allies. Thus. for instance, in the arms
trial that took nwlace on 28/11/44,
Ebstein, a2  member of Hashomer
Hatzair. the “Revolutionary Socialist’”
Zionist party, said to the judges: “‘You
who come: from England will surely
know how to appreciate the difficuities
andt dangers involved in development
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and colonization undertakings in back-
ward countries. No colonizatory under-
takings in the history of mankind have
taken place without being met by the
hatred of the natives. Years; and
sometimes generations pass till these
men (the natives—T.C.) become cap-
abte of appreciating and understanding

the blessing inherent in the undertak-

ing also for their future. But the
British people did not recoil from
developing these backward .countries
(imperialist conquest —i.e., develop-
ment—T.C.) knowing that by doing so
you were fulfilling an historical and
humanitarian mission. The best of
your sons you sacrificed on the altar
of progress.”” What did the petroleum
companies get for this?

. If the Zionists are not anti-
imperialist, then, why all these terror-
istic acts ? The answer is simple. The
Zionists have come inte a blind alley.
The victory of the proletriat of the
West and the masses of the East will
put an end to Zionist dreams. The
continuation of the existing social re-
gime makes every little people into a
puppet in the hands of big imperialist
Powers. This is especially true as re-
gards the Jews of Palestine whose rela-
tions with their neighbours are very
strained. If imperialism continues to
rule over the world, then whatever the
Jews do they are doomed. If the
world revolutionary wave reaches a
height, then all the weak peoples, in-
cluding world Jewry, will be saved. But
the Jews of Palestine in. their special
position can be saved only if they cease
to be buffers between: the national and
social liberatory struggle of the Arab
masses.. . The Jewish .capitalists of
Palestine as a class are doomed what-
ever happens. They are therefore in-
capable of . anything -except blind
adventurism based on belief in miracles
or at -best a struggle to hold out .a
little longer. : -

The best prospect the Zionists can
hotie for is that Britain will give them
a Jewish™ Stdte, even ‘though a pocket
state in a small part of tiny Palestine.
Thev ' think that the partition plan-for
Paléitine: tan “suit' the interests .of
British:-imverialistt - under ‘certain con-
ditions, Sueh a plan will ensure the

W. I. N.

January 1946.

existence of two ifridentist movements,
a sharp Zionist struggle for every place
of work and foot of ground in the
Jewish State, and economic weakness
of the mutilated Arab state. These
are the pros- of the plan from the
standpoint of imperialism. The Zionists
base their calculations on this factor
and no other: it is true that the posi-
tion of Zionism in the struggle between
the colonial people and imperialism is
predetermined, and it will not change
no matter how imperialism behaves,
but its place in the struggle between
the different imperialist Powers is not.
predetermined. Ben-Gurion and Weiz-
man .can be American agents with the
same enthusiasm as they have been
British agents for nearly thirty years.
The recent Zionist terror was intended
to threaten Britain with the possibility
of a Zionist switch over to America,.
and at the same time to make-it easier
for the British politicians, if they . so
desired, to permit the construction of
a Jewish State in spite of Arab opposi-
tion. (They would be able to say to
the Arabs that there was a material
and moral necessity to give in some-
what to the Zionists.) S
Even if this “solution’’-js arrived at
—which is far from being certain-—it
will be only a temporary, shortlived
postponement of Zionism's burial. The
Jews of Palestine and the Arabs will
only be involved by this plan in terrible
sacrifices, clashes and bloodshed. An
immediate step towards the Ssolution
for the Jewish workers of Palestine is
to bridge the gulf between themselves -
and the tens of millions of Eastern
peoples, by renouncing Zionest dreams
of domination. e S
The last terrorists acts—the blowing
up of the railways done with the full
collaboration of all the Zionist military
organizations (Hagana, National Mili-
tary Organization, and Stern Group)—
in reality did not harm imperialism but-
instead ..served -it -very -well. = They
intended te- ‘‘compel:’ the British Gov-
ernment. to:open the gates-of Palestine
to : Zionist - immigration and colonization. .
despite -the. opposition--ef. the --Arah
inhabitants of :the eeuntry. and those
af ~neighbouring  eonntries; (the former
having diseovered. the irue facts..of
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Zionism from first hand, and the latter
learning from them). It therefore only
added fuel to the fire of Arab-Jewish
hatred. The bombardment of the rail-
ways on the eve of November 2, was
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an excellent weapon in the hands of
British agents for the organization of
pogroms in Cairo, Alexandria and
Tripoli. )

To be concluded.

DISCUSSION MATERIAL

EUROPE =

EDITORIAL NOTE.—We have pub-
lished material on this question in
recent issues of W.I.N., from comrades
of the German I.K.D, and a reply by
Comrade Grant. The resolution of the
R.C.P, on the National Question in
Europe appeared in cur July-August
issue dand the elabonited position of
the Party is set out in the pamphlet
REVOLUTIONARY COMMUNIST
POLICY—R.C.P. Conference Decisions,

OUR TASKS

The contributions which follow are
from ' _members of the Socialist
Workers’ Party-—Amerwan Triotskyist
organisation. The article by Comrade
Simmons defends the position taken
in the.European Resoluticn adopted
by majority vote at the Eleventh Con-
vention of the S.W.P., amd Comrode
Morrow’s reply supports the podition
taken wup- by the minority at -that
Com;entmn. .

IN EUROPE

(SECTION OF R.C.P. CONFERENCE RESOLUT!ON
RELATING TO QUESTION UNDER DISCUSSION) -

The Fourth International will pene-
trate the broad masses and build the

party of socialist revolution only with

a correct’ .tactical- approach to ethe
the changing situations ‘and moods.
1t- would - require -a whole: series ot
terrible defeats before the bourgeoisic
could establish an open dictatorial. rule
on the lines of the fascist regimes -of
Hitler:and Mussolini. The cycle begins
all over again, but on a mnew basis.
The - decay - of. the . capitalist. system
weakens the bourgepisie and renders it
less capable of firmly. rivetting its rule
on. the masses. It is 1917-21 with
which . the. world is faced—but on a
higher - Jevel.. The degeneracy of the
rotted workers’ organisations -gives

capitalism a breathing space. Only if
the series of revolutions fails can the-
bourgeoisie hope to save its ‘system.
once again by Tesorting to a neo-fasc-
ism of monstrous reaction and repres-
sion. Before then the masses will have-
béen put to the test. The proletariat
will discard its old orgamsatlons if the
Fourth International in" its strategy
and tactics is capable of integrating
itself with the mass movement of the:
workers.

The basic task in this period is the-
building of  the mass revolitionary
parties _of the Fourth ‘Intérnational.
While. stuvmg for and advocatmg the-
setting ‘up. of ad.hoc organisations of
struggle ~ wherever ~ the opportunity-

.
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arises, while struggling for and adve-
«catlng the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat as the only solution, our Europ-
-ean comrades cannot hope to achieve
this in the first stages of the struggle.
True, the masses are seeking the soc-
ialist solution; but they will have to go
through the expenence in action of the
policy of betrayal of Stalinism and
Social Democracy in order to fearn
that even the old standards of life can

be obtained only by the rule of the °

working class.

The struggle for democratic, econ-
omic and transitional demands, far
from being superceded or chsolete dur-
ing the course of the revolutionary
epoch ahead, assumes tremendous im-
portance for the building of the frame-
work of our movement. Thus, side by
:side with the propaganda for Soviets
and a Workers’ Government, at this
stage there must be waged an agit-
ation for the old organisations of the
workers which still maintain the con-
fidence and support of the masses, to
break their altiance with the decadent
bourgecisie and_Aliied imperialism, and
“‘for the leaders to match their words
‘with deeds. Our comrades will demand
that the mass organisations which
claim to represent the workers, wage a
‘struggile- to take pewer into their own
hands. A Government of Socialists
and Communists! This will be the
rallying cry- which will be utilised by
‘the Fourth International to mobilise
the Social Democratic. and Communist
‘workers to ‘wage a struggle against
the capitalist class.

Together, and side by side with this.
‘must go the demand for general elec-
tions on the basis of universal suffrage
from the age of eighteen years. The
bourgeoisie and the reformist organ-
1sations are prating about democratic
rights, but they have allowed power to
‘remain in the hands of bourgeois
-cliques. for the most part under the
protection of Allied bayonets, without
-consulting the masses or receiving a
mandate from them. Thus. the demand
for a general election and the conven-
ang of a Constituent Assembly must
play a great role in the agitation of
«our comrades in the first stages of the
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revolutionary  mobilisation of the
masses, Together with these will- be
linked the transitional slogans in vari-
ous industries at varying stages of the
struggle: Nationalise the banks with-
out compensation! Take over the
mines, rallways and big combines and

industry, and operate them under
workers’ control!  Expropriate the
trusts which yesterday collaborated

with Hitler and today collaborate with
the Allied 1mperialists!‘ A plan of.
public works! A sliding scale of hours
and wages! The arming of the work-
ers and the orgamising of workers’
militias! There is no need to detail
all the demands which will be put for-
ward, according to the development of
the situation as laid down in the policy
of the . Fourth International in its
Transitional Programme. These de-
mands are not in contradiction with
the programme of soviets, of workers’
committees in the factories and streets.
But without them there is a danger
that the groups of the Fourth Inter-
national wounld degenerate into sectar-
ian sterility and isolation. They repre-
sent a bridge to the broad masses

without them the problem of organis-
ing the vanguard is rendered doubly
difficult.

It is in periods such as this that the
Party of the Fourth Internatiomal will
build itself. The Stalinist and Social
Democratic Parties will not atbain the’
stability they achieved in the pre-war
era. They will be faced with a constant
series of crises and splits. Given cor-
rect tactics the parties of the Fourth
International will grow at their ex-
peime. However, ephemeral, centrist
currents and groupmngs are beuwnd: te
make their appearance in many coun-
tries owing to the weakness of the
orgamsatxons of the Fourth Internat-
ional and their lack of authoritative
spokesmen, such as Leon Trotsky.
Authority will be built up on the basis
of the abilitv of the young cadres of
the International to learn for them-
selves in the course of the struggles,
and on the basis of the masses’ ex-
perience of the application of the pro-
gramme of the Fourth International.
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IN EUROPE

By WILLIAM SIMMONS (US.A)

the fascist era in Europe and

out of its smouldering pyres of
death and destruction new life, new
hope, begins to grow. This is mani-
fest in -‘the revelutionary eventis
already unfolding. But these are -still
in their early stage and a successful
conclusion is mot yet assured. Such
-an :assurance can be given oanly when
the proletariat follows a revolutionary
policy.

HISTORY has now written finish tc¢

The policv pursued is therefore the
crucial factor, Upon that depends
whether the revolutionary possibiiities
are advanced or retarded. And, as we
know very well, the quesfion of policy
is decided in each instance, and at
each stage of development, by which-
ever party gains the adherence of the
masses. '

Unfortunately, however revival of
political life has shown in Europe so
far an overwheiming mass support for

the social reformist parties, the
Stalinist and Social Democratic
parties. Compared to these, the

parties of the Fourth International are
still very small, very young and inex-
perienced. We can, therefore, readily
agree that the first task is the build-
ing of the Marxist party. But how is
this task to be approached ? What
strategical and tactical methods are to
be employed ? What should be the
-the character of the slogans and de-
mands .advanced ? The posing of
these problems have led to disagree-
ment .and discussion. :

To this discussion Comrade Morrow
has made a contribution in the articlz
entitled “The First Phase of the
Coming European <Revolution” pub-
lished in the December 1944 issue nf
Fowrth International. Concerning the
specific question of how to build the

Marxist party I think it is fair to say
that Morrow’s attitude can be summed.
up in his insistence upon the method
ol democratic demands. He says:

“T repeat: the main danger within
‘the Fourth International appears ‘to-
me to lie in the direction of ultra-
leftism, Tt is necessary, as we
approach * the first period of the
European revolution, to emphasize
and -underline the role of democratic
demands.”

It is true that Comrade Morrow
forsees for Burope a more or less pro-
tracted stage of bourgeois democratic
developments, This he makes per-
fectly clear in his article. To support
this view;, and supbort equally his in-
sisterice upen democratic demands, he
adduces some factors which emerged
from European developmerits at that
tim>. Some of these factors still exist,
perhaps in an even clearer form today,
without, however, supporting in the
least either of his conclusjons. Inso-
far as the possibility of bourgeois
democnratic developments in Europe is
concerned. this is determined byv far
more fundamental factors than those
cited by Morrow, and this question has:

-already been discussed extensively in

these columns. I shall therefore con-
fine myself here entirely to his in-
sistence upon empyphasizing and unde:-
lining the role of demeocratic demands.
I do not think that I can be accused
of an artificial separation. of related
questions inasmuch as Morrow makes
it clear that his insistence applies
especially to the immediate tasks and
does not necessarily devend upon what
he calls the tempo of developments.
In the above quotation he says that
it applies ‘“as we approach the first
period of the European revolution.”
And, besides, it is the immediate tasks
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which present the most pressing
problem, . :
Se s i iph oty MR -

© Among the important factors émerg-
ing from the European developments,
as listed by Comrade Morrow, are the
following : “‘ihe revival of democrati
illusions among considerable sections
of the masses,” because, “. . . new
generations have grown up without
any experience of bourgeois democracy
and without active participation in
political life.” This is undeniably so,
He estimates that ‘“ these masses may
well have to go through a certain
body of experiences before they will
understand that their needs cannot be
satisfied within the framework of the
democratic republic.” No doubt this
is true, although the experience may
be gained in a concentrated form and
within a brief period, Comrade
Morrow also concluded from Italian
experiences so far, that, “the tradi-
tional workers’ parties, as well as
centrist and liberal democratic parties,
will emerge throughout Europe as the
principal parties of -the first period
after collapse of the Nazis and their
collaborators.” This is alreadv the
case in a number  of  European
countries. It cannot yet be said for
Germany, the most decisive sector of
the Buropean revolution, although, to
a much more limited extent, it may
also come true there,

Still there is no need, or desire, on
my part to quarrel with these genera!
formulations cited in the above para-
graph. In fact, it should rather be
necessary to add that the period of
fascist dictatorship quite naturally
produced, not only a swing toward
~democratic liberties; but also created
“a genuine need for such liberties.

In this situation the parties cof the
Fourth International, whether small
or large, must go with. the masses
through this body of experience. And
they must do so regardless of whether
the experiencsg can be similated
within a brief period, in concentrated
form, or at a relatively slow tempo.
In conformity with the needs of each
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situation they must advance, and fight
for, democratic demands. Of course
they dare not stop short there or per-
mit these demands to become a noose
to strangle the masses. They must
follow out the theory of the permanent
revolution and recognise that the
genuine democratic needs cannot be
satisfied without the workers’ con-
quest of power,

At the same time we must not for
one moment lose sight of the fact the
social reformist parties, the centrist
and liberal parties advance demo-
cratic demands to one degree or
another, in one form or another, Re-
gardless of any failure on their part
to conduct a serious struggle; yes,
regardlesg of open betrayals of their
own professed reformist =nd liberal
programmes, they will make demo-
cratic demands. Even the Stalinists
will make them. Neither of these
parties can operate without them.
They will in fact, after the collapse
of fascism, endeavour to capitalize
particularly on existing democratic
illusions. They will sponsor demands
for social reform within.the framework
of capitalism as their only means of
maintaining mass support, and as a
means toward keeping this system
intact. They have no other means,

Although the actual situation in
Europe is by no means too clear to
us, it seems to emerze quite positively
that such is the position of these
parties now. In Northern Italy the
militant partisan movement, evidently
under the leadershin of Stalinists,
Social Democrats and Left wing
Liberals, demand the republic. Even
the Belgian Social Democrats have
given feeble voice to such a demamd.

_In France and elsewhere demands have

been made by these parties for a con-
stituent assembly, always taking care,
of course, that actual measures are
delayed as much as possible. Similarly
demands have been made for a certain
degree of nationalization,

The mere advancing of democratic
demands will not serve in itself to
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distinguish the Fourth International-
ists from the position of these parties.
It is important therefore to recognise
the fact that democratic demands are
‘for us only incidental and episodic in
the independent movement of the pro-
letariat; and they are now especially
so in view of the utter capitalist
collapse. They are the present stage
of developments, whenever an
wherever they come into use, essen-
tially a bridge to, and subordinate to,
the more fundamental demands of the
revolutionary programme. .. Standing
alone the mere episodic slogans and
demands are, of course,  entirely
inadequate.

ESSENCE OF THE PROBLEM

And sc we come to the essence of
the problem of what method to pursue
to build the Trotskyist parties in
Europe,

It is hardly necessary to repeat the
fact that everything is relative. The
brutal fascist dictatorship created a
genuine need for democratic liberties;
and slogans corresponding to these
needs capr and will serve as a powerful
means to set masses into motion. At
the same time this is by no means the

" only pressing need emerging in present
.day. FEurope. Fascism itself repre-
sented the last -~ desperate resort
toward preservation of the tottering
caypitalist structure. This brief experi-
ment with the most hideous system of
oppression did not strengthen the
_structure in the least. Its gaping
" holes have become veritable cataracts,
The capltalist crisis retains all its
characteristics of permanency. Indeed
its whole structure teeters over a
~precipice. On the other hand, revival
"of demodratic, illusions among con-
‘siderable sectioms’ of the masses, due
_'.to lack of’ participation in pohtmas
life of the younger generation, is not
the only present phenomenon Far
more pressulg for them is the lack of
" the most meagre means of subsistence.
Therefore with all its weight this
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catastrophic -crisis- pushes the: prole-
tariat relentlessly on the road toward
the revolutionary mass struggle for
power.

A revolutionary situation is be—
ginning te unfold., Ohjective condi-
tions are favourable to the proletariat.
And yet at this very beginning we are
presented with a paradox: a prole-
tarian revolutionary  policy does. not
yet prevail; the principal parties of
the proletariat are the social reformist
parties, .

Yes, these are the crucial factors
emerging from the European situation
today. And at the same time these

"are the conditiong that determine the

strategy and tactics of the num-
erically small Trotskyist parties, rather
than any speculative estimates of the
viability of bourgeois domocracy
The question of policy pursued by
these co-thinkers. is equally crucial.
Their most immediate 2nd their main
adversary is made up of the social re-
formist parties against whom they
must carry on the unrelenting fight for
mass influence. In a very immediate
and in a very pressmg sense this is
their main struggle.

How are they to win out in ‘this
crucial conflict for leadership? By
emphasizing and-underlining the role
of democratic demands.? .No! Our
conclusion must be the exact opposite
to that drawn by Comrade: Morrow.
This conclusion  must proceed from
the idea that, the parties of the Fourth

‘International possess .the - enormous

advantage of & revolutiopary program.
This is the main. program which they
Therefore,
if in this main struggle anyﬂhmg is

. to be espeq:ally emphasized an.d un-

derlined, it is the revoluhonary can-
tent of , this program. They mu,st

:e‘mphasue the soclallst way. out of
the déapitalist, collapse in c.lea.r a,nd

preclse revolutionary slogans,” In fact
they must put forward as their. most
pressing demand the eéxprom g.tion of
the capitalists and the spcmlizatxon of
the means of production,
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Cammde Morrow's formula should
be reversed to read : it is necessarv
to emphasize and underline the tasks
of the soeialist revolution as the mosi
pressing problem before the working
rriasses. At the same time we should
sgy: uge -every opportunity available
to demand and fight for more and
_more democratic liberties; to demand

and fight for ever greater economic

concessions from capitalism, Remem-
ber, however. that such liberties and
such concessions can, at the present
stage of social developments, be won
only as a by-product of the revolu-
tionary struggle. ‘The bourgeoisie will
grant such concessions only when in
" foar of ‘losing al its privileges. And
_finally : Do not fail to make it crystal
clear that a successful struggle for the
‘socialist way out of the frightful
capitahst collapse can be waged only
by the ‘orces and the methods of the
‘proletarian revolution,

Such a policy is imposed upon the
European Trotskyist parties by the
unfolding of the revolutionary situa-
‘tion, Ultimately this alone can secure
for them the necessary mass influence,
But it is no less imperative in its more
:immediate sense.

The smal Trotskyist parties do not
Vet dispese of forces sufficient to set
aéiillans into motion. Far from it. In
‘the ‘fArst imstance their appeals must
' 'be addressed therefore to the more
advanced, the more politically con-
scious, and ‘the more militant workers.
But these are still by and large within
the foids of the Stalinist and Social
“"Pemocratie parties. Paradoxical as it
‘may seéem, we can be sure that the
-militant workers adhers to the parties
still «carrying the names of socialism
and communism not as a sign of
approval of the policies and actions
of social reformism, but rather because
of their burning desire to find the
dolution, as the case may ‘be. What
clse coyld be expected in the absence
of any ‘other working class means of
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political action sufficiently known to
them ? .

Should we say that in order to win
them it is necessary to emphasize and
underline the role of democratic de-
mands ? That would be utterly ‘n-
adequate, In fact it would be a

flagrant mockery. Everything would

in this manner be turned upside dowx,
Let us try rather to place the problem
right side up and affirm again without
equivocation, the basic proposition :
in the struggle to win the more
advanced stratum of the European
proletariat the Trotskyist parties must
especially emphasize their revolution-
ary program. They must demonstrate
beyond a shadow of doubt, by means
of slogans, demands, propaganda,
agitation and action, that the genuine
Marxist program, together with the
method and the forces of the revolu-
tion alone can lead to the socialist
solution.

THE SOCIALIST SOLUTION

Objective reality will naturally pre-
sent different and varying stages in
the general political process of
development. But these stages inter-
penetrate and they are directly inter-
related with the movement of the
masses. Changes in the one will in-
volve .changes in the other. The
moods of the masses will of necessity
show similar variations. And it would

‘be illusory to expect changes continu-

ally in a progressive direction. Initial
set-backs, reverses, and even possible
defeats have to be counted on.
Obstacles in the path of Eurapean
revolutionary developments are still
tremendous. In several respects they
are even greater than those that
followed in the wake .of World War 1.

Direct allied imperialist and Kremlin

bureaucratic intervention on the side
of reaction in every serious situation
is now a very real, a very potent factor
of enormous proportion. Then, in
addition, we have now not merely one
but two reformist parties in the ser-
But. the small
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revolutionary forces have also learned
from the rich experiences and
possess infinite advantages, And
while it is not possible in a discussion
here to attempt to formulate the de-
tailed tactical plans for every changing
situation, it is possible and necessary
to emphasize both the importance and
the character of their conscious inter-
vention in the general process. Above
all, that must mean that they project
their revolutionary policy for the
socialist solution.

While we have no text-books telling
us how to make a revolution, the
Marxist method is available. It has
stood the tests in the laboratory of
history. The October Revolution, the
greatest of them all, brought its veri-
fication, and much of it is available
in written and amply documented
form. We should not attempt to pre-
sent the conditions of October as
analogous to present conditions; yet
we must by all means learn from its
experiences,

We can afford to learn especially
from Lenin in the “rearming of the
party.” Trotsky relates in his Hispory
of the Russian Revolution how prior
to Lenin’s return the whole party
leadership feared to go beyond the
boundaries of the- democratic republic.
He says: ‘The proletariat did not
seize the power in February because
the Bolshevik Party was not equal to
its objective task, and could not pre-
vent the compromisers from expro-
priating the popular masses politically
for the benefit of the bourgeoisie.”

LENIN'S COURSE

And then Lenin arrived, and the
“ History™ relates: ‘““He swept aside
legislative agrarian reform,” com-
plains Sukhanov, ‘along with the rest
of the policies of the Soviet, He spoke
for an organized seizure of the land
by the peasants, not anticipating . . .
any governmental power at all.”

W. L N.
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‘“We don’t need any parliamentary
republic. 'We dont need any bour-
geois democracy. We don’t need any
government except the Soviet of
workers’, soldiers’, and farmhands’,
deputies! ”

The next day Lenin presented his
famous “ Theses of April 4™ which ex-
pressed, says Trotsky, in gimple words
comprehensible to all :

“The republic which has issued
from the February revolution is not
our republic, and the war it is now
waging is not our war. The task
of the Bolsheviks is to overthrow
the imperialist government. But
this government rests upon the
support of the Social Revolution-
aries and Mensheviks, who in turn
are supported by the trustfulness of
the masses of ‘the people. We are
in the minority. In these circum-
stances there can e ng talk ef
violenee from our side. .We must
teach the masses not to trust the
compromisers and defensists, ‘We
must patiently explain’ The success
of this policy, dictated by the whole
existing situation, is assured and it
will bring us to the dictatorship of
the proletariat, and so beyond the
boundaries of the bourgeois regime.
We will Hreak absolutely with
capital, publish its secret treaties.
and summon ‘the workers of the
whole world to cast loose from the’
bourgeoisie and put an end to the
‘war., We are beginning the inter-
national revolution. Only its success
will  confirm our success, anad
guarantee a transition to the
socialist regime.”

All accounts from these fateful days
of rearming of the Bolshevik Party
agree that Lenin’s theses, when pre-
sented, were greeted as . ultra-leftist
even among the leading Bolsheviks.
And to the democrats, says Troteky,
it appeared fantastic: “The Bolshe-
viks are a tiny minority in the Soviet,
and Lenin dreams of seizing the
power : isn’t that pure adventurism 7"
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Pravda, under the editorship’ of
Stalin and Kamenev, said -four days
later : ’

~ -“As for the general scheme of
Comrade Lenin, it seems to us un-
acceptable in that it starts from the
- assumption that the bourgeois
democratic; revohition is ended, and
counts: upon an immediate trans-

formation of this revolution into a -

socialist revolution.”

' History nevertheless proved Lenin
correct., Due to his insistence the

W. I N.
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Bolshevik Party became armed theo-
retically for its struggle with the com-
promisers. He' © was concerned
primarily about the party’s wunde-
standing its basic. objective task,
namely : to lead  the stuggle directly
toward workers’ power and the
socialist system. He was concerned
equally about making it clear to the
masses that the party understood this
as its basic task and was determined
to strive for its realization. This is
one great lesson for us to learn from
Lenin,

(Reprinted  from the American FOURTH INTERNATIONAL, July, 1945.)

TACTICAL PROBLEMS OF

'EHE EUROPEAN MOVEM ENT

iy 4my

IN

For two years therd has been a
dispute in the Socialist Workers Party
concerning problems of the European
revol,utxon, The position of the S W.P.
majonty was last sftated comprehen-
sively by -Wm. Simmons in his
“ Trotskylst Tasks in Europe” in the
July Fourth Imternational. Hisarticle
is very useful because it serves to
make clear what still remains in
dispute,

In particular, it makes clear that
we remain in. disagreement on the
correctness and importance of demo-
cratic demands in general and two in
particular: the republic in Italy and
Belgium;  the Constituent Assembly
in Italy, France, Belgium and Holland,
We of the minority insist that these

1-——THE STRUGGLE FOR THE REPUBLIC
ITALY AND BELGIUM

By FELIX MORROW (U.S.A)

demands have been and continue to
be of primary importance. Comrade
Simmeons, as we shall see, denies that.

ONE QUESTION REMOVED
FROM DISPUTE

Originaily our disagreement on this
question flowed from our differing
estimates of the present stage of
political consciousness of the European
proletariat. As early as 1943, we
predicted the emiergence from under-
ground of the traditional - workers’
parties as the principal leadership of
the masses; that on the one hand this
fact would be the result of the revival
of democratic illusions during the war;
that on the other hand these parties
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would foster these- iilusions, teachiny
the masses that their needs can be
satisfled within the framework of th2
bourgeois-democratic state; that this
gituation dictated to the parties of
the Fourth International an emphasis
on democratig demands as the léver
with which to reach the masses and
arouse them to struggle for ever-
more thoroughgoing demands.

The S.W.P. majority, on the con-
trary, either denied the existence of
these democratic illusions or, if it
granted them for a moment, it was
only to predict their speedy disappear-
ance because of the catastrophic
economie situation. As crushing proof
they quoted Trotsky's 1940 statement
that “Today almost nothing remains
of the democratic and pacifist illu-
sions ” angd. refused to.understand that
the - further development of the war
since 1940 had revived these illusions:
the revival of national feeling under
the Nazi occupation, the rise of a
generation without experience of
bourgeois democracy (not only in
Italy, Germany . and Eastern Europe,
but also in the five years of Nazi
occupation in Western Europe), the
acute dependence on America for food
and ecanomic aid, etc,

"Typical of the original position of
the S.W.P. majority was this state-
ment of its spokesman, E. R. Prani::

“T have read and heard it bruited
about that there is going to be a
tremendous revival' of democratic
illusions among the masses because
the younger generation has not gone
through the school of parlidgmentar-

ism, that it must first go' through-

‘this “body ‘of ‘experience’ until it is

‘ab’e to shed: democratic illusions.-

what iriability” ‘to understand  the
meaning of ‘events and to sense the
mood, . the - asgirations; the  feelings
-of- the: masses !-”: (December, 1944,
- Fourth . International, p, 378). .
And it an’ editorial ‘v‘condemnihgf the
minority’, the majorit’y‘ stated : ’
“ The convéntxon re)ected Morrow s
contention concerning the prospel'ts
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of bourgeois democracy: inp Europe..

Developments since the downfall of

Mussolini have reinforced the party’s.
prognosig that the program of"
Anglo-American imperialism is so

reactionary that the initia! illusions

of the masses concerning the inten-

tions and plans of the Allied occupy-

ing authorities are swiftly dispelled.
by their own experiences, In other

words, the crisis in Eurove is so

catastrophic in nature that bour--
geois democratic illusions can find

no fertile soil. This is turther

attested to by the recent events in .
France, Italy, Belgium and Greece.”

(Ibid, p. 559).

The majority deduced the impos--

sibility of democratic illusions from
the economic situation,
guilty of a false theory of the relation.
between economics and politics, de-
ducing
quences from the economic situation.
The minority, on the other hand, in-
sisted that the (political) demoeratic
illusions could disappear only as the
result of a political experience of the
masses with bourgeois democracy.

It was thus

automatic political conse-

Now, at long last, the minority posi-

tion is conceded by Simmons, who
writes : .

‘““Among the important factors
emerging from European develop-
ments, as listed by Morrow, are the’
‘“the revival of demo-
cratic iliusions among considerable
sections of the masses’ because .
‘new generations have grown up
without any:experience of bourgesis:
democracy. and without active par
ticipation in political life.’  Thig. is
undeniably. so. He estimates that
‘these masses may well have to.go
through 8. certain body of experi-
ences before they will understqnd
that t}‘elr needs caritot be. satisfied
Wl*hin the framework of .the demo-
cratic republic’ No doubt this is
true, although “the exneriences. may’
b4= gairied in a concentrated form
and within a brief period, Comna.dé
 Morrow .also conc]uded from’ Itahan'
experiencas 80 far that ‘the trad:--
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‘tionia) -workers® phrties, as well as

‘ecentrist  and  liberal-democratic
‘parties - will emerge throughout
Europe 'as” ihé€ principal parties of
the first period after collapse of the
‘Nazis ‘and their collaborators.’ This
'is already the cas® in a number of
European countries, It cannot yet
‘be said for Geérmany, the most de-
cisive sector of ‘the FEuropean
revolution, although, to a much more
‘limited extent, it may also come
true ‘there,

T &till there is np need, _ov desire,'
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it is thé revolutionists and not. the re-
formists who are ‘the most devoted
fighters ﬁqr the needs of the people.

Against this' approach, -thé S.W.P.
majority interposes an —objection
which, if true, would dictate an en-
tirely  different  attitude : toward
democratic demands, The ohjection
is that reformists also advance demo-
cratic demands and that therefore the
advancing of democratic demands can-
not distinguish the revolutionists from
the Teformists in the eves of the
workers.

on my part to guarrel with these
general formulations cited in the
above ‘paragraph. ‘

“In this mtuatxon the parties of
the Fourth International, whether

small or large, must go w;th/ the

masses through this body of experi-
ences. . . In conformity with the
needs of each situation they must
‘advance, and fight for, democratic
demands. . . .”.

,We of the minorify éan only
‘welcome this statement, which re-

amoves an issue hotly disputed since .

‘October, 1943,

BUT THE DISPUTE
CONTUNUES ANEW

. Unfortunately, however Comrade
Simmons and those he speaks for fail
#o understand the logical conclusions
which follow from recognizing the
-existence of democratic illusions.

It the masses have democratic illu-
sions, what follows ? How shall we
prove to -the masses that the needs
cannot be satisfied’ within the frame-

work of' the- bburgeois-deuiocratxc‘

Simmons states this objection as

fo'lows :

“In Northern Italy the militant
partisan movement, evidently under
the leadership of Stalinist, - Social
Democrats and Left wing liberals,
demand the republic. - Even the
Belgian Social Democrats have given
feeble voice to such a demand: In
France and e’sewhere demands have

_been made. by these parties for a

constituent assembly, always taking
carg of course, that actual measures
are delayed as much as possible. . . .
“ The mere- advamcing of demo-
cratic demands will not serve in
itself to distinguish the Fourth
Internationalisty from the position
of these parties. It is important
therefore to recognize the fact that
democratic demandg are for us only
jincidental and episodic in the inde-
pendent movement of the prole-
tariat; and they are now especially
so in view of the utter capxta‘lst
colapse.” (My italics.)
From thls assertion of the impos-

sivility of distinguishing . ourse.ves
from the reformists on the plane of

state ? - "~
This is of, ‘couse not a new. prob-

democratic deiands, Simmons quite
logically .draws a very sharp distinc-
tion between my aporoach and his : -

lem, and our snswer is the Leninist
.zmswgr The more complete democracy
we can win, the more it will become
<clear to the workers that it is not
their, lack of, ‘tiberties, but. cam&ahsm
itaelf which 'is the  cause of- their
suffering. In the fight for the most
comp’ete democracy, the Bolsheviks
«an demonstrate to the workers that

“ How are the revolutionists to win

-out in this erucial conflict for leader-

ship ? By emphasizing ‘and tnder-
lining the role .of demoeratic. de-

. mands ? :No! -, Qur ‘eonclusion

must be. the exact opposite to. that
drawn by Morrow. This conclusion
must proceed from the idea that the
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parties of the Fourth International
possess the enormous advantage of
a revolutionary program., This is
the main program which they must
bring forward now. Therefore, if in
this main struggle anything: is to be
especially emphasized and wunder-

ined, it is the revolutionary content

of- this program. They must em-
phasize the socialist way out of the
capitalist collapse in clear and pre-
cise revolutlonxary slogans. I fact
they must put forward as their most
pressing demwnd the expropriation
of the cmp/ttahsts and the socializa-
ticn of. the means of production.

(My italics.) )

The issue, then, is cear: we of the
minority assert the tremszndous im-
portance- of such democratic demands
as the republic and the constituent

assembly precisely from the point of -

view of enabling the revolutionary
party to find its way to the masses.
On the other hand Comrade Simmons
asserts  that the revolutionary party
cannot distinguish itself * from - the
reformists on the vlaneé of democratic
demands and that therefore the revo-
lutionists must make *their most
'pressing demand ¥ theé’ expropriation
of capitalism. While Comrade Sim-

mons- doesn’t make it clear, we shall |
see that in actual practice his position.

means either opposing or ignoring the

slogans of the republic and the con-

stituent assembly

Unlike, the earher period of thxs
dispute when we were
theoretical caonsiderations, wé Tnew
argue in terms of the exwneriencé of
our comrades and the  proletariat
since the expulsion ¢f the Nazis from
Western Europe. Even now we have
only fragmentarv infarmation from
our comrades,. but it is ‘enough to
settle this dispute.

THE - LEOPOLD CRISIS IN
BELGIUM

Very early in the Leovold crisis, and

before we were able to hear it from

W.L N.
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our Bélgxan comrades, the suggestion
arose how. to treat the events in Thc
Militant snd Fourth Intennationgl.

- Here was an acid test of the difference

in approach between us and the S.W.P,
majority for whom Comrade Simmons
speaks,

At the Political Commlbtee meetmg

_of June 21, I introduced the following

motion :
“That 'in our analysis of the
Beigian working -class struggle

against the return of King Leopold,
we condemn the Socialist and Com-
munist parties for having failed to
take the following steps :

“1. Expulsion from the govern-
ment of the bourgeois ministers who
- are favourable to Leopold’s return.
Thereby the gevernment would" be

. transformed into a Soclallst Com-
munist government,

“2.% Arrest of the royal family,
including the Regent and other re-
actionaries and industrialists who
are plotting- thh Leopold for his
return
© 3.7 Immediate’ proclamation ' of
the democratic republic, ‘

“4. Authorization of election. of
soldiers’ commxttees by the Belgian
regiménts. .

“5. Arming * of the workers.
Control of production by, elected
fa;tory committees to assure con-
tinued production for the needs of
the workers.”

My motivation: for ‘this- motion,

briefly, . was that the problem of

problems for the Trotskyxst movement

is to tear .away the masses from the

Socialist and Communist parties. . This
is not to be done by propaganda for
the virtues of socialism, of which the

,soclallst-mmded proletarlat of Belgium

ig well aware, .nor by equally abstract

.propaganda for.the proletarian revolu-
tion,

which th: ' Communist party
workers  and many of the Socialist
party workers believe their parties
stand for. Our task is to contrast
‘what their parties obviously should do
with what their parties actually do in
the concrete critical situations which
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arise. One such situation was the
attempt of Leopold to return; the
Socialist and Communist parties
opposed his return but advocated re-
“tention of the monarchy. To those
-workers who foilow the Socialist and
Communist parties, we say: “Your
parties refuse even to break with the
‘monarchy; at a moment when it :s
clear they could have gotten rid of
it once for all;
will not even proelaim a republic
when it can bé done, how can you
~expect them to lead you to socialism?

The Political Committee majority
Tejected my motion, and adopted one
s follows :

“That in exposing the role of the
‘Social Democrats and their sham
fight against Y.eopo’d, we base our-
:selves on the program of the Belgian
«comrades and especially emphasize
the demand for the withdrawal of
the Allied troops.”

The “ program of the Beigian com-
Tades” to which this motion refers
was one issued monthg before : it had
_in it no referenae to the gquestion of
the monarchy.

The quest at issue was the
‘monearchy. That was what the
‘Belgian crisis was about, and that was

what my motion was about. My
answer was the republic. The
Political Committee rejected my

motion and their own gave no answer
‘to the question at issue,

“Let us hope,” I wrote at the time,
“that our Belgian comrdes didn’t
also look up a program of action

written at a different time and with

other situations in view. Let us hope
that our Belgian comrades answered
the actual guwestion with which life
had confronted them. If they did so,
however, they followed a very different
method than our Political Committee.”
My hope in the Belgian comrades
proved justified. Four days after the
above motions, the Socialist and Com-
munist parties called -a.mass demon-
stration in the industrial centre of
- Charleroi, to demand Leopold’s abdic-
‘ation, i.e. continuation of the monarchy
in the form of the regency of

W. L. N.

when such parties’

January 1946.

Leopold’s brother. Over 10,000
workers came out in spite of the
tepid character of the demand.

‘Our comrades entered the demon-
stration with their own slogans and
were able to report a signal success:
“From the beginning, the slogans
Taunched by our comrades of
Charleroi : ‘Leopold to Prison,” ‘ Down
with the monarchy,” ‘ For the republic,’
were taken up by the overwhelming
majority of the demonstrators,” re-
ports the July 14 issue of La Lutte
OuvrierG, organ of our comrades, the
Revolutionary Communist Party of
Belgium, This success was followed
by similar responses to the leaflets and
press of our comrades,

In his eagerness to demonstrate
that the mere advancing of democratic
demands will not serve to distinguish
revolutionists from reformists, Sim-
mons says the Belgian Labour Party
gave “ feeble voice ” to the demand for
a republic. Actually, however, it did
nothing of the sort. Together with
the Communist Party, it opposed the
return of Leopold but accepted -the
contiruance of the monarchy, What
js true is that the Labour Party has
inscribed traditionally in itg program
the slogan of the republic. This fact,
however, far from blurring the differ-
ence between the reformists and the
revolutionists, opened to our comrades
a tremendous opportunity for success
ful agitatior among the Labour Party
members, calling upon them to force
their leaders to carry out the repub-
lican plank of the Labour Party’s own
platform. '

In their agitation in the Leopold
crisis, our comrades did not of course
limit themselves to the slogan of the
republic. Their agitation followed the
same method as my motion: expuision
of the bourgeois ministers; arrest of
reactionaries; arming of the workers;
workers’' control of production, eétc.
This is the method of democratic and
transitional =~ demands—both woven
together.

Instead of my proposal for factory
and soldiers’ committees—an absatract
proposal-—the Belgian comrades made
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had not known) the existence of Com-
mittees of Vigilance which date from
the Nazi occupation and which are now
merely top committees of the Labour,
Communist and Liberal parties. Our
comrades proposed to enlarge the
committees transforming them from
committees of the ‘“‘democratic
alliance” into really popular organs
by expelling the (bourgeois) liberais
and by sending into the committees
democratically-elected delegates of the
workers in the factories and neigh-
bourhoods. These committees would
take charge of the fight for the re-
public, arrest the officers who are
preparing a royalist dictatorship,
organize the workers’' militias, etc.

What are such committees 7 They
are soviets. Note well, however, that
they are to be launched under the
slogan of the struggle- for the re-
public. In other words, at this stage
it is the democratic demand for the
republic which enables our comrades
to popularize the idea of soviets. It is
too often forgotten that soviets begin
as the organs of the wunited front of
the proletariat specifically created to
struggle for a commonly-accepted de-
mand. Far from hampering our pro-
paganda. for soviets, it is precisely the
fact that the Belgian Labour Party
is on record for a republic which
facilitated the demand of our com-
rades - for the mass committees
required to fight for it.

Comrade Warde (who of course
voted against the slogan of the
republic for Belgium) now seeks to
find a “ profound " distinction between
the slogan as used by our Belgian
comrades and as used by Morrow*:
for the Belgian comrades he says, it
is “merely a point of  departure.”
And I, presumably, want the republic
to remain, ., . Yes, in Belgium and in
Italy, too, the siogan of the republic
is merely a point of departure. But
without it one cannot today depart in

W. L N.

a concrete proposal, based on (what T the direction of soviets.

- for the soviet republic.

125

And there is
the whole point,

Some, comrades try to make a pro-
found distinction between calling for
a republic and calling for a democratic
(i.e. bourgeois) republic, the implica-
tion being that our Belgian comrades
are in reality calling for a socialist
republic when they speak of republic.
What is true, of course, is that the
day the reformists proclaim the
(bourgeois) repubiic, we shall con-
demn the content they give it as being
a betrayal of the workers’ aspirations
for a better life. In this sense, the
demand for the republic is an algebraic
formula, the revolutionist giving it a
very different content than that given
it by the reformist: for the revolu-
tionist proclamation of the republic is
a step forward in the struggle for

‘socialism, whereas for the reformist

the republic is an end in itself. But
this does not change the democratic
character of the demand for the re-
public; it is not a socialist demand;
it does nof mean that we are propos-
ing to replace the monarchy by soviet
power, for in the latter case we would
not be calling for the republic, but
The whole
point of the present situation in
Belgium and Italy is precisely the un-
timeliness of the slogan of the soviet
republic,

THE REPUBLICAN
IN ITALY

In the case of Italy, too, the Political
Committee of the S.W.P. has refused
to endorse the slogan of the republic,
even though it is the programme of
our Italian comrades. :

Comrade Simmons argues: “In
Northern Italy the militant partisan
movement, evidently under the leader-
ship of Stalinists, Social Democrats
and Left wing Liberals, demand the
republic.” This is one of his arguments
to prove that “ The mere advancing
of democratic demands will not serve

QUESTION

* The Belgiam party leadership wwrites
in a letter of September 10:: “ As you
could see from our paper and also from
our leaflets, we had a firm stand during

the king’s crisis thie last months, more
in wccordanice with the Morrow. reso-
lution than with the Stein (Political
Clommittee) resohubion™
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in’ itself to distinguish the Fourth
Internationalists from the position of
thése parties.” .

Even in terms of his own argument,
Simmons fzils to say that for two
years after the fall of Mussolini, the
Communist Party, the leading party
of the workers, opposed the abolition
of the monarchy, Wasn’'t this a per-
fect opportunity for the Trotskyists to
hammer gway in favour of the slogan
of the republic, gaining prestige
among the workers especially after
the “left” turn of the Stalinists
showed that the Trotskyists were right
all the time ?

That, however, is only one side of
the question. FEven more important
is it to understand that official en-
dorsement of a slogan by the Social
Democrats and the Stalinists in no way
detracts from the importance of the
slogan for us. Under the pressure of
the workers Togliatti and Nenni are
giving lip-service to the slogan of the
republic. Good! Our task then be-
c¢omes to demonstrate—and a wealth
of material ig available—that they
have done nothing to get rid of the
monarchy since the fall of Mussolini,
and that meanwhile the monarchist
generals are building an army for use
against the proletariat.

If we could not distinguish ourselves
from the reformists when they raise
identical or similar slogans to ours,
then we would be hard-put to find any-
thing to agitate about. Not even
Simmons’ proposal that our *“most
pressing demand” must be “the ex-
propriation of the capitalists and the
socialization of the means of produc-
tion” is exempt from reformist
imitation. For, as he himself admits
(p. 116) “ demands have been made
for a certain degree of nationalization ”
by the reformist parties. More pre-
cigely, the Communist Party in Ttaly
and France, for one example, stands
for nationalization of the banks snd
all key industries. “The mere
advancing of democratic demands will
not serve in itself to distinguish the
Fourth Internationalists from the
rosition of these (reformist) parties,”
complains Simmons but the same
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could be said for many of our socialist
demands. It should be obvious that
something is wrong with Simmons’
approach. ) i
Trotsky answered a Spahish Sim:
mons on just this point in 1931 when
the reformist Caballero endorsed
workers’ control of production :
“. . . to renounce workers’ control
merely because the reformists are
for it—in words—would be an en-
normous stupidity. On the contrary,
it ig precisely for this reason that
we should seize upon this slogan all
the more eagerly and compel the
reformist workers to put it into
practice by means of a united front
with us; and on the basis of this
experience to push them into opposi-
tion to Caballero and other fakers.
“We  succeeded in  creating
Soviets in Russia only because the
demand for them wag raised,
together with us, by the Mensheviks
and the Social Revolutionaries,
although, to be sure, they had
different aims in mind. We cannot
create any Soviets in Spain precisely
because neither the Socialists nor
the syndicalists want Soviets. This
means that the united front and the
organizational unity of the majority
of the working class cannot be
created under thig slogan,
“But Hhere is Cabsllero himself,
forced by the pressure of the masses,
seizing upon the slogan of workers’
control and thereby opening wide
the doors for the united front policy
and to forging an organization that
embraces the working class. We
must seize hold of this with both
hands. Certainly Caballero will try
to transform workers’ control into
the control of the capitalists over
the workers. But that question
aiready pertains to another domain,
that of the relationship of forces
within the working class.” (Fourth
© International. October 1943, p. 319.)

Certainly Togliatti- and Nenni will
iry to transform the proclamation of
the republic into the controcl of the
capitalists over the workers, But that
question will be settled by the relation-
ship of forces within the working class
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at that point. Meanwhile, however,
our Italian comrades have to grasp
with both hands Togliatti and Nenni’s
affirmations of the republic. The
difference is that in cailing for united
front organs (soviets) for the republic
we cail for class struggle against the
monarchy, whereas the reformists pro-
mise to remove it eventually by means
of class collakoration. It is so
difficult to make this distinction clear
to the advanced workers?

Today’s newspapers (Octoberl4) re-
port great mass ‘meetings in Rome,
Milan and other cities, demanding
abolition of the monarchy and speedy
elections to the Constituent Assembly.
Cf course the mectings are under con-
trol of the Communist and Sociaiist
parties. According to the method of
Simmens, their advancing of these de-
mands negates the importance of these
demands for our Italian comrades.

But note well that the bourgeois
partners of the Communist and
Socialist parties in the government
write in o¢pposition to the meetings.
The Liberale condemns the sponsors
of the meetings as lacking in good
faith since they know perfectly wel.
that the Constituent cannot be con-
vened before next spring at the
earliest. The Populo of the Christian
Democrats argues thet the Constituent
cannot solve the economic problems
which must come first. And so on.
Here is an excellent oppertunity for
us! AWe say to the Socialist and Com-
munist party members : Your jeaders
sit in ome cabinet with the Christian
Democrats and Liberals, where
ostengibly all together are preparing
the Constituent as soon as possible, so
your leaders say. But when you
werkers demonstrate for the republic
and the Constituent, the bourgeois
ministers condemn your demonstra-
tions, in reality condemn the purposes
for which you are demonstrating.
They are using their government posts
to sabotage convocation of the Con-

stituent which will abolish the
monarchy ! Down with the bourgeois
ministers, drive them out of the

government. For a government of the
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workers’ parties and the trade unions,

True, Comrade Simmons and his
associates support the slogan of a
government of the workers’ parties in
Italy. But do not support the slogan
of the republic and therefore. would
be unable to agitate along the lines
indicated above, For they don’t under-
stand that at this stage the slogan of
the republic is an indisvens2b.e lever
for advancing the slogan of a govern-
ment of the workers’ parties,

Another example : At the great mass
mesating in Rome against the mon-
archy the Action Party leader
¥Federico Comendini, himself fright-
ened out of his wits 2t the exient to
which his criminal po'icy has per-
mitted the royalist forces to arm them-
selves, tries in turn to frighten the
royahsts with the war ning that if they
try to prevent the elections to the
Constituent, then “the parties that
organized the Rosselli, Matteoti and
Garibaldi Brigades ' will not refrain
from appealing direct’y to the working
classes.”

Our comrades must grab hold of
Comandini’s words with both hands.
If the Comandinis, whose policy made
it possible for the royalists to arm,
have to admit so much, the truth must
be even more . serious., Sound the
alarm ! Workers, there may be no
elections unless the working clasg pre-
pares immediately to defend the elec-
tions against the royalists! When the
workers had the Partisan Brigades,
the royalists cowered in hiding, but
when the workers gave up arms and
disbanded the brigades, the royalists
came out into the open. TLet us
speedily correct the mistake—Com-
mittees of Vigilence in every factory,
and neighbourhood! The commitiees
to prepare the electoral lists purging
them of collaborators and fascists; to
guarantee the holding of the elections
against the royalists; to discuss the
steps to be taken in order to assure
a worker-peasant majority in the Con-
stituent; a land pragramme for the
peasants, a social programme for the
workers, etc. Delegates from the
Committees shall convene in Rome
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simultaneously with the Constituent,
in order to keep the local committees
informed of how well or ill the Con-
stituent is carrying out the wishes of
the masses, what steps must be taken
everywhere to enforce the decisions
of the Constituent against the king,
the landlords and capitalists, etc. Ina
word, Comandini’s “left” gesture
provides a perfect opportunity for re-
volutionary agitation for arming the
workers and for soviets. But on one
small condition: the revolutionary
party must also support the slogan of
the republic which is today in Italy
the lever for the other slogans,

AN ANARCHO - SYNDICALAST
ERROR

The masses want bread, not the
repubiic. The Constituent Assembly
will not feed us. Such were.the argu-
ments of the Spanish anarcho-syndi-
calists, and today of the Bordighists
in Italy. And at bottom it is the same
ultra-left error which Comrade Sim-
mons and his associates make, This
.becomes clear when, after perfunc-
torily conceding the need of democratic
demands, he writes :

“On the other hand, revival of
democratic illusions among consider-
able sections of the masses, due to
lack of participation in political life
of the younger generation, is not the
only present phenomenon. Far more
pressing for them is the very lack
of the most meagre means of sub-

_ sigtance. ‘Therefore, with all its
weight this catastrophic crisis
pushes the proletariat relentlessly on
the road towards the revolutionary
mass struggle for power.”

Comrade Simmons here makes the
. usual uitra-leftist error of counter-
posing the republic and the Con-
stituent Assembly to the hunger which
impels the masses to demonstrate for
the republic and the Constituent
Assembly. True enough, the republic
and the Constituent will not satisfy
the hunger of the masses. But the
understanding of this by the masses
still lies in the future. Today the
great masses believe the republic and
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the Constituent wil help them. It is
necessary to disabuse the masses of
these illusions, but a century of
Marxism teaches wug that doctrinal
lectures is not the way. The way lies
through the struggle for the republic
and the Constituent, there is no other
way. In his “revolutionary” asser-
tion of another way, ocounterposing
socialist demands to democratic de-
mands, Comrade Simmons leaves the
road of Marxism—and all this he does,
if you please, in the name of orthodox
Marxism ! :

I leave detailed consideration of the
Constituent Assembly—today the most
important problem of tactics which
confronts our French comrades (and
tomorrow our Italian comrades)—to
another article. But the whole prob-
lem can be summarized in one question
which I address to Comrade Simmons:
Of what body, dear comrade, do you
demand expropriation of the capital-
ists and socialization of the means of
production ? To limit oneself to.say-
ing that workers should do it is
anaifzho-syndicalism, it is necessary to
demand socialization by a state power.
Which ? The non-existent soviets ?
But in that case you are merely
making abstract propaganda for a
future society. The essence of agit-
ation, on the other hand, is to direct
a demand to an ewxisting address or to
one which the masses are ready to
create, They are not now ready to
create soviet power, but they are
already moving to establish or have
already established the Constituent
Assembly. Which means that today—
and as long as the masses do not
create soviets—the demand for social-
ization is addressed to the (bourgeois)
Constituent Assembly. He who does
not understand the necessity for this
paradox of demanding socialism from
a bourgeois body does not understand
revolutionary tactics. This lack of
understanding is expressed in the
attitude of the S.W.P. majority toward
the slogans of the republic and the
Constituent Assembly.

Nov. 7, 1945.
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