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Manager’s Column

A sure indication of the grow-
ing influence of FOURTH IN-
TERNATIONAL is the increas-
ing number of unsolicited sub-
scriptions. Subscriptions from
Towa, Minn,, Connecticut, and
Ohio were sent in cn the printed
coupon clipped from the maga-
zine. Others — from Michigan,
Magsachusetts, California, New
York, North Dakota — came in
letter form. These letters are
interesting and we quote ex-
cerpts from a few.

Dickinson, N. D.: “Please send
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
and THE MILITANT for a year.
I enclose a money order for $4.
Please send the July and August
issues with the bound volume
of the 1943 F. I. As I do not
know the price of the latter
could you send it C.0.D.”

New York: “I'm enclosing
$5.75 for which please send me
one bound volume of FOURTH
INTERNATIONAL for 1943,
one copy of the F. I. for Janu-
ary 1944, and a subscription for
six months.”

LR 3

The material contained in
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL is
of lasting use and value and a
month seldom goes by without
our receiving requests for back
issues. For 1instance, a sub-
ceriber in Seattle ordered a full
file of N E W INTERNA-
TIONAL (former name of
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
prior to May 1940) for 1934,
1935 and 1936. He informed us
that he is going to get these
issues bound to preserve them.

We still have some almost
complete files of NEW INTER-
NATIONAL for these years and
individual copies of various is-
sues. If you lack miscellaneous
issues to complete your file or
would like to have a file for
binding, write us at once. Single
copies cost 40c. each; a com-
plete file $5.

From Milwaukee we received
a request for a more recent back
issue: “I would like to get two
copies of the recent issue of
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
that contained an article about
Gandhi, non-violence, pacifism,
etc. Will you send them to me
and bill me for them? I will
remit immediately upon receipt
of the bill.” (The articles re-
ferred to appeared in the Octo-
ber 1944 issue under the titles:
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A letter from our Los Ange-
les agent reports a planned pro-
gram of expansion for the near
future: “Many of our plans out
here will really assume propor-
tions after the Convention.
More stands for both THE MIL-

ITANT and FOURTH INTER-:
NATIONAL are certain as well
as placing many of Pioneer pub-
lications in stores, The list of
F. 1. subscribers should enable
us to plug enough holes so as
to sell another ten copies a
month or to get at least that
many more subs.”

Our agent in Akron informs
us that the public library there
will display FOURTH INTER-

Subscription Blank
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

116 University Place
New York 3, N. Y.

| am enclosing §........

for

Send me
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

......................................
........................

NATIONAL: “The Akron Pub-
lic Library has a new Business
& Labor Service Department. 1
brought in several issues of
THE MILITANT and FOURTH
INTERNATIONAL today. The
Librarian in charge seemed
familiar with our literature
and promised that they would
be added to the service if we
would send gift subscriptions.
‘While only the current issues
of most publications are kept
on the open shelves in the Busi-
ness & Labor Service, both cur-
rent and several past issues are
instantly available — on open
shelves to the interested
reader.

s

The cost of a subscription to
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
neant considerable sacrifice to
a friend in Havana, Cuba: “I
want you to excuse me for my
delay in sending you the sub-
scription price of your newspa-
per and magazine. 1 didn't pay
you before because for sometime
now I have not been enjoying
good health and have scarcely
worked. Although I cannot
read much, I wish to continue
to subscribe to your publica-
tions.”

A subscriber in Canada wants
to make sure he will have a
bound volume of FOURTH IN-
TERNATIONAL. He asks: “If
I am allowed to send the money
order could you hold a bound
copy of the F. I. until it is al-
lowed entry into Canada?”

A reader of our literature in
England sent the following let-
ter of appreciation: “I think
the best way to thank you is
by lending the ©books and
pamphlets out to other workers
so that they may become ac-
quainted with our policy and
movement in order to fit them
for the great tasks that lie
ahead of the Fourth Interna-
tional.

“l do not wish to take too
much advantage of your gener-
osity, but I would be most
grateful if I could have
FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
and THE MILITANT regularly.
I have quite a job to procure
one of the few which reach our
gsection. I will endeavor to ob-
tain a permit to pay for the
subscription if you can let me
have a regular copy of each.

“Will close by thanking you
once again and also be sending
greetings to the 18 and wishing
you success in their release in
the near future.”
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REVIEW OF THE MONTH

By THE EDITORS

Lessons of the 1944 Presidential Campaign

Under the Two-Party System

Roosevelt’s re-election for a fourth
term marked a further stage in
the breakdown of the traditional
two-party system of capitalist pol-
itics in America. The Republican party attempted its come-
back through strict adherence to the hoary rules of the two-
party farce of tweedle-dum and tweedle-dee. The Republican
Old Guard staked everything on the accustomed swing of the
pendulum. They groomed their candidate and their program
exactly as the “outs” are supposed to when it is their turn to
replace the “ins.” Dewey, the candidate they put up, was
manufactured as closely to specifications for a bourgeois polit-
ical puppet as if he had been turned out on a wood lathe.

According to the Hoyle of two-party politics, when the
masses are tired of a regime, they vote against it. Hence it is
incumbent on the party out of office to avoid any act or decla-
ration which might attract the ire of the public. This was
Roosevelt’s tactic in the months before the 1932 election.
Dewey, in keeping with this tradition, kept his mouth shut,
sedulously avoided any spectacular maneuvers such as the world
tours that drew attention to Willkie, committed himself on
public issues as little as possible, and made himself out to be
a plain man concerned about the American home and efficient
honest government.

The program of the Republicans, as synthetic as their can-
didate, was based on no other calculation than avoiding the
ire of people presumably tired of the present regime. On the
fundamental questions of the day, the Republican program
was indistinguishable from the Democratic.

If the two-party system had not suffered a serious break-
down, this type of campaign should have put Dewey into office.

The depression of 1929-1933,
INITIAL GROPING FOR  however, started the American
POLITICS OF PROGRAM People on the road to the poli-

tics of program, particularly the
workers. To the minds of the majority of workers, politics
now means more than simply voting against the incumbents.
They are concerned that a vote against the incumbents does
not become converted into a return of the “depression party”
and of pre-depression politics. In their voting has entered the
element of being for something as well as against something.
This element, when it has fully expanded and reached complete
flowering, will mean no longer voting simply against an indi-
vidual but voting for @ program. Today it means the first be-
ginnings of class consciousness on the political field.

Instructive in this connection® is the fact that the American
Labor Party and its split-off the Liberal Party registered more
that 800,000 votes in New York state, double the 1940 vote.
These parties supported Roosevelt, their program was the same

BREAKDOWN OF THE
TWO-PARTY SYSTEM

as Roosevelt’s. The workers voted for these parties because
there was no other avenue on the ballot to register their disat-
isfaction with the capitalist two-party system.

The American working class does not want to go back to
the politics of the era of Hoover. It wants to go forward. The
experience of John L. Lewis is clear evidence. Despite his
great popularity as a trade union leader, he not only failed to
swing the working class back of Willkie in 1940, but in 1944,
after four years more of Roosevelt, he could not even persuade
the miners to back Dewey.

The politicalization of the working class has been deep-
ened and accelerated by the war. The working class is deeply
concerned over the war and the peace it hopes will follow. The
workers are worried over the possibility of a third world war,
agitated over “reconversion,” the likelihood of widespread un-
employment, and mounting living costs. The Negroes are be-
coming increasingly embittered over the spread of Jim Crow.
No one can expect to gain a serious hearing from the workers
unless he is prepared to take a stand on these fundamental
issues. Dewey could not hope to win the working class unless
he was prepared to go to the left of Roosevelt.

Instead, the Republican Old Guard chose to insult the intel-
ligence of the working class by dangling a red herring before
the ballot box. Roosevelt, they claimed, was under the in-
fluence of Communists because he was supported by the Polit-
ical Action Committee, which in turn was influenced by Stal-
inists, who in turn —claimed the Republican propagandists—
are revolutionists of the type of Lenin! The absurdity of
these allegations could only make the Republican propaganda
ludicrous in the eyes of every worker consciously turning to
politics.

The vote in the industrial areas of the nation, Michigan,
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Pennsylvania, etc., showed that the
working class, holding the balance of power, gave Roosevelt
bis fourth term. This is admitted by virtually all commen-
tators.

An interesting sample poll sent in to Tke
A SIGNIFICANT  ariiton: prior to the election by a worker
in an auto plant reveals graphically the
SAMPLE POLL political trend of the working class. Of
58 workers polled, one voted for Browder, eight for Norman
Thomas, seven for Dewey, 42 for Roosevelt. When asked
whether they would have changed their vote from Dewey or
Roosevelt to a Labor Party had it been in the field, 42 replied
yes! This significant sample poll reveals the perfidious role
of such labor leaders as Sidney Hillman.

Hillman and his stripe, who organized the Political Action
Committee ostensibly to enable labor to play an active role in
politics, exerted every effort to corral the labor 'vote for Roose-
velt, alleging that Roosevelt has shown himself a “friend of
labor.”
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True enough, labor made tremendous gains during Roose-
velt’s incumbency. But these gains were made against bitter
opposition on the part of Roosevelt, as can be easily proved by
a most cursory glance at his labor record, beginning with his
strike-breaking activities during the great union organization
drives of 1934-37 to his present-day maintenance of the Little
Steel wage-freezing formula.

Roosevelt’s program is continuation of the government role
in labor disputes which has made the past four years some
of the most difficult in the history of the labor movement.
Roosevelt’s program is continuation of wage-freezing in the
face of sky-rocketing living costs, continuation of the no-strike
restrictions, continuation of government interference on behalf
of the bosses in every matter vitally affecting the unions.
Roosevelt intends to continue placating the Southern Bourbons
who constitute the backbone of the Democratic party. Roose-
velt intends to entrench Jim Crow still more solidly in the
armed forces and in those areas of the country which previous
to his regime were relatively liberal in this respect.

Hillman, Murray and the rest promised that support for
Roosevelt would ensure consideration for labor’s interests dur-
ing the next four years. Lewis made the same promises in
1936 when he organized Labor’s Non-Partisan League to help
re-elect Roosevelt. In 1937, during the Little Steel strike,
Roosevelt gave labor its reward by pronouncing a “curse on
both your houses,” by which he meant the house of labor. The
Little Steel strike was lost and labor took a serious setback.

It can safely be predicted that we will not have long to wait
until Roosevelt hands labor a similar reward for its support in
1944, Already the War Labor Board has turned down the
demands of the steel workers, again upholding the Little Steel
wage-freezing formula. In the first major crisis affecting labor
we can expect Roosevelt to come down with a mailed fist. And
when that happens the misleaders of labor will undoubtedly
complain, why no worse could have been expected from Dewey!
The character of the Hillman-Murray labor “victory” in the
election will then become manifest. In Congress there will
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not be one single representative of the labor movement to take
the floor and defend labor’s interests. That labor does not yet
have such a representative despite its great activity in the
election, despite its power at the polls, is the best measure of
the perfidy of the trade union heads.

On the field of international

FOREIGN POLICY FOR politics where American labor
has vital interests, Roosevelt will

AND BY WALL STREET . .
continue the same reactionary

program that has marked his regime from its inception. Gen-
eral Franco could never have come to power in Spain had
he not been aided by the policies of the State Department
under Roosevelt. Roosevelt’s tenderness toward fascism has
continued ever since, achieving notoriety in his dealings with
ex-fascist officials in Italy and the most reactionary elements of
French politics. Already Roosevelt has appointed a stooge of
the House of Morgan, E. R. Stettinius, Jr., as Secretary of
State. Just as the ljberals, exemplified by the Nation, com-
plained of Roosevelt’s policy in Spain and then in North Africa
and Italy, yet trembled lest Roosevelt not be re-elected for a
fourth term, so we can expect them to complain more than
once in the days to come that in foreign policy nothing more
reactionary could have been expected from Dewey!

Roosevelt’s continued program of reaction in both domestic
and foreign affairs, however, will inevitably impel the working
class farther along the road of political action. If the work-
ing class intervened in the 1944 election to halt the political
pendulum from swinging back to the two-party system, they
will now begin intervening to establish independent political
action. Since this road is the road to complete class conscious-
ness, we can expect some stormy developments in the period
now opening up.

Just as Lewis proved impotent in herding the workers behind
the elephant, so Hillman and the rest will presently prove im-
potent at keeping the workers behind the jackass.

The building of an independent labor party is now on the

order of the day.*

The Eleventh Convention
of the American Trotskyist Movement

By THE EDITORS

With clenched fists upraised and defiant voices confi-
dently singing the International, 400 delegates and visitors
closed the four day convention of the Socialist Workers Party
held November 16-19 in New York City. This was the
Eleventh Convention in the sixteen-year history of the Amer-
ican Trotskyist movement. A number of unique features
make this national gathering outstanding.

This was the second convention since Leon Trotsky,
founder and inspirer of the world Trotskyist movement,
was murdered by one of Stalin’s hired assassins. It was
the second convention since we were deprived of the genius
of Trotsky’s Marxist appraisal and analysis of world events,
his wise counsel, his inspiring leadership. In addition, we
were deprived at this convention of the guidance and parti-
cipation of the outstanding leaders of the American Trotsky-
ist movement. As a consequence of a conspiracy hatched by

Roosevelt and Tobin in the summer of 1941, they were put
behind prison bars on the eve of U. S. entry into the war.

The convention was, therefore, expressive of a double
test the party has undergone: the testing of the party’s temper
under conditions of capitalist persecution; the testing of the
party cadres, their ability to carry forward the work of the
party in the absence of the imprisoned leadership and to
supply the necessary ideological and organizational guidance
to the vanguard movement for the Socialist liberation of
mankind.

How the party met this test was summarized in the
Organization Report to the convention by Comrade Stein,
Acting National Secretary, as follows:

“The imprisonment of our 18 comrades confronted the
party with its most serious test. Included among the prisoners
were the outstanding leaders of the party — its National
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Secretary, Labor Secretary, Chairman of the National Com-
muttee, editors of the press, New York organizer, Minneapolis
organizer, and others — ail comrades with many years of
experience in the revolutionary movement behind them.
Comrades who occupied key posts in the party organization
and in its leadership. By siriking this blow at us the conspi-
rators in Washington hoped to paralyze our will and our
ability to struggle. They calculated that this imprisonment
would not merely decapitate the party, but also terrorise it.

“But they tailed to accomplish their purpose. By our
tenacity and hard work we frustrated the aims of Roosevelt,
Tobin and Co. We turned the blow of the imprisonment into
a party victory. The Minneapolis case — the imprisonment
of the 18 — symbolized our party banner. We raised it high
as the banner of uncompromising Trotskyist struggle against
capitalism, against imper1alist war, and for a Sociaiist society.
This was no banner tor fainthearts and cowards to flock to.
But many revolutionary militants did rally to this banner
and jomed our party. Our recruitment has been greater since
the imprisonment than in any comparative previous period.

“How and why was this possible?

“Because we've always been entirely free of illusions
about capitalism and what it has in store for us. The im-
prisonment did not come as an unexpected blow. What has
capitalism to ofter a revolutionist except frameup and perse-
cution? We knew this when we first came into the revolu-
tionary movement. We knew this when we joined it to be
participants in a life-and-death struggle. But we also knew
that this fight is the only fight worth the sacrifice of one’s
freedom and even one’s life.

“Our party was not caught unawares. Through years ot

preparatory work we steeled a cadre capable of assuming
the responsible tasks of the imprisoned comrades and carry-
ing on the work of the party with devotion and confidence.
The substitute leadership did not come out of nowhere. They
are no apparatus appointees. They are all comrades who
have distinguished themselves by their work in the revolu-
tionary movement for many years. They were not imposed
upon the party but came into their positions naturally, as a
matter of course. And this is how the party accepted them,
placing full confidence in the substitute leadership and dis-
playing a magnificent spirit of cooperation. Not for a moment
was there the least sign of jitteriness or panic in the party
ranks following the imprisonment. The party as a whole re-
mained steadfast throughout and confident of its own strength
and ability to carry on.

“The substitute leadership was assembled from various
parts of the country. A number of the comrades in the sub-
stitute leadership hardly knew each other except that they
had met at national party gatherings every now and then.
Very few of us had had the opportunity of working together
for any period of time. But we were united by a common
program, which is the firmest of all bonds. We were united
in the determination to demonstrate to the whole world the
vitality of our party. We were united by the common train-
ing we had received in the same school of Bolshevism. That
is why we could work so harmoniously, not only when there
was unanimity on questions, but also whenever differences
arose over policy or tactics.

“We were always mindful of our responsibility to the
party and to the world Trotskyist movement, a responsibility
which demanded that differences be resolved in a democratic
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way by majority vote rather than by the method of factional
struggle, personal recriminations, etc. In a word, we func-
tioned in the true spirit of ‘a collective leadership where the
collectivity gives greater strength and greater wisdom to each
individual. This is, after all, the true meaning of the Bol-
shevik party. It is only through the party that a worker finds
strength and capacity to struggle, that he finds the wisdom
with which to carry on his struggle most ably and most suc-
cessfully.”

Temper of Convention

The temper of the convention, evident from the first
session, was likewise reflected in the attendance figures. While
the regular delegates representing the branches throughout
the country numbered only 56, with 24 alternate delegates,
in addition to the New York visitors some 250 comrades
came, on their own slender resources and despite transpor-
tation difficulties, from states as distant as California, Wash-
ington, Minnesota, etc., thus demonstrating their devotion to
the party.

Conventions are the truest expression, in a concentrated
form, of the party’s actual condition. This is certainly true
of the Eleventh Convention of the American Trotskyist
movement which was, in this sense, a demonstration of a
young, vigorous, serious party whose enthusiastic member-
ship is rooted in the country’s basic mass production in-
dustries.

The party activists gathered to draw a balance sheet of
the work done during the two years that had elapsed since
the previous convention; hard work which produced some
not inconsiderable achievements. They- had worked with
might and main to rouse the labor movement against the
threat of the Smith “Gag” Act and in behalf of the 18 who
were the first to be railroaded to the penitentiary under this
infamous law. As a result some 400 trade unions, Negro
organizations and other labor and fraternal bodies repre-
senting approximately 4,000,000 workers came to the support
of the Civil Rights Defence Committee in its struggle to free
the 18 and to revoke the Smith “Gag”’ Law,

Through the unflagging efforts of the party member-
ship, The Militant was enlarged from four to six pages, and
circulated among ever broader layers of worker-readers and
subscribers. Equally widespread was the literature relating
to the Minneapolis trial of the Trotskyists: Socialism on
Trial, by James P. Cannon, a pamphlet containing his-testi-
mony at the trial; In Defense of Socialism, a pamphlet with
Goldman’s speech for the defense; and Why We Are in Prison,
with the farewell speeches of the defendants. These threé ex-
cellent pamphlets, together with the CRDC pamphlet on the
biographies of the 18, presented not only the record of this
historic trial but the most timely type of literature for revo-
lutionary Socialism that could be offered to militant work-
ers. Through them tens of thousands of American proleta-
rians‘ have become familiarized with the case and the basic
issues involved: Marxist opposition to imperialist war, the
advocacy of revolutionary Socialism and the struggle for the
establishment of the Workers and Farmers Government in
the United States. These and other important achievements
were recorded by the delegates to the Eleventh Convention
of the American Trotskyist movement.

The convention met under the inspiration of achieve-
ment; armed with confidence and imbued with the aware-
ness of great opportunities ahead. These opportunities are
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both explicit and implicit in the altered objective situation,
this long-awaited change which is coming after the long, hard
years of isolation amid triumphant reaction. It was during
these years that the Trotskyists hacC prepared, persevered
and girded themselves for action. The hour is now ap-
proaching when the viability and power of Trotskyism will
be demonstrated under conditions working not against but
in favor of the revolution. It was in this spirit that the con-
vention proceeded to its first and main job, that of hammering
out the political line for the period ahead.

International Standpoint

For Marxists this line is never nationalist but invariably
internationalist in character. Marxists arrive at their political
line on the basis of the closest, all-sided examination of the
interplay of class forces on the world arena and in the light
of the inner logic of the development of these forces. In the
last analysis this is what determines the political tasks they
set themselves, the slogans they raise, the immediate tactic
they undertake, and so on. This, we repeat, was the point
of departure for the convention. It started with an examina-
tion of the world situation.

Our confidence in the correctness of our program had
never for a moment faltered. Our program had been vin-
dicated time and again, but, unfortunately, hitherto only
in the negative. That is to say, the workers led by the tradi-
tional parties of the Second and Third Internationals were
made to suffer defeat upon catastrophic defeat in one country
after another. Each time the workers paid a terrible price
for the successive defeats because their treacherous leaders
departed from the program of revolutionary Marxism, tramp-
ling underfoot their false pledges to lead the fight for Social-
ism. Thanks to Social Democratic and Stalinist misleader-
ship and sellouts, capitalism was given another breathing
spell and was enabled to temporarily reestablish its equili-
brium in society.

But so decrepit, so thoroughly rotten is this system that
it could do nothing with this new lease on life, this borrowed
time, but to plunge the peoples of the world into another
holocaust. No sooner had the internal convulsions of capital-
ism been overcome through fascist barbarism (as in Germany
and Italy) or by means of “People’s Front” treachery (as in
France) or through a combination of both (as in Spain); no
sooner was this accomplished than the inter-imperialist con-
flicts of the most violent nature commenced. And today,
while these inter-imperialist conflicts have far from subsided,
a new wave of internal convulsions is sweeping over the
European continent; and on the morrow it will extend to
the Orient, to England and the United States and throughout
the whole world.

Shallow observers and would-be Marxists had predicted
a new organic era of capitalist stabilization and develop-
ment, and a new flowering of bourgeois democracy. In fact,
this was precisely the avowed goal of the “People’s Fronts”
in the prewar period. The war, and the events flowing from
it, have shattered these opportunist illusions. Whence do
these illusions arise? At the root of opportunism and all
opportunist deviations is to be found, on the one hand, an
over-estimation of the strength and viability of the bour-
geoisie in general, and of bourgeois democracy in particular;
and on the other, the under-estimation of the power, the
creative ability, the initiative and fighting capacity of the
working class.
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All the countries which in the past year have been oc-
cupied by Allied troops in the wake of the defeated and re-
treating Nazi armies are now in the throes of a colossal revo-
lutionary crisis.

Far from resolving the crisis of capitalism, the war has
aggravated this crisis many times over. To the prewar reign
of exploitation, misery, unemployment and slow death has
been’ added sudden death by the millions and the terrible
devastation of war. What can the peoples of the world look
forward to under a continued rule of capitalism? Only to
horror without end, as Lenin put it.

That is why it is universally acknowledged even by the
capitalist press that the European masses desire a decisive
change and are groping for such a change; they are seeking
the revolutionary way out of the bloody blind-alley of
capitalism. Only that party which is able to offer them a
bold and realizable program for the revolutionary transfor--
mation of society, and lead them to the broad highway
toward Socialism will in the end gain the confidence of the
masses and conquer the leadership of the movement. This is
the motivation of the international resolution submitted to
and adopted by the 1944 Convention of the Socialist Work-
ers Party by a vote of 51 to 5. The text of this resolution:
European Revolution And the Tasks of the Revolutionary
Party appears in this issue of Fourth International.

Convention Minority

The convention minority which took issue with this re-
solution had its origin at the party plenum of October 1943,
where a dispute arose over the plenum resolution (for the
full text of the latter, see December 1943 Fourth Interna-
tional). Comrade Morrow’s article, likewise published in
this issue, was written in criticism of the plenum resolution.
Contained in it are three main flaws:

1) The contention that American imperialism is less
predatory in character than German imperialism; that “this
difference between the two great imperialisms aspiring to
subjugate Europe is based on the difference in the economic
resources of the two”; and that therefore “it is quite false”
to refer to them as “equally predatory.”

2) From this appreciation of the “less predatory”
character of American imperialism Morrow proceeds to
construct his theory that the European masses will in the
period ahead fall prey to illusions centering around the
character and role of US imperialism. He contends that
these illusions will persist because:

Unlike Nazi occupation, American occupation will be
followed by improvement in food supplies and in the economic
situation generally. Where the Nazis removed factory machi-
nery and transportation equipment, the Americans will bring
them in. These economic contrasts... cannot fail for a time
to have political consequences,

On this double foundation of a ‘“short-time” improve-
ment in European living standards and the consequent re-
inforcement of bourgeois-democratic illusions, Morrow great-
ly exaggerates the role of bourgeois democracy in Europe.

3) The contention that “the main danger within the
Fourth International” lies “in the direction of ultra-leftism.”

The convention rejected as false from the standpoint
of both theory and fact the contention relating to the “less
predatory” role of American imperialism. This is false from
an analysis of the relative roles of American and German
capitalism, their motive force, their respective programs,




December 1944 FOURTH

aims, etc.,, as well as from the factual standpoint: Anglo-
American occupation of Europe has brought a worsening
and not an improvement in the conditions of the European
masses. As the adopted resolution points out:

Today, the Allies under the hegemony of the Wall Street
plutocracy, enter Europe as the new imperialist overlords.
For their part, they aim not to unify Europe, but to keep
it Balkanized. The Allied imperialists do not desire the
revival of European economy to a competitive level. On the
contrary, the program of the Allies calls for the dismember-
ment of the continent to render impossible the revival of
an economically strong Europe. Their program of dismem-
berment, despoliation and political oppression can only deepen
Europe’s ruination. Allied occupation, as already demon-
strated in Italy, spells not the mitigation of Europe’s catas-
trophic crisis, but its aggravation,

False Contentions

The convention rejected Morrow’s contention concern-
ing the prospects of bourgeois democracy in Europe. Develop-
ments since the downfall of Mussolini have reinforced the
party’s prognosis that the program of Anglo-American im-
perialism is so reactionary that the initial illusions of the
masses concerning the intentions and plans of the Allied
occupying authorities are swiftly dispelled by their own
experiences. In other words, the crisis in Europe is so catas-
trophic in nature that bourgeois democratic illusions can
find no fertile soil. This is further attested to by the recent
events in France, Italy, Belgium and Greece. Viewing the
process dialectically, the resolution states:

Bourgeois democracy, which flowered with the rise and
expansion of capitalism and with the moderation of class
conflicts that furnished a basis for collaboration between the
classes in the advanced capitalist countries, is outlived in
Europe today. European capitalism, in death agony, is torn
by irreconcilable and sanguinary class struggles,

Implicit in Morrow’s criticism and in the position of
the convention minority is an exaggerated appraisal of the
role of bourgeois democracy, its potentialities, etc., in the
next period. The party resolution gives the following correct
estimate:

Bourgeois democratic governments can appear in Europe
only ag interim regimes, intended to stave off the conquest
of power by the proletariat. When the sweep of the revo-
lution threatens to wipe out capitalist rule, the imperialists
and their native accomplices may attempt, as a last resort
to push forward their Social Democratic and Stalinist
agents and set up a democratic regime for the purpose of
disarming and strangling the workers’ revolution. Such re-
gimes, however, can only be very unstable, shortlived and
transitional in character. They will constitute a brief episode
in the unfoldment of the revolutionary struggle. Inevitably,
they will be displaced either by the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat emerging out of the trumphant workers’ revolution
or the savage dictatorship of the capitalists consequent upon
the victory of the counter-revolution.

The convention rejected the contention that ultra-leftism
is the main danger within the international Trotskyist move-
ment. Such a prognosis is borne out neither by the history
of the proletarian revolutionary movement, nor by an an-
alysis of the causes underlying either ultra-leftist or op-
portunist deviations in the revolutionary movement, nor
by a concrete examination of the various sections of the
Fourth International.

Comrade Logan’s criticisms of the draft resolution,
which were likewise rejected by the convention, are in essence
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an elaboration of Morrow’s views. (Comrade Logan’s article
will appear in our next issue.) Logan fails to take cognizance
of Morrow's estimate of the role of American imperialism;
he does not say whether he accepts or rejects it, but goes on
instead to repeat and even multiply all the other errors of
the Morrow position. Whereas Morrow at least made an
effort to supply an economic foundation (false though it is)
for his exaggerated estimation of the role of bourgeois demo-
cracy in Europe, Logan simply ignored this decisive aspect
of the problem, as if it had no bearing at all on a Marxist
prognosis and the tasks ahead.

Nothing could be more false than to attempt, as do
Morrow and Logan, to characterize the convention resolu-
lution as “ritualistic” or “over-optimistic.” The resolution
clearly states:

We cannot anticipate how long the revolutionary pro-
cess will take., That will be decided only in the struggle.
The European revolution is not to be viewed as one gigantic
apocalyptic event, which will with one smashing blow finish
with capitalism. The European revolution will probably be
a more or less drawn out process with initial setbacks, re-
treats and possibly even defeats. The might of the Anglo-
American imperialists and the Kremlin oligarchy, and their
joint plans of counter-revolution represent only one side of
the European situation. Far more decisive is the other side:
the continued disintegration of capitalism, the inexhaustible
resources of the European proletariat and the power of the
European revolution. There is absolutely no foundation for
pessimistic conclusions.

That is, the resolution declares:

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

This isn’t “ritualism” nor “over-optimism; this is re-
volutionary realism.

The Morrow-Logan criticisms as a whole along with
the proposed Logan amendments were overwhelmingly re-
jected by the convention.

The Soviet Union

The convention reviewed the Trotskyist position on the
USSR as a degenerated workers’ state, and its defense against
all imperialist attacks. The convention adopted a shift in
emphasis in the slogans to be advanced in the next period.
The altered relationship of forces in which the Soviet Union
now finds itself, thanks to the victories of the Red Army,
and the shift in objective conditions have brought sharply
to the fore the problems and tasks of the European revo-
lution which today take precedence over all others and make
it mandatory for the party to place full emphasis on the
slogan: Defend the European Revolution Against All Its
Enemies! In the words of the resolution:

Throughout the period when the Nazi military machine
threatened the destruction of the Soviet Union, we pushed
to the fore the slogan: Unconditional Defense of the Soviet
Union Against Imperialist Attack! Today the fight for the
defense of the Soviet Union against the military forces of
Nazi Germany has essentially been won. Hitler’s “New Order
in Europe” has already collapsed. The present reality is the
beginning of the European revolution, the military occupation
of the continent by the Anglo-American and Red Army
troops, and the conspiracy of the imperialists and the Kremlin
bureaucracy to strangle the revolution. We therefore push
to the fore and emphasize today that section of our program
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embodied in the slogan: Defense of the European Revolution
Against All Its Enemies! The defense of the European revo-
lution coincides with the genuine revolutionary defense of
the USSR.

The Soviet Union is today more than ever confronted
with the sharp alternative: Forward to Socialism or Back-
ward to Capitalism. The present transition period cannot
long endure. We, mindful of the counter-revolutionary role
of the Kremlin bureaucracy both inside and outside of the
Soviet Union, remain ever vigilant to all developments in the
Soviet Union. Our policy of unconditional defense of the
Soviet Union aganst imperialist attack retains all its validity,
however, while the nationalized property relations remain.
The struggle for the preservation of the first workers’ state
remains an essential task of the world proletariat. We fulfill
this task by working to develop and heighten the European
revolution and to secure its victory.

In adopting the line of the resolution, and, conversely
by rejecting the line implicit in the Morrow-Logan criticisms,
the convention assured the party that compass without
which it is impossible to chart a revolutionary course in
the period ahead. Today, more than ever before, mankind
is confronted pointblank with the choice of two historic
paths: Either regression into barbarism, or advancement
through Socialism. There is only one way forward. That
leads through the establishment of the Socialist United
States of LEurope as a stage toward the formation of the
World Socialist Federation.

The convention, after thoroughly discussing the reso-
lution as well as the minority criticisms, placed its seal of
approval upon the resolution by an overwhelming vote. The
discussion, which culminated in the convention, was extreme-
ly broad in scope. For more than two months, in keeping
with the traditions of fullest democracy withinm the party,
especially during pre-convention periods, the party member-
ship carried on a concentrated discussion of all the issues
involved; the various points of view were presented in
articles published in eleven internal bulletins, as well as
orally at local, branch, and general membership meetings.
The party thus arrived at its definitive judgment after a
full and thorough debate, closing the ‘issues in dispute.

By unanimous vote the convention passed the follow-
ing motion:

“l) Tbhe Political (International) Resolution of the
National Committee baving been adopted by the Conven-
tion by a vote of 51 to 5, after a free, democratic discussion
in the party ranks, the press and all public activities of the
Party must strictly conform to the convention decisions.

“2) The discussion may at the discretion of the Na-
tional Committee be continued in the internal bulletin.”
In these pages we begin publication of the main docu-
ments of the convention on the European questions in order
to familiarize our readers at home and abroad with the dis-
puted questions and the convention discussions. The next
issue of Fourth International will carry additional material.

After settling the line of the party on the international
field, the convention next took up the problems of the Amer-
ican scene. The resolution on United States and The Second
World War, supplemented by a report on the Negro question
and the discussion revolving around them, occupied the
entire sessions during the second day of the convention. This
resolution and the report on the Negro question were un-
animously adopted. Exigencies of space prevent the pub-

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

December 1944

lication of the American resolution in this issue. Its text
will appear in the January 1945 issue of Fourth Inter-
national.

The Party Expansion Program

The revolutionary struggles in Europe and their inevi-
table reverberations, the increasing discontent and restless-
ness of the American workers, provoked by the capitalist
masters and their war, expressed most recently by the strug-
gle to rescind the no-strike pledge and by the rising senti-
ments in favor of an independent labor party — eloquent
harbingers of the coming radicalization and politicalization
of the American masses — motivated the convention’s adop-
tion of a rounded program for an expansion of SWP acti-
vities.

The convention proposed that The Militant be enlarged
to eight pages as soon as practicable; and increase its circula-
tion to 50,000, through a series of subscription campaigns. Fur-
thermore, the subscription price of The Militant is to be
reduced to $1 a year. Concurrently, the convention decided
to expand the organizing activities of the party. Likewise
to be increased is the party’s publishing activity, the issuance
of books by Trotsky along with a series of popular pamph-
lets on timely topics, and similar material.

The convention took cognizance of the need of a syste-
matized educational program in view of the party’s growth,
the influx of recruits without previous political affiliation
and the new and greater tasks ahead. To this end, it was
decided to establish a new system of education of the party
membership — the Trotsky School System — which as Com-
rade Stein reported: “would take care of the Marxist educa-
tional requirements of the new recruits, promising candi-
dates for leadership and all the categories in between.” The
National Educational Department has been established. With
its aid the educational work of the branches will be guided
and coordinated. As part of the educational program a
National Training School will be organized next summer.

In its miseducation and deception capitalism has at its
command the best brains money can buy. It is helped in
addition by the petty-bourgeois confusionists of all schools
including the self-styled “Marxists” of reformist and centrist
varieties. The revolutionary party must carry on an in-
creasing and unceasing ideological struggle for its program,
for its policies, for its philosophy. The membership as well
as the leadership must be trained as revolutionary Marxists
who know how to fight in the class struggle, to fight not only
with physical courage and power, but also with the sharpest
ideological weapons.

To finance the program of expansion the convention
authorized the raising of an $18,000 Party Expansion Fund.
This sum was set because it is realizable and, moreover,
because it symbolizes the imprisonment of our 18 comrades
and the party’s reply to this attempt by Roosevelt and Co.,
to behead our movement. This expansion program and the
$18,000 Party Expansion Fund will be the best possible
welcome home for our comrades when they are released.

x ¥ X

The Eleventh National Convention of the American
Trotskyists is a great milestone in the growth and develop-
ment of our movement. It marks the long distance travelled
by the movement since its emergence from the American Com-
unist Party in 1928 as a small, isolated and persecuted hand-
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ful of pioneers. These pioneer Trotskyists began their work
under conditions of capitalist reaction and at a time when
the Second and Third Internationals held sway, with the
Comintern, in particular, appearing in the eyes of work-
ers as a revolutionary force. Thus both the objective and
subjective conditions seemed to raise an impenetrable bar-
rier between the revolutionary vanguard of the vanguard
and the toiling masses.

This barrier is now breached. Both of these Interna-
tionals have since collapsed under the impact of war. The
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“Socialists” and Stalinists act as thé avowed agencies of
capitalism and the counter-revolution. The parties of the
Fourth International are emerging from the war, unswerv-
ingly true to their revolutionary program. They stand out
today as the only revolutionary parties in the world, the
only parties fighting irreconcilably and audaciously for the
Communist future of mankind. Under this banner of Trot-
skyism the SWP convention met, deliberated and adopted
its great decisions. Under this banner the Socialist Workers
Party continues its march forward.

European Revolution and the Tasks
of the Revolutionary Party

Resolution Adopted by the Sixth Convention of the Socialist Workers Party — Eleventh Convention
of the American Trotskyist Movement — November 16, 1944

The events of the past nine months have served to under-
line the validity of our previous analysis of the world situation
and of the perspectives in Europe as embodied in the resolution
.adopted on November 2, 1943 by the Fifteenth Anniversary
Plenum of the National Committee. The Plenum resolution
has guided our analysis of the unfolding events and helped to
formulate the slogans for our agitation. This resolution is a
reaffirmation and an extension of the Plenum resolution.

The Italian experiences have provided the proving ground
for the development of revolutionary events in Europe, of the
revolutionary temper and power of the European masses, of
the status and role of the European capitalist class, as well as
a preview of Anglo-American aims, methods and plans. Italy
provides a key to the understanding of events in France, in
Germany, in all Europe.

One year ago in August, the Italian capitalist class, faced
with the prospect of a revolutionary overthrow of its rule,
proceeded, through the Badoglio regime, to call in the aid of
the foreign imperialists. The ruling circles decided their best
chance for survival lay in throwing in their lot with the
Allies, and on September 3, 1943, an armistice was signed
between the Badoglio Government and the Allies. At the same
time, Badoglio’s generals in the North turned over the revolu-
tionary proletariat to the Nazi wolves. With guns and bayonets,
the workers were pushed back into the factories. By the timely
assistance of Allied and Nazi imperialism, the Italian revolu-
tion was, for the time being arrested.

In September 1943 Allied airmen dropped leaflets in
Southern Italy which stated: “We are coming to liberate you
and not to conquer you.” But the Allies soon revealed them-
selves to be not liberators but tyrants, exploiters and con-
querors. First, they imposed on Italy “Armistice” terms
reputed to be more Draconian than those Hitler imposed on
France in 1940. To this day, neither the Allies nor the suc-
cessive Italian governments have dared make public the full
Armistice terms. After the Armistice, Italy was converted into
a battleground of the second World War. The Allied military
campaign was organized on the basis of a twofold objective:
(1) to destroy the Nazi armies, and (2) to convert Italy into
a semi=colony of Allied imperialism, imposing on the Italian
people a military dictatorship based on the monarchy, the
Vatican and the capitalist and landlord cliques.

In pursuit of their program the Allies systematically em-
ployed all their power, prestige and armed might to impose
on the Italian people the dictatorship of Badoglio and the
House of Savoy. To this end they conducted virtual warfare
against the civilian population. While systematically disarm-
ing the fighters of the independent anti-fascist militia, they
supported Badoglio in his attempt to reconstitute an army
under the leadership of monarchist and ex:fascist generals.
The Allies shielded the Black Shirt cutthroats from the wrath
of the people and returned to public office many of the self-
same rascals, crooks and tyrants who had lorded it over the
Italian masses under the Mussolini regime. A new brazen
attempt was launched to refurbish the power of the Church.
Thus far the AMG has permitted only religious schools to
reopen and education to be conducted under the direction of
the ecclesiastical authorities. At the same time a reign of terror
was carried on against the Italian masses: the suppression of

strikes, the disarming of anti-fascist militants, the arrest of

political opponents. Such is the sum and substance of Allied
political “liberation” of Italy.

Allied Economic Policy

In the economic field, the Allies quickly dispelled the
illusion that under their rule living conditions would improve.
With Italy a battleground, her cities destroyed and fields
devastated, with the Italian people paying the full costs of
Allied occupation, if not additional huge war-indemnities, the
economic situation in Allied-occupied Italy has not improved
but drastically worsened. One year of Allied rule of Italy has
made it unmistakably clear that the Anglo-American im-
perialists, in this sphere, will continue the robbery, looting and
oppression practised by Nazi imperialism in its rule of
occupied Europe. Thé Allies moreover will take advantage of
the hunger of the masses and utilize their control of the food
supplies at their disposal as an additional lever for counter-
revolution.

The first important economic measure introduced by the
Allies—in emulation of Hitler’s occupation of France—was the
setting of the exchange rate at 100 lire to the dollar. This
measure immediately accelerated the inflation. All metal cur-
rency vanished. The Italian farmers, losing all faith in the
currency diverted their produce to the black market.

Prices immediately soared, goods were unobtainable ex-



Page 362 FOURTH

cept on the black market, the daily bread ration was reduced
to 100 grams per person—-three slices of bread—about a third
of what the average Italian received under Mussolini. The
daily food ration in Allied-occupied Naples. is reputed to be
one of the lowest in Europe—lower even than the food ration
in Warsaw under the Nazis.

The Allied authorities declared all wages frozen as of
September 1, 1943. These wages had been set under contracts
during Mussolini’s regime. With prices soaring, with goods
obtainable only in the black market, and black-market prices
averaging ten times the legal maximum prices, the working
class is reduced to abject starvation. The white-collar, salaried
and professional workers, ruined by the inflation, suffer a
similar fate. Conditions are further aggravated by mass un-
employment. Over 100,000 workers are unemployed in Naples
alone. Disease is ravaging the population. The death rate has
increased about fourfold. The masses of Naples are facing
famine.

In Rome the cost of living, which has gone up 749 percent
between November 1940 and June 1944, registered a further
sharp increase, as soon as the Allies entered, owing to the same
causes that operated in Naples. Pietro Nenni, pro-Allied Social-
Democratic leader in Rome, declared: “If eight or ten more
Italian cities get into the state of Naples, where three-quarters
of the citizens live by beggary, prostitution, peddling and black
marketing, Italy will cease to exist.”

Hunger grips the land. The thieving fascist officials and
businessmen who made price control and rationing a mockery
under the Mussolini regime, continue, with Allied blessings to
fleece the Italian people and pile up profits through black
market operations. Such is Allied “liberation” of Italy in the
economic sphere.

And Italy, it must be remembered, has become a “cobellig-
erent” of the Allies and thus comes under the provisions of
the Atlantic Charter. What the Allies plan for Germany can
well be imagined from the fact that the German people have
already been declared outside the pale of humanity and the
Atlantic Charter declared not applicable to Germany. The
projected dismemberment of Germany spells economic ruin
and starvation not for the German masses alone, but for the
masses of all Europe. The highly developed German industry
constitutes the indispensable backbone of Europe’s economy.

The Political Crisis

The Allied program of counter-revolution and the con-
version of Italy into a semi-colony of Anglo-American im-
perialism has produced a political crisis of the greatest tension
and explosive power. The early sympathy of the Italian people
for the Allies, based on the hope that conditions would im-
prove, soon turned into consternation, bewilderment, distrust
and hostility. Today the masses of Allied-occupied Italy un-
derstand that Roosevelt and Churchill are not liberators, but
imperial plunderers and enslavers. Even the capitalist cor-
respondents report that the political temper of the Italian
masses is white-hot, that the masses are turning to Communism.

Politically, this is translated into the fact that of the six
“opposition” parties that make up T he Committee of National
Liberation, only the two “working class” parties, the Social
Democratic Party and the Stalinists, have any measure of mass
support and following in the cities. The fact that the liberal
politicians of the Sforza type continue to walk the political
stage is to be explained solely by Allied support of those
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politicians and the perfidy of the so-called working class
parties.

The Italian masses are today ready for another gigantic
step forward on the road toward their political and social
emancipation. What, then, accounts for the present slow tempo
of development of the Italian revolution? This is explained
primarily by the treachery of the so-called working class
parties that at present dominate the political stage in Italy,
and by the absence of a mass revolutionary party.

No sooner did the workers begin to participate actively
on the political arena after the fall of Mussolini, than they
brushed aside the liberal capitalist parties and politicians
(who paved the way for fascism after the first World War)
and in the main gave their support and allegiance to the
traditional parties of the Italian working class—the Social
Democratic Party and the Communist Party. (Under the
fascist regime the Italian masses were for twenty years
forcibly deprived of the opportunity of testing the various
programs, leaders and parties through their own experien :=s.)
In this was revealed the leading role of the proletariat that
has characterized every revolution of modern times; it also
testifies to the fact that the Italian working masses ardently
desire a decisive revolutionary change. They give their backing
and support to the parties that in their minds stand for
Socialism and Communism, in the mistaken expectation that
these parties will lead them in revolutionary struggle.

How terribly have these so-called working class parties
betrayed the Italian proletariat! The workers supported the
“Socialists” and “Communists” because they wanted a leader-
ship in their fight for peace, bread and freedom. The Social
Democratic and Stalinist traitors assumed the leadership of
this struggle only to behead it.

Organized in the underground, the Social Democrats and
the Stalinists emerged in the open immediately after Mus-
solini’s downfall as part of a five-party (later six-party)
coalition: The Committee of National Liberation. This
miserable replica of the People’s Front—the bloc of the work-
ing class with the liberal bourgeoisie—lacks even the alibi
given in 1935 for the formation of the People’s Front of
France. The primary power and mass following in Italy
reposes in the so-called working class parties. The liberal
bourgeoisie enjoy no mass support. Actually the “People’s
Front” bloc has only one purpose—to rehabilitate the liberal
capitalist politicians of the Sforza-Croce stamp and to use
their presence in the coalition as justification for the policies
of upholding capitalism and supporting the war.

In the course of a single year, The Committee of National
Liberation has piled up a long record of sellouts. The Stalin-
ists, who comprise the most important party in the coalition
and exercise the most extensive influence over the working
class, have already emerged as the spearhead of the counter-
revolution inside the working class movement.

When in June the Badoglio government simply melted
away under the hostility of the masses, it was the six-party
coalition with the Stalinists in the van, who stepped in to
break the deadlock for reaction. For a brief period they served
to prop up the Badoglio dictatorship by providing the facade
of a six-party “coalition” cabinet. When the Allies entered
Rome, the city was already under the control of a working-
class anti-fascist Junta which refused to tolerate a government
of Badoglio and the monarchy. After the Allies disbanded the
anti-fascist Junta, they called in-their lackeys of the six-party
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coalition. A new government, headed by the liberal Bonomi,
made up of the representatives of the six-party coalition, again
stepped in to fill the political vacuum. In other words, the
Stalinists, Social Democrats and their liberal allies directly
took over the task of keeping the Italian- masses subservient
to the Allied invaders, of carrying through the infamous
Armistice terms and acting as lackeys, helping prop up the
disintegrating rule of Italian capitalism.

Already in this initial stage, the Anglo-American im-
perialists have been compelled in Western Europe and the
Kremlin bureaucracy in Eastern Europe, to call in the Stalin-
ist and Social Democratic lackeys in order to provide a
“democratic” veneer for their hand-picked cabinets. This crea-
tion of class-collaboration coalition cabinets to screen their
military dictatorships testifies not to the “popular” or “demo-
cratic” character of these regimes, but to the cynicism and
corruption of the Stalinist and Social Democratic misleaders,
to the shakiness and decay of capitalism in Europe and to the
revolutionary temper of the masses.

The Bonomi government, like its predecessor, is a shadow
government, It is a miserable caricature of a coalition gov-
ernment. First, it has no power. It is merely the servant of
the Allied military authority, pledged to carry out the con-
queror’s demands and terms. Second, it is a hand-picked gov-
ernment, with no mandate from the people or even its own
party constituencies. It “rules” by decree. The real power
continues to reside first, in the Allied military authority
and in the second instance the officer corps, the monarchist
camarilla, the church hierarchy. The new coalition merely
serves as a screen for the military dictatorship of the Allies
and their Italian accomplices.

The Bonomi government is no more able than its pre-
decessors to solve one single problem which confronts it. It
cannot give the people bread because it is committeed to sup-
porting Allied looting of Italy under the terms of the
Armistice. It cannot abolish the black market and fight the
high cost of living because the Italian capitalists, with Allied
protection, are making fortunes in the black market. It cannot
purge the fascists and give democratic rights to the Italian
people because the Allies are returning the fascists to the
seats of power and are determined to prevent the masses from
exercising their democratic rights and electing a government
of their own choosing. The Bonomi government cannot abolish
the monarchy smeared with the crimes of fascism because it
is pledged not to raise the question of the monarchy until
after the war. The Bonomi government cannot struggle for
peace. It openly and brazenly demands that the Allies equip
a new army so that the Italian people may again be hurled,
as full participants, into the imperialist slaughter, The Bonomi
government is a government of betrayal and impotence.

Masses learn very rapidly in a revolutionary period. In
[taly they have seen several changes of ministries; they have
even seen the representatives of the supposed working class

parties enter the capitalist government. And yet everything
remains as before. The people are still starving, they have
no freedom, Italy remains a battleground. The wrath of the
masses is sure to rise against the new government of repression
and hunger, the pitiful lackey of the Allied imperialists and
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the Italian capitalists. The Bonomi government will prove no
more stable or durable than did its predecessors.

The Paramount Task

The proletariat of the Northern cities has for many
months fought with the greatest heroism against the Nazi
butchers and their Black Shirt accomplices. In March this
struggle culminated in the calling of a general strike. 6,000,000
workers downed tools and presented their demands to the
Nazi command. Despite the Nazi terror, they won significant
concessions.

As soon as the separation between Northern and Southern
Italy ends, the Northern proletariat, imbued with the ideas
of Socialism and comprising the most militant and decisive
section of the population, will take its rightful place at the
head of the struggle. Italy stands on the verge of a new
forward development of the revolution.

This makes the creation of a new revolutionary party
the most immediate and unpostponable task for the Italian
proletariat. The pernicious influence of the Social Democrats
and the Stalinists must be fought and destroyed. For victory
in the struggle, the Italian proletariat must have a firm,
honest, devoted, revolutionary leadership. Such a leadership
can be provided only by the Marxist revolutionary party.

The sources for the formation of the new revolutionary
party exist and are numerous: among revolutionary elements
inside the Communist and Socialist Left who have become
disillusioned by the treachery of their leaders; among the
leading militants of the trade union movement; in the ranks
of the anti-fascist militia.

The advanced workers of Italy do not have to invent a
new program and a new banner for the revolutionary party
of Italy. Such a revolutionary program and banner exist. The
revolutionary working class party will be organized on the
tested program and methods of Lenin and Trotsky, the pro-
gram and methods of the Great Russian Revolution of 1917.
The revolutionary workers party of italy will be a Trotskyist
party, because Trotskyism is the only movement of genuine
Marxist Internationalism today.

The Trotskyists have prepared themselves during the
years of reaction for the revolutionary upsurge. The Trotskyist
movement has a tested program, a firm cadre and an in-
ternational organization. Upon its shoulders rests an historic
responsibility. It must render every assistance to our Italian
and European co-thinkers to assemble the forces for the
revolutionary Marxist parties and strengthen those that al-
ready exist. Toward this end, the Trotskyists will pay the
closest attention to all the new manifestations of the European
labor movement, and work with the greatest energy to attract
all leftward-moving groups to the Trotskyist program and
banner. This work the Trotskyists will carry through with the
greatest tactical flexibility and in a comradely spirit. At the
same time the Trotskyists intend to wage unremitting struggle
against centrist charlatans, professional confusionists and
sterile sectarians. Through all the abrupt turns and tactical
readjustments necessary to aid the rapid crystallization of the
revolutionary forces, the Trotskyists will remain program-
matically irreconcilable.

Today the Fourth International is confronted with
tremendous tasks, opportunities and responsibilities. The decks
must be cleared for action. There is no room for careerists,
adventurers, cowards, philistines, petty-bourgeois windbags
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and quacks or sectarian incorrigibles. Long ago the Fourth
International turned its face toward the fresh revolutionary
forces of the European proletariat. All its time will be devoted
to rallying the fresh layers of workers in the struggle for
Socialist emancipation. That is how the Trotskyist parties
will grow strong!

The Italian revolutionary party, unfurling the glorious
banner of Trotskyism, will call on the masses to struggle for
the program of Socialist revolution and working class Inter-
nationalism. The party will explain that Italy can avoid
disaster and famine only by a program that leads to the abo-
lition of the capitalist system and the establishment of a
Socialist Italy based on the workers’ and peasants’ councils;
that only by a firm alliance with the revolutionary masses
of the rest of Europe can the imperialist invaders be driven
out and peace, economic security and freedom be achieved in
Europe. Herein lies the motive power of the slogan of the
Socialist United States of Europe.

The Central Unifying Slogan

The Socialist United States of Europe is the central uni-
fying slogan of the European revolution; the cooperation of
the European proletariat and their combined forces are needed
to drive out the imperialist invaders and oppressors; the pro-
letariat of any single European country will be forced to
safeguard and secure their victorious Socialist revolution from
the military assaults of the imperialists by calling for im-
mediate revolutionary assistance and support of the European
proletariat, by boldly disregarding the outlived and reac-
tionary national boundaries and working to extend their
revolution on a continental scale. The Socialist United States
of Europe is the revolutionary answer, the only alternative
to the imperialist schemes of Balkanizing Europe and enslav-
ing its peoples. It corresponds to the needs and experiences of
the European masses who are learning that only by the destruc-
tion of the outlived and reactionary national state and through
the economic unification and Socialist collaboration of the
free peoples of Europe can the menace of recurrent, devastat-
ing wars be abolished and freedom and economic well-being
assured. The slogan, Socialist United States of Europe will
become the great rallying cry to unite the European masses
against the despotic schemes and counter-revolutionary designs
of Anglo-American imperialism; and to inspire and guide the
working class, through every stage of the struggle for Socialist
emancipation.

To rally the masses for the revolutionary struggle, the
revolutionary Marxist party will elaborate a bold program of
transitional and democratic demands corresponding to the con-
sciousness of the masses and the tempo of developments, e.g.
free election of all officials, freedom of the press, armed work-
ers’ militia, nationalization of industry under workers’ con-
trol, etc. It will audaciously put forward those partial, sharp
fighting slogans dictated by the circumstances of the day
and the mood of the masses in order to advance the struggle
and prepare the proletariat for power. It will become the
leader of the masses in all their partial struggles, strikes,
demonstrations, protests. It is in the tumultuous revolutionary
battles that the proletariat will gather experience, cohesion
and strength, that the revolutionary party will win the masses
to its program and establish its right to revolutionary leader-
ship.

The revolutionary Marxist party will be the leader in
agitating for and building Soviets (Workers’ Councils).
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Soviets may begin on a very modest and elementary scale.
They may begin with Consumers and Price Committees to
fight the black market and the high cost of living. They may
be set up as factory committees to establish workers’ control
and to fight unemployment. They may be set up as commit-
tees to fight for the free election of all officials. They may be
set up as unions of farm workers to confiscate the landlords’
estates and to operate them cooperatively or to combat and
resist the disarming of the masses and to organize an armed
workers’ militia.

Thus in the very process of propaganda, agitation and
struggle, the revolutionary fighters will become not only
the propagandists but the foremost organizers of the Soviets
(Workers’ Councils). The Soviets, in the course of the strug-
gle, will clash with the government apparatus and the Allied
military authorities. They will be forced to reach out ever
further in their fight for the people’s rights. Thus, and only
thus, will real meaning and revolutionary significance be
lent to the slogan, “All Power to the Workers’ Councils!”
Only through the struggle and in the struggle will the Italian
revolutionary party grow, learn how to lead the masses and
how to conquer. There are no blueprints on how to make a
revolution. We do have, however, the program, strategy and
tactics which brought victory to the Russian Revolution.
These need to be mastered and correctly applied. What is
necessary now is to organize the party and plunﬁe into battle!

The Task Ahead

Let skeptics shrug their shoulders! The Trotskyist fight-
ers will conduct their revolutionary struggle with the con-
viction that they have every opportunity to build, in the
crucible of events, a revolutionary party, fully capable of
leading the revolution to victory. The Trotskyists need only
display the necessary programmatic intransigence and loyal
adherence to Marxist principles, the necessary audacity and
energy in action, the necessary flexibility in their agitation
and organization.

Trotsky taught us that:

“The October Revolution also once began with its
swaddling clothes. . . The mighty Russian parties of Social
Revolutionaries and Mensheviks who made up the ‘People’s
Front’ with the Cadets [the Russian Sforzas! crumbled into
dust in the course of a few months under the blows of a
‘bandful of fanatics’ of Bolshevism.”

The Trotskyists in the United States, as well as our
British co-thinkers, bear an especially heavy responsibility.
They must expose and struggle relentlessly against the counter-
tevolutionary aims of American and British Big Business.
Around the slogans: Hands Off the Italian Revolution! Hands
Off the European Revolution! the Trotskyists will conduct
an energetic campaign to rouse the working class to fight
against all counter-revolutionary intervention.

Despite the degeneration of the Soviet Union under the
rule of the counter-revolutionary Stalinist bureaucracy, the
Red Army and the Soviet masses have found sufficient re-
sources within the economy nationalized by the October revo-
lution to deal devastating blows to the Nazi military machine
and to smash Hitler’s attempt to destroy the Soviet Union
and subject this one-sixth of the earth to capitalist exploita-
tion and oppression. The heroic feats of the Red Army sol-
diers and the Soviet masses in the field of battle have revealed
to all who have eyes to see that the Russian Revolution,
though stifled and desecrated, still lives. The Soviet masses
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who have rallied to the defense of the remaining conquests
of the October Revolution, have proved that their instinctive
understanding of the class nature of the Soviet Union is far
superior to that of all the renegades, skeptics and turncoats
who deserted the Soviet Union in its hour of mortal peril
and gave up the Russian Revolution for lost.

The Trotskyists stand for the unconditional defense of
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the Soviet Union against imperialist attack. Despite Stalin’s
crimes and betrayals, the Trotskyists everywhere urge the
masses to work and fight for the victory of the Red Army
against the military forces of imperialism, for the preserva-
tion of the nationalized property relations of the Soviet Union
against all imperialist assaults from without or counter-
revolution from within.

Stalin’s Counter-Revolutionary Program

The victories of the Red Army have inspired the masses
of Europe and provided a powerful impulse to their revolu-
tionary struggle. The Stalinist bureaucracy, nationalistic and
counter-revolutionary through and through, has utilized its
enhanced prestige, derived from these victories, to seize
control of the liberating movements in Europe in order to
betray them and sell them out to the capitalists as chattels
of Stalinist diplomacy.

In Yugoslavia, the Stalinists, headed by Tito, took the
leadership of the revolutionary mass movement under the
guise of aiding and organizing it and then proceeded to bend
it to their own reactionary purposes. They were able to do
this because they are still able to cloak their reactionary
designs with the moral authority of the October Revolution.
The Yugoslav Partisan movement originated as an indubitable
movement of the masses, whose worker-peasant sections
aspired not only to drive the Nazi conquerors out of their
country, but to abolish the rule of the rapacious and reac-
tionary landlord and capitalist cliques represented by King
Peter and his Government-in-Exile. The determination of the
masses to drive out the imperialist invaders and to win na-
tional freedom was fused with the social struggle against the
native exploiters. The- Stalinists have betrayed the aspira-
tions of the masses; they have already united with the hated
‘regime of King Peter, set up a class-collaborationist govern-
ment, and have proclaimed their intention of preserving the
capitalist setup, dominated by the same old crew of monarch-
ists, landlords and capitalists. Utilizing the slogan of national
liberation, the Stalinists are working to deliver the Yugoslav
masses into the hands of their oppressors,

The Stalinist program of betrayal is not, however, pro-
ceeding unchallenged. Already in Greece active opposition
and resistance has appeared in the ranks of the Greek Par-
tisan movement to the Stalinist leaders who have conspired
to perpetrate a betrayal similar to Tito’s and to unite with
the Greek Government-in-Exile, representative of the Greek
capitalists and landlords. Undoubtedly, similar developments,
to one degree or another, are taking place in all the move-
ments of struggle which the Stalinist head in order to behead.

In Rumania, the Stalinists are carrying through the pro-
gram proclaimed by Molotov in April 1944 when the Red
Army first entered Rumanian territory. Molotov assured the
capitalists that the Stalin bureaucracy will not alter “the
existing social structure of Rumania.” Stalin is keeping this
promise. The Stalinist military authority is preserving the
totalitarian filth of the semi-fascist regime of the Rumanian
landlords and capitalists. The Stalinists are pursuing similar
reactionary aims in Poland and are pledged to the same policy
in Czechoslovakia and elsewhere. Stalin thus assures the
Allies that under his rule the Red Army will be used in
Europe as a gendarme of capitalist property.

The catastrophic defeats which the Red Army has dealt
the Nazi military machine, the impending defeat ot Nazi Ger-
many and the emergence of the Soviet Union as a first-class
military power has dazzled many and provided the Soviet
Union with the appearance of unlimited strength. The ap-
pearance does not correspond with reality.

Stalin’s foreign policy was based on an attempt to avoid
war, to secure for the Soviet Union neutrality in the coming
world conflict. For this, Stalin perpetrated his worst betrayals
of the international proletariat. In the utopian quest for
“peace” in a world dominated by imperialism, the Kremlin’s
agents were assigned the task of organizing pacifist show
congresses, pretentious disarmament conferences, ‘“Peoples
Front” Leagues against war—all for the sake of currying
favor with the “democratic” imperialists. This “peace” pro-
gram was crowned by the Soviet Union’s joining the “thieves
kitchen of imperialists,” the League of Nations. Stalin’s policy
thus consisted in selling out the proletarian masses, the only
reliable allies of the Soviet Union, for the sake of illusory
“Peace Pacts” with the “democratic” imperialists. This course
of betrayal was carried through under the high sound-
ing slogan “Collective Security Against Aggressors.” The
Kremlin’s “Peace” policy collapsed ignominiously at the 1938
Munich Conference. Stalin then frantically turned to Hitler.
He granted impermissible concessions to Nazi Germany in
the shameful Stalin-Hitler Pact, which provided the signal
for the opening of the Second World War. All of Stalin’s
treacherous maneuvers and betrayals proved impotent, how-
ever, in securing peace for the Soviet Union. It was precisely
the Soviet Union that was converted for more than three years
into the main battlefield of the second World War. As in all
other spheres, Stalin’s foreign policy proved thoroughly bank-
rupt.

The Soviet Union is emerging from the war a devastated
country. Millions of the flower of its manhood are dead,
wounded or missing. A great section of its industry is
destroyed, and innumerable cities as well as great sections
of the countryside lie in ruins. Far from having increased
its independent strength, under Stalin the Soviet Union has
been debilitated and is today weaker than ever in relation to
the capitalist world.

The Kremlin bureaucracy is fully aware of the fact that
with the defeat of the Axis, their ability to maneuver between
the imperialist groups becomes very sharply restricted and
the Soviet Union will face the concentrated pressure of the
victorious Anglo-American imperialist camp. Stalin attempts
to secure himself against this new threatening danger by
guaranteeing the preservation of the capitalist system in
Europe while employing the Soviet military power to estab-
lish " “friendly” governments under its influence on the
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periphery of the Soviet Union (Poland, Rumania, Yugoslavia,
Czechoslovakia, etc.).

At the same time, fearing the independent action of the
masses and the approaching Socialist revolution, Stalin has
given guarantees to Roosevelt and Churchill—and that is the
major significance of the Teheran Conference—that he will
join with them in their program of trying to strangle the
European revolution, dismembering Europe, subjugating its
peoples and propping up subservient regimes.

Soviet Reaction

Paralleling his program of counter-revolution and capi-
talist rehabilitation in Europe, Stalin has taken further steps
inside the Soviet Union toward the destruction of the remain-
ing conquests of the October Revolution and toward arrogat-
ing to the Kremlin bureaucracy added powers and new
privileges. In the past year the Stalinist bureaucracy has
issued new reactionary decrees governing education and other
fields; the Bolshevik divorce laws and much of the progres-
sive legislation for women have been abolished. Alongside
of this increased regimentation of Soviet life, Stalin is mak-
ing renewed frantic efforts to build up stable bases of sup-
port for the parasitic bureaucracy. The past year has witnessed
a monstrous extension of the highly privileged officer caste,
standing above the population. The bureaucracy is further
attempting to strengthen its hold on the most backward
sections of the population by encouraging the Holy Synod
and Greek Orthodox Hierarchy to extend its influence and
by facilitating the campaign of glorification of the church
institutions and “holy places.”

Stalin seeks to preserve his rule by reintroducing, en-
couraging and propping up all that is most reactionary and
backward. In place of the liberating internationalist ideas
of Bolshevism, Stalin disseminates among the Soviet masses
the doctrines of Pan-Slavic chauvinism and war revanche,
deifies the old Czarist butchers and oppressors, glorifies a
privileged military caste, reintroduces the obscurantism of
the Greek Orthodox Church.

Stalin’s program both internal and external is reaction-
ary through and through. It represents a terrible danger for
the European revolution, and to the further existence of the
Soviet Union itself. This program only plays into the hands
of world capitalism and, if successful, would help convert
Europe into the vassal of Anglo-American imperialism. If
the dastardly conspiracy which Stalin hatched with Roosevelt
and Churchill at Teheran to crush the European revolution
were to succeed, it would simply open the road to capitalist
restoration inside the Soviet Union itself, by internal counter-
revolution or military intervention or both. The Anglo-
American imperialists cannot—any more than could the
Nazis—reconcile themselves to the existence of nationalized
property for any extended period in the territory comprising
one-sixth of the earth’s surface. As for the “friendly” coali-
tion capitalist governments, which the Kremlin bureaucracy
is propping up with the Red Army bayonets, they will prove
no more trustworthy than the alliance with Anglo-American
imperialism. In the event of future conflict, these spurious
“friends” of the Soviet Union, representing the capitalists
and landlords of Eastern Europe, will act in accordance with
their class interests and needs: they will join with the Anglo-
American imperialists in the assault against the Soviet Union.
Stalin’s elaborate structure will collapse like a house of cards.
The alliance of the Soviet proletariat with the insurgent
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masses of Europe is thus indispensable for the preservation
of the Soviet Union,

The Bolshevik fighters inside the Soviet Union face the
paramount task of organizing the revolutionary forces to oust
Stalin and his arch-reactionary gang and to restore the Soviet
Union on the principles of its founders, Lenin and Trotsky.
In the words of the 1940 Manifesto of the Fourth Internation-
al on The Imperialist War and the Proletarian Revolution:
“T'be preparation of the revolutionary overthrow of the Mos-
cow ruling caste is one of the main tasks of the Fourth Inter-
national.” We call on the Soviet workers to organize the
forces for the revolutionary overthrow of the oligarchy in
the Kremlin and set up a genuine Soviet democracy as the
essential condition for the preservation of the Soviet Union
and of Socialist construction,

Character of the Bureaucracy

The Stalinist bureaucracy is not a new class with a his-
toric mission to perform, but simply a parasitic caste, transi-
tory in nature, which has no future, This caste came to power
only as a result of an entirely exceptional conjuncture of his-
toric circumstances. The theory of the emergence of a new
“bureaucratic class” — the managers — who will interpose
themselves between defeated capitalism and the Socialist so-
ciety has received annihilating refutation with -the collapse
of Italian Fascism after a rule of twenty years and the im-
minent collapse of German Nazism after a rule of eleven
years. This theory of Bruno R., Burnham etc., not to speak
of their Shachtmanite imitators, with their “theory” of the
new managerial class “only in one country,” has already been
consigned by events themselves to the garbage heap of history.

The Social Democrats and renegades from Marxism who
propagate the idea that the Kremlin bureaucracy intended to
“Sovietize” Europe under Stalin’s Bonapartist dictatorship
misrepresent both the nature of Stalinism and the meaning
of Stalinist foreign policy and they slander the European
proletariat. The European revolution cannot be harnessed by
any bureaucracy. If Stalin with the aid of his henchmen suc-
ceeds in betraying and beheading the proletarian revolution,
he can do so only for the benefit of the bloodthirsty capitalists
and the Allied imperialists. Out of a defeated revolution will
arise not a Stalinist dictatorship but the most savage capitalist
military dictatorship. This theory of the Social Democrats,
which can only disorient the proletariat and divert it from
its necessary tasks, represents in essence a theoretical “justifi-
cation” for their own abject surrender to Allied imperialism.

Stalin is betraying the European revolution through his
agents from within and has given clear warning that he will
if necessary attempt to drown it in blood from without. The
decisions of the Teheran Conference as well as the actions of
Stalin’s agents in Yugoslavia, Greece, Rumania, Poland, Italy,
etc., constitute unmistakable danger signals that Stalin is
prepared to repeat his hangman’s work in Spain on a con-
tinental scale.

To be forewarned is to be forearmed. The advanced
workers of Europe must sound the alarm! They have the
clear duty of warning the working class against the counter-
revolutionary schemes of Stalin and his native henchmen.
The working class must be prepared to combat Stalinist
treachery and sellouts. The Fourth Internationalists will
work unceasingly to destroy the Stalinist influence in the labor
movement. This is an indispensable prerequisite for healthy
growth and all future successes.
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In the countries under Red Army occupation, the ad-
vanced workers will have to organize workers and peasants
councils, factory committees, trade union bodies, etc. in a
spirit of deepest distrust of the Stalinist agents. They will
warn that Stalinist promises of fundamental reforms are
lies. They will urge the masses to organize their independent
actions to confiscate the landlords’ estates, to place factories
under workers’ control, to arm the masses. In this independent
activity of the masses lies the only guarantee for the success
~ of the European revolution and its protection from the Stalin-
ist hangmen.

Through these measures and in no other way, will the
European masses be able to approach the Red Army soldiers
and organize fraternization with them in order to protect the
European revolution. Only in this way, and in no other,
will the European proletariat'be able to forge bonds of soli-
darity with the Red Army soldiers and the Soviet masses and
help the latter settle accounts with the murderous Stalinist
bureaucracy.

And what if Stalin nevertheless succeeds in using Red
Army troops to suppress workers revolts? How will we re-
concile our position on the defense of the Soviet Union with
support of the European revolution? There is no contradic-
tion between the two. The Trotskyist movement has long
since given a precise answer to this question.

Trotsky wrote in 1939:

“What does ‘unconditional’ defense of the USSR mean?
It means that we do‘not lay any conditions upon the bureau-
cracy. It means that independently of the motive and causes
of the war we defend the social basis of the USSR, if it is
menaced by danger on the part of imperialism ., . And if the
Red Army tomorrow invades India and begins to put down a
revolutionary movement then shall we in this case support
it? ... Is it not simpler to ask: If the Red Army menaces
workers’ strikes or peasant protests against the bureaucracy
in the USSR shall we support. it or not? Foreign policy is
the continuation of the internal. We have never promised to
support all the actions of the Red Army which is an instru-
ment in the hands of the Bonapartist bureaucracy. We have
promised to defend only the USSR as a workers’ state and
solely those things within it which belong to a workers’
state, , . In every case the Fourth International will know how
to distinguish where and when the Red Army is acting solely
as an instrument of the Bonapartist reaction and where it
defends the social basis of the USSR.” (In Defense of Marx-
ism, pp. 29-80.)

The independent revolutionary action of the European
masses, in deadly combat against the Stalinist scoundrels,

Revolutionary

European capitalism has been in a state of sharp decline
since the first World War. Today, after five years of slaughter,
Europe is in the throes of disaster.

Hitler, as the representative of resources-starved and
colonies-hungry German imperialism, attempted to unite all
of European industry and agriculture around the highly in-
dustrialized economy of Germany. Despite German economic
and military hegemony in Europe and the tremendous initial
victories, which established Nazi Germany as the temporary
master of the continent; Hitler could only bring havoc to
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will assure the victory of the European revolution and the
survival and further development of the October Revolution
inside the Soviet Union.

Of all the “programs” and “theories” on the Soviet
Union and the Kremlin bureaucracy, only the Trotskyist an-
alysis and program have been confirmed by events and have
provided the revolutionary vanguard with a correct guide to
action. The fair weather “friends” of the Soviet Union, the
petty-bourgeois confusionists and cowards turned their backs
on the Soviet Union in its hour of mortal peril, thereby going
over to the other side of the barricades in the class struggle.
Only the Fourth International remained true to the program
of revolutionary defense of the Soviet Union.

Our active political slogans of the day are always con-
sistent with our program and are derived from it, but express
that phase of the program which has the greatest urgency.
Therein is the art of politics; to apply the general program
to the specific questions of the day.

Throughout the period when the Nazi military machine
threatened the destruction of the Soviet Union, we pushed to
the fore the slogan: Unconditional Defense of the Soviet
Union Against Imperialist Attack. Today the fight for the
defense of the Soviet Union against the military forces of Nazi
Germany has essentially been won. Hitler's “New Order in
Europe” has already collapsed. The present reality is the
beginning of the European revolution, the military occu-
pation of the continent by the Anglo-American and Red
Army troops, and the conspiracy of the imperialists and the
Kremlin bureaucracy to strangle the revolution. We therefore
push to the fore and emphasize today that section of our pro-
gram embodied in the slogan: Defense of the European
Revolution Against All Its Enemies. The defense of the
European revolution coincides with the genuine revolutionary
defense of the USSR.

The Soviet Union is today more than ever confronted
with the sharp alternative: Forward to Socialism or Back-
ward to Capitalism. The present transition period cannot long
endure. We, mindful of the counter-revolutionary role of the
Kremlin bureaucracy both inside and. outside of the Soviet
Union, remain ever vigilant to all developments in the Soviet
Union. Our policy of unconditional defense of the Soviet
Union against imperialist attack retains all its validity, how-
ever, while the nationalized property relations remain. The
struggle for the preservation of the first workers’ state re-
mains an essential task of the world proletariat. We fulfill
this task by working to develop and beighten the European
revolution and to secure its victory.

Perspectives

the occupied countries. Nazi imperialism .could not unite
Europe and stimulate economic development. It only enslaved
the European masses, further wasted the resources of Euro-
pean economy and converted the unhappy continent into a
prison-house of tortured peoples.

Today, the Allies, under the hegemony of the Wall
Street plutocracy, enter Europe as the new imperialist over-
lords. For their part, they aim not to unify Europe, but to
keep it Balkanized. The Allied imperialists do not desire
the revival of European econcmy to a competitive level. On
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the contrary, the program of the Allies calls for the dismem-
berment of the continent to render impossible the revival of
an economically strong Europe. Their program of dismem-
berment, despoliation and political oppression can only
deepen LEurope’s ruination. Allied occupation, as already de-
monstrated in Italy, spells not the mitigation of Europe’s
catastrophic crisis, but its aggravation.

This cold-blooded program of the Anglo-American im-
perialists is supplemented by Stalin’s program of chauvinism,
oppression and brutality. Stalin proposes to plunder Germany
and her war-partners by the imposition of war reparations
and slave labor. Stalin has joined with the imperialists in
their efforts to plunge Europe into permanent ruin.

The program of the economic and political unification of
Europe, under the aegis of the Socialist United States of
Europe is today the only alternative to a descent into barbar-
ism. Working class internationalism is thus no academic
issue in Europe today, but an imperative necessity. By their
combined efforts the European masses will drive out the
foreign conquerors and succeed in tearing power from the
hands of the capitalist exploiters. Economic and political ne-
cessity push the masses of Europe toward the acceptance of
the Socialist United States of Europe as the only program
that can save Europe.

The Italian proletariat was the first to take the revoiu-
tionary road. One year after the downfall of Mussolini and
the destruction of the fascist apparatus, Nazi Germany finds
itself in the throes of a similar mortal crisis. A group of
Junker generals, fearing the collapse of German capitalism,
organized a coup d’etat to remove the Nazi leaders and make
peace with the Allies. The fact that this initial conspiracy
failed does not detract from its deep symptomatic significance.

That section of the German ruling class which seeks to
overthrow Hitler, aims solely to preserve German capitalism
by setting up a Badoglio-type dictatorship in order to fore-
stall the maturing uprising of the German masses. The fact
that the Junker and capitalist circles have initiated and car-
ried through this desperate conspiracy, in the midst of Ger-
many’s colossal military defeats, -is an unmistakable indi-
cation that the pressure of the masses is reaching the bursting
point and that the revolutionary explosion is near.

The German revolution is the key to the European revo-
lution. Because German industry is the backbone of Euro-
pean economy and above all because of the dominant position
of the German proletariat, by virtue of its numbers, its revo-
lutionary traditions and organizing capacities.

Role of the German Masses

Both the imperialists and the Kremlin bureaucracy are
fully aware of the preponderant position of Germany in
Europe and the decisive role which the German proletariat is
destined to play in the coming revolution. That is why they
attempt to saddle the German masses with responsibility for
the crimes of Hitler and German imperialism. The formula
of “unconditional surrender” is directed first and. foremost
against the anticipated workers’ revolution.

The German masses, who have been tortured by Nazism
for eleven years, are not moving to overthrow Hitler in order
to accept the rule of foreign dictators. In 1918, over twenty-
five years ago, the German toilers first proceeded to take their
destinies into their own hands and set up Workers’ Councils.
The Social Democratic traitors aborted the revolution and
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cheated the workers out of their victory. This time the work-
ers will secure their victory and carry though the revolution
to the very end.

The Anglo-American imperialists as well as the Kremlin
bureaucracy, fearing the sweep of the proletarian revolution,
are preparing in advance to isolate the German workers. They
seek to utilize the hatred of the European masses toward
Nazism and all its fiendish works as a weapon against the
German masses, who were the first victims of Hitlerism. The
German workers will break through this dike of hatred by
raising the banner of the Socialist United States of Europe.
The German working class will find allies in their revolu-
tionary struggle throughout Europe, including the ranks of
the occupying troops. The proletariat, not of this or that
country, but of the entire continent is in a revolutionary
mood. The German masses, as the masses throughout Europe,
will frustrate the plans of the counter-revolution, by or-
ganizing systematic fraternization with the rank and file of
the occupying forces.

The petty bourgeoisie, especially the peasantry, are like-
wise seeking a way out of the madhouse of capitalism, starva-
tion and war. In the course of the last years they have lost
faith and hope in the capitalist system. Fascism, the last
bulwark of capitalism, has pauperized and disillusioned one
layer of the population after the other. Bereft in its last days
of all mass support, fascism could rule only as a naked mili-
tary-police dictatorship. The leading capitalist circles have
discredited themselves in the eyes of the masses by collabora-
ting with Hitler and will disgrace themselves further by col-
laborating with the Allied invaders.

In the Twenties it was possible for American imperialism,
whose economy was still rising’ and expanding, to stabilize
capitalism in Europe on a lower foundation through loans and
credits. This stabilization was achieved on the basis of the
defeated revolutions and by means of a bourgeois democratic
regime in Germany. American capitalism, however, began its
absolute decline in 1929 and for ten years thereafter found
itself in the throes of a major crisis. Unable to extricate it-
self, it plunged into the war to secure world domination. Torn
by its own contradictions and driven by its necessities, Amer-
ican imperialism today has no program for Europe other
than its further dismemberment and degradation, and the
propping up of the capitalist system with American bayonets.
Here is a measure of the further terrible decay of world
capitalism in the last 20 years.

The disintegration of British imperialism and the in-
superable contradictions of American imperialism have al-
ready led to the sharpening of the class struggle in both
England and the United States, especially the former coun-
try. This sharpening class conflict will be increasingly re-
flected inside the armed forces. The American and British
Trotskyist movements will conduct a bold propaganda ex-
posing the reactionary aims of Anglo-American imperialism
and will work in a spirit of international solidarity to de-
fend the European revolution.

Bourgeois democracy, which flowered with the rise and
expansion of capitalism and with the moderation of class con-
flicts that furnished a basis for collaboration between the
classes in the advanced capitalist countries, is outlived in
Europe today. European capitalism, in death agony, is torn
by irreconcilable and sanguinary class struggles.

The Anglo-American imperialists understand that demo-
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cracy is today incompatible with the continued existence of
capitalist exploitation. Economic and political conditions
forbid the restoration of bourgeois democracy for any ex-
tended period, even to the extent that it existed after the last
war. Bourgeois democratic governments can appear in Europe
only as interim regimes, intended to stave off the conquest
of power by the proletariat. When the sweep of the revolu-
tion threatens to wipe out capitalist rule, the imperialists and
their native accomplices may attempt, as a last resort, to
push forward their Social Democratic and Stalinist agents
and set up a democratic capitalist regime for the purpose of
disarming and strangling the workers’ revolution.

Such regimes, however, can only be very unstable, short-
lived and transitional in character. They will constitute a
brief episode in the unfoldment of the revolutionary struggle.
Inevitably, they will be displaced either by the dictatorship
of the proletariat emerging out of triumphant workers’ revo-
lution or the savage dictatorship of the capitalists consequent
upon the victory of the counter-revolution.

There will be no lack of opportunities in Europe to lead
the masses in victorious struggle. The only question is: Will
the advanced wo.kers succeed in building strong revolu-
tionary parties, and will the revolutionary parties display
the necessary courage, energy, programmatic firmness and
tactical flexibility to unite the masses behind their leader-
ship and successfully lead the fight for the Socialist revo-
lution?

We cannot anticipate how long the revolutionary pro-
cess will take. That will be decided only in the struggle.
The European revolution is not to be viewed as one gigantic
apocalyptic event, which with one smashing blow will finish
with capitalism. The European revolution will probably be
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a more or less drawn out process with initial setbacks, re-
treats and possibly even defeats.

The might of the Anglo-American imperialists and the
Kremlin oligarchy, and their joint plans of counter-revolu-
tion represent only one side of the European situation. Far
more decisive is the other side; the continued disintegration
of capitalism, the inexhaustible resources of the European
proletariat and the power of the European revolution. There
is absolutely no foundation for pessimistic conclusions.

The Trotskyist fighters build on the heritage of the Rus-
sian Revolution and the Bolshevik Party, as well as Leon
Trotsky’s struggle for re-creation and rebuilding of the in-
ternational revolutionary movement. The Trotskyist fighters
of all countries are part and parcel of the programmatically
grounded and organizationally stable international Trotsky-
ist movement. They have the opportunity of telescoping
their revolutionary tasks and building the revolutionary
party by bold methods, in the very heat of the coming revo-
lutionary battles.

The Fourth International stands today on the eve of its
greatest struggles and triumphs. Europe is on the verge of
stupendous revolutionary developments. The reserves of
capitalism are melting before our eyes. Out of the agony of
the battlefields, out of the devastation, horrors and ruins of
the second World War, is being shaped the anger and de-
termination of the peoples which will burst in a revolu-
tionary storm. When that avenging storm breaks, it will
sweep away all the tyrants and exploiters. The Trotskyist
party of the Socialist revolution, like the Bolsheviks of 1917,
will take its place at the head of the people and ride the revo-
lutionary storm to victory. Under the banner of Trotskyism,
the people of Europe will wipe out the rule of the capitalists
and rebuild the continent on new Socialist foundations.

The First Phase of the Coming

~ European Revolution

A Criticism of the International Resolution

of the Fifteenth Anniversary Plenum
By FELIX MORROW

The document, whose text follows, was rejected by the Eleventh
Convention of the American Trotskyist movement by a vote of 51
to 5. See editorial on the Convention in this issue.—Ed.

* k%

Comrade E. R, Frank, as reporter on the plenum to the
New York membership meeting, stated (comrades inform me)
that the plenum arrived at unanimous agreement on the inter-
national question. He referred once to the “even heated man-
ner” of the plenum discussion, but left unspecified what the
political questions were in dispute, and indicated that whatever
differences there had been, they were finally resolved in unani-
mous agreement.

This was not Morrison’s or my understanding of the plenum
decision. It becomes necessary to establish precisely what hap-
pened in the plenum,

In the course of the discussion it became clear (1) that the
plenum did not accept the contention of Comrades Warde,

Frank and others that the difference between the subcommittee
resolution and the Morrow resolution was no less than program-
matic; (2) that some of the points in the Morrow resolution
were acceptable to Comrade Cannon; (3) that other Comrades
(Thomas, Russell) wished to see various paragraphs of the
Morrow resolution incorporated in the final plenum resolution.

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

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

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

(1) That the draft resolution erred in excluding the possi-
bility of the use of bourgeois-democratic methods by the Euro-
pean bourgeoisie and its American imperialist masters; they
would in all probability attempt to stem the European revolution
not only by the use of military and fascist dictatorships but
also where necessary by the use of bourgeois democracy.

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

Speaking after me in his summary speech, Comrade Cannon
indicated that these two propositions would be acceptable to
the authors of the draft resolution. This was my impression
and that of Morrison and of the other members of the plenum.
It is true that Comrade Cannon also added that the amend-
ments which formulated these propositions would be accepted
only insofar as they fitted into the framework of the draft
resolution. This statement of Comrade Cannon did not, how-
ever, appear to modify vitally his statement that the two prop-
ositions were acceptable to the authors of the draft resolution.

On the basis of Comrade Cannon’s indication of the extent
of our agreement, Comrade Morrison and I accepted the final
decision of the plenum as follows: to adopt the subcommittee’s
resolution in principle and to submit to the subcommittee the
Morrow-Morrison amendments, the subcommittee to incorporate
into the resolution those of the amendments which it consi-
dered compatible with the resolution, and Morrison and Morrow
to be consulted in the writing of the final resolution. If im-
portant amendments were not incorporated by the subcommit-
tee, Morrison and I stated, they would be discussed in the
party by us in various articles in internal bulletins.

Thus, when the plenum closed, one could not really speak
of unanimous or almost unanimous agreement. It was still to
be seen which of the Morrow-Morrison amendments would be
incorporated by the subcommittee in the final resolution, and
which of them would be the subject of an educational discus-
sion.

In preparing the final text of the resolution, the subcom-
mittee was undoubtedly ready to consult me to the fullest extent.
Unfortunately, however, I was stricken ill and the final resolu-
tion had to be drafted without such consultation. The sub-
committee sought my views at the last possible moment before
the resolution was sent to press, when I was still in the hos-
pital, but my condition made it impossible for me to read it
and offer further suggestions.

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

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

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

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

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

The Danger of Ultra-Leftism

The Morrow-Morrison amendments were written from the
standpoint that a plenum resolution adopted by us today must
primarily occupy itself with the present and immediate future—
the first phases of the European revolution. On the other hand,
the subcommittee resolution obviously proceeded from the point
of view that its task was primarily the reiteration of program-
matic fundamentals. This difference was especially apparent
in the fact that the Morrow-Morrison amendments dealt in
some detail with the problem of democratic demands while the
subcommittee resolution ignored them entirely in its original
draft. '

Some of the comrades supporting the subcommittee appar-
ently thought they had a crushing answer to the Morrow-
Morrison amendments when they triumphantly quoted from the
1938 Founding Program the idea that democratic slogans are
“only incidental and episodic slogans.” And this thought ap-
pears in the final resolution, which speaks of “the limitations
and subordinate character of democratic slogans as a means of
mobilizing the masses for revolutionary action.”

“Episodic,” “incidental,” “subordinate’—with these adjec-
tives Comrades Warde, Frank and Cannon sought to minimize
the importance of democratic slogans in the coming revolution.

The absurdity of their position should become clear when
we answer the question: what are democratic slogans “inci-
dental” or “subordinate” to? Democratic slogans are subor-
dinate to transitional slogans and to programmatic fundamen-
tals; democratic slogans must be constantly connected, ih our
agitation, to transitional slogans and programmatic fundamen-
tals. That is all that is meant by “incidental” and “subor-
dinate.” Obviously, then, it follows that at any time this side
of the successful revolution democratic slogans still have an
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important place in our agitation. The fact that tactics (dem-
ocratic slogans) are subordinated to strategy (dictatorship of
the proletariat) does not absolve us from the responsibility of
outlining the character of the tactics necessary for the coming
period in Europe. The fact that democratic slogans are “inci-
dental” and “episodic” does not do away with the fact that
more than one revolutionary party has broken its neck by its
failure to understand the crucial role of democratic slogans—
that before it could make the revolution it first had to win a
majority of the proletariat, and that this majority could be won
in part only through a phase, “episodic” but indispensable, of
democratic demands. That was the terrible lesson we should
have learned for all time from the abortive Spartacist uprising
of January 1919.

In a revolutionary situation, a democratic demand may be
of enormous importance-—the way to win the masses to the
revolutionary party. To name but one example—the demand
for the immediate convocation of the Constituent Assembly,
which played such an enormous role in the Russian Revolution
and is certain to play an equally important role in one or more
of the European revolutions. Let me remind the Comrades that
the Bolshevik withdrawal from and boycott of the Pre-Parlia-
ment, which was the curtain-raiser to the insurrection, was car-
ried out under the slogan of immediate convocation of the
Constituent Assembly. One has only to cite such a concrete
example of a democratic demand to indicate the empty —ultra-
leftist— radicalism of the resolution’s emphasis on “the limita-
tions and subordinate character of democratic slogans as a
means of mobilizing the masses for revolutionary action.”

In the plenum discussion, a number of supporters of the
draft resolution justified its passing over the problem of demo-
cratic demands and its preoccupation with reiterating program-
matic fundamentals, by referring to the danger within the
Fourth International of opportunism and revisionism. The
one item of evidence to which these comrades referred was
the “Three Theses” of a small group of European comrades
(published in the Dec. 1942 FI).

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

To Logan’s argument one can add the rich lessons of the
first years after the last war. The young parties of the Com-
intern suffered primarily not from opportunism but from ultra-
leftism. It was against this tendency that Lenin in 1920 wrote
Left Wing Communism—An Infantile Disorder. If, despite the
tremendous prestige of the victorious Bolsheviks, the Comin-
tern was so pervaded by ultra-leftist deviations, the same phe-
nomenon is far more likely to confront the Fourth International
at the end of this war.

If the leadership of the American party feels it necessary
in international resolution today to remind our European com-

INTERNATIONAL

Page 371

rades that democratic slogans are “incidental” and ‘“‘subordi-
nated” to the grand strategy (dictatorship of the proletariat)
of the revolution, then at the very least we should simultane-
ously and with equal emphasis warn our European comrades
that the best strategic line may lead to ruin if it is not coupled
with the timely raising of tactical slogans, i.e. those democratic
and transitional demands which are appropriate to the con-
sciousness of the masses at the given moment.

_Isolation, such as the Fourth International parties have
always had to endure, can be weathered only by the utmost
programmatic intransigence. But to live in isolation with one’s
programmatic banner nailed to the mast tends to breed an in-
flexibility unfavorable to an intelligent understanding of the
use of democratic and transitional demands when the oppor-
tunity arises to launch them in a revolutionary situation. Cer-
tainly this has been the experience of our European sections.
I have already referred to the British experience; the same is
true of our Spanish comrades during the revolutionary period
of the civil war.

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

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

- The Tempo of the Coming Revolution

It was perhaps inevitable that, in our attempt to keep the

hope of revolution alive during the years of isolation since Sep-
tember 1939, we over-simplified the picture of what is’ coming.
I know that more than one inexperienced comrade drew from
our press a picture of the war coming toward its close, the
masses rising in all countries of Europe, success crowning their
efforts, meaning by success the irrevocable establishment of the
Soviet power, and that all this would take place within two or
three years after the closing period of the war.

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

Will not the revolution be betrayed this time too, inasmuch as
there are two Internationals in the service of imperialism while
the genuine revolutionary elements constitute a tiny minority? In
other words: shall we succeed in preparing in time a party cap-
able of leading the proletarian revolution? In order to answer
this question correctly it is necessary to pose it correctly. Nat-
urally, this or that uprising may end and surely will end in defeat
owing to the immaturity of the revolutionary leadership. But it
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is not a question of a single uprising. It is a question of an entire

revolutionary epoch.

The capitalist world has no way out, unless a prolonged death
agony is so considered. It is necessary to prepare for long years,
if not decades of war, uprisings, brief interludes of truce, new
wars, and new uprisings.

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

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

Trotsky was certain, and so are we, that successful Socialist
revolutions would issue out of the war. That is to say, that
in one European state or another the workers would, after the
maturing of their revolutionary party, successfully overthrow
capitalism and establish the Soviet power. But Trotsky also
wrote scores, and perhaps hundreds, of articles explaining the
crucial importance of democratic demands in a revolutionary
situation, i.e., he expected that after the revolutions began in
Europe there would be a more or less protracted period in which
the masses would follow the reformist parties.

Having at last won the masses, the revolutionary party
would lead them to the establishment of the Soviet power. But
the young workers’ state —or two or even more— would face
world capitalist intervention. Foreign capitalist intervention,
in turn, would lead internally in the proletarian states to a
revival of civil war, much as it happened in the young Soviet
Russian Republic.

As this conflict deepens, we are confident, the proletarian
power will extend to other European states, and lead in the
end to the Socialist United States of Europe. But the whole
process will in all likelihood not be telescoped into a few su-
preme, intense and swift efforts of the European proletariat.
No, more likely is a perspective of decades of struggle.

This, then, is the conception of the coming revolution which
should now be: explained to our party. In essence, of course,
this conception of the coming revolution is in no way less op-
timistic than the oversimplified picture which many of them
undoubtedly bave in their minds. In any event, it has the
decisive merit of being the true picture. Moreover, those who
firmly grasp it will not ha))e their hopes dashed to the ground
in the coming years. Théy will remain firm revolutionists no
matter what obstacles, arise in our path.

Let us not only praise Trotsky, but let us also try to learn
from him how to deal with political problems. One could cite
dozens of examples from his writings of how, on the eve of great
events or in their first days, Trotsky considered it politically
necessary to estimate the probable tempo of what was to come.
Almost at random, I cite a typical example-—how Trotsky wrote,
on May 28, 1931, under the heading ‘“The Problems of the
Tempos of the Spanish Revolution”:

A correct determination of the tempo of development of the
revolution is of tremendous significance—if not for the determina-
tion of the basic strategic line then for the determination of the
tactics. And without correct tactics, the best strategic line may

lead to ruin. It is understood that to guess the tempos in advance
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for a prolonged period is impossible. The tempo has to be exam-
ined in the course of the struggle, making use of the most varied
indicators. Moreover, in the course of events the tempo may
change very abruptly. But we must nevertheless keep before
our eyes a definite perspective in order to introduce the necessary
correctives into it in the process of experience. (The Spanish

Revolution i Danger, page 30, my italics.)

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

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

But, the amendments then go on to state, “we must also
recognize the probability that the bourgeoisie will make a serious
attempt to save its rule by means of bourgeois democracy and
the temporary success of such an attempt ... " Why must
we recognize the probability of such a temporary success?’ Be-
cause of a number of crucial factors, which are then outlined
in the amendments.

Among these factors which will slow the tempo of the Euro-
pean revolution are the revival of democratic illusions among
considerable sections of the masses as a result of the fact that
in Germany, Italy, Hungary, Bulgaria, etc., new generations
have grown up without any experience of bourgeois democracy
and without active participation in political life. After the
collapse of fascism, 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. Another factor making for revival of
democratic illusions is the intensification of national feeling in
Europe as a result of Nazi occupation; the masses in the “liber-
ated” countries may well feel for a time that such governments
as that of de Gaulle are “our own.”

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

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

Amid the gigantic convulsions which will follow the collapse
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of fascism, we are confident that our European comrades can
and may accomplish that main task in a short period. Never-
theless, it is clear that this period will be one of a series of
phases of the European revolution in which the bourgeoisie will
have a temporary success in saving its rule by resorting to
bourgeois democracy, that is, manipulating the democratic illu-
sions of the masses.

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

One cannot say as much for the plenum resolution. It
accepts some of the Morrow-Morrison amendments in truncated
form, but evades the problem of tempo posed by the amend-
ments as a whole. .

Will the European bourgeoisie and its Anglo-American im-
perialist masters resort to bourgeois democracy as a means to
stem the revolution? A clear answer to this question is basic
to an estimate of the tempo of the revolution. For it is obvious
that, if the bourgeoisie would not resort to democracy, then

the democratic illusions of the masses could be dispelled by

the Fourth International far more quickly. It would be rela-
tively easy to mobilize the masses against capitalism if the cap-
italist class as a whole openly and unyieldingly supported dic-
tatorship and opposed democracy. Hence, the importance of
an unambiguous answer to this question.. The Morrow-Mor-
rison amendments give such an unambiguous answer, stating
that: “The bourgeoxsxe is prepared to evolve in the direction
of a bourgeois democratic government in order to prevent the
socialist revolution.”

On the other hand, the plenum resolution evades the ques-
tion of the attitude of the bourgeoisie as a class toward bour-
geois democracy. Note, for example, the following sentence in
the plenum resolution which at first glance appears to have
been taken bodily from the Morrow-Morrison amendments:
“The fact that the economic preconditions for an extended
period of bourgeois democracy in Europe have disappeared does
not, however, put an end to the role that bourgeois and petty-
bourgeois democrats can play to stem the advance of proletarian
revolution.” This sentence provides us with nothing more
significant than the obvious fact that bourgeois democrats like
Sforza and petty-bourgeois democrats like the Socialists will
play a role against the proletarian revolution. It evades taking
a position on the proposition of the Morrow-Morrison amend-
ments that the bowrgeoisie, i.e. not only the Sforzas but also
European capitalism as a class, is prepared to evolve in the
direction of a democratic government in order to stem the
European revolution.

Two or three sentences further on in the plenum resolution,
the same crucial question is again evaded by a similar process
of incorporating a sentence from the amendments but changing
it so that it loses its precise meaning. The amendments state:
“When no other shield can protect them, the forces of capital-
ism may seek to retreat behind the protection of the demo-
cratic republic.” In the plenum resolution this is changed to:
“When all other defenses crumble, the forces of capitalism will
strive to preserve their dictatorship behind the facade of demo-
cratic forms, even to the extent of a democratic republic.”
What does it mean to say that the bourgeoisie will “preserve
their dictatorship behind the facade of democratic forms?” If
all that is meant by this is the Marxist theory of the state that
a democratic republic is also in the last analysis a form of the
rule (i.e. dictatorship) of the bourgeoisie, then that should be
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stated and no room left for ambiguity as to what is meant by
dictatorship. But as the sentence stands, it implies something
more; it implies that the bourgeoisie will strive to preserve not
only their class rule, but also to preserve their class rule in the
form of a dictatorship, dictatorship meaning what it popularly
means, namely not a democratic government in the ordinary
sense of the term.

Thus the ambiguities and evasions of the plenum resolution
straddle between (1) maintaining the false conception of the
original draft resolution of the subcommittee which explicitly
denied the possibility that the bourgeoisie would resort to demo-
cratic governments and (2) making verbal but not real conces-
sions to the Motrrow-Morrison amendments which insist that
the bourgeoisie will probably resort to democratic governments.

One final example of how the plenum resolution “accepts”
one of the Morrow-Morrison amendments. The following para-
graph was not in the original draft resolution but was “accepted”
from the amendments:

The revolutionary wave may be so éverwhelming as to enable
the workers to take power immediately following the collapse of
the fascist dictatorship. &ence it is necessary to put forward
the slogans of Workers Councils (Soviets) and All Power to the
Workers Councils, as soon as the masses begin to move against
the fascist regime or any makeshift substitute.

Contrast this with the paragraph in the amendments from
which it was “accepted”:

We do not exclude the possibility of the transfer of power to
the workers immediately following the fall of fascist dictator-
ships. It is neccssary for our comrades to take this possibility
into consideration at all times and hence to put forward the
slogans of creationj,of .-Workers Councils and All Power to these
Councils as soon as the masses begin to move against the fascist
regime or any regime which may follow as a result of a coup
d’etat such as occurred in Italy. But we must also recognize the
probability that the bourgeoisie will make a serious attempt to
save its rule by means of bourgeois democracy and the temporary
success of such an attempt because of the treachery of the social
reformists and Stalinists, the lack of a revolutionary party, and
the insufficient political development of the working class.

To summarize on the question of the tempo of the coming
European revolution. The Morrow-Morrison amendments esti-
mate the tempo as we have outlined above. The plenum reso-
lution, on the other hand, evades taking a position on the ques-
tion and simultaneously attempts to convey the impression of
a speedy success for the Socialist United States of Europe.

One’s estimate of the tempo of development of the revolu-
tion, Trotsky pointed out, “is of tremendous significance for
the determmatlon of tactics.” Determined to-.convey the im-
pression of a speedy success for the Socialist United States of
Europe the authors of the draft resolution quite logically mini-
mize the role of democratic demands. But if one recognizes
the probability of a slower tempo for the development of the
l‘uropean revolution, and in it a period of bourgeois-democratic
regimes —unstable, short lived, but existing nevertheless for a
period— then the importance of the role of democratic and
transitional demands becomes obvious. For the revolutionary
answer to bourgeois democracy in the first instance is more
democracy—the demand for real democracy as against the
pseudo-democracy of the bourgeoisie. For bourgeois-democracy
can exist only thanks to the democratic illusions of the masses;
and those can be dispelled first of all only by mobilizing the
masses for the democracy they want and need. In this con-
nection it would be worth-whilz for all N.C. members to read
again the Program of Action of the Communist League of
France (1934), largely written by Trotsky, which we correctly
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recommended as “the model of its type for young parties ap-
proaching a pre-revolutionary situation.” (Fourth Interna-
tional, October 1942.)

Some comrades, reading my criticisms of the resolution’s
formulations on the role of bourgeois democracy, may consider
that I am refusing to give the resolution the benefit of the
doubt: if one only would read the formulations of the resolu-
tion with a little sympathetic understanding, one could really
find agreement with them. After all, the sub-section of the
resolution entitled “Bourgeois Democracy” does provide a cer-
tain amount of common ground between us on the question of
the role of bourgeois democracy in Europe.

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

The Methods of American

Imperialism in Europe

However, if one interprets this first section of the resolu-
tion as meaning the same thing as the Morrow-Morrison amend-
ments, then there is a flagrant contradiction between that first
section and the second section of the resolution, “The Counter-
Revolutionary Role of American Capitalism”. For then the
one predicts that the European bourgeoisie and its American
imperialist masters will use bourgeois democracy while the sec-
ond rules out the use of bourgeois-democracy in Europe by
U.S. imperialism.

Perhaps no question is more important today for the Euro-
pean revolution than an analysis of the methods which Amer-
ican imperialism is employing and will employ for its attempted
subjugation of Europe. For it is already clear that the Euro-
pean bourgeoisie cannot even hope to survive the coming revo-
lutionary wave without the most direct backing from American
imperialism. Already in Italy one can see that the Italian bour-
geoisie can rule only as junior partners of American impe-
rialism.

But the Italian experience has also taught us that the U.S.
imperijalist support of the Italian bourgeoisie is not merely a
matter of supporting Italian capitalism on American bayonets.
The bayonets are there, of course, but at least equally impor-
tant are American food and the illusion that the United States
will solve Italy’s economic problems. We must give due
weight to the undeniable fact that considerable sections of the
Italian masses enthusiastically welcomed the American troops.
The illusions of the masses will, of course, collide with reality
more and more in the coming period, but we must recognize
that for a time the covert blackmail of food and the promises
of American economic aid will play a major role in shaping
the Italian events. And this process will be repeated elsewhere
in Europe.

In the long run, of course, US imperialism can solve none
of Europe’s economic problems and will inevitably reveal itself
as the ruthless exploiter which prevents European recovery.
It is not enough, however, to state this long-term perspective.
We must also estimate accurately the short-term perspective.

The short-term perspective is that American imperialism
will provide food and economic aid to Europe and will thus
for a time appear before the European masses in a very dif-
ferent guise than German imperialism. This difference be-
tween the two great imperialisms aspiring to subjugate Europe
is based on the difference in the economic resources of the two.
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The Nazis had nothing to offer to Europe; they had to sub-
jugate Europe purely by means of military force, and after
conquering each country, they had to plunder it of its food and
other materials. The United States, on the other hand, will in
the first instance enter the occupied countries of Europe osten-
sibly not as their conqueror but in the course of driving out
the Nazis. Unlike Nazi occupation, American occupation will
be followed by improvement in food supplies and in the eco-
nomic situation generally. Where the Nazis removed factory
machinery and transportation equipment, the Americans will
bring them in. These economic contrasts, which of course flow
entirely from the contrast between the limited resources of
German capitalism and the far more ample resources still pos-
sessed by American capitalism, cannot fail for a time to have
political consequences.

Hence, it is quite false when the plenum resolution,
without distinguishing between the long-term and short-term
perspectives, says (December 1943 FI, p. 331): “Europe, today
enslaved by the Nazis, will tomorrow be overrun by equally
predatory Anglo-American imperialism.” Equally imperialist,
yes, but not “equally predatory.” One could perhaps, permit
oneself such language loosely in an agitational speech; but it
has no place in a plenum resolution, which should provide a
coldly precise estimate of the different methods which are
being employed by different imperialisms.

Nazi imperialism could give its domination of the occupied
countries only the facade of native rule. That is why the term
Quislings became so appropriate. ‘American imperialism too
has sought to operate through Quislings; Darlan was little 'more
than that; Badoglio similarly. But it should already be clear
that US imperialist penetration of the occupied countries is not
going to be limited to the use of Quisling regimes, i.e. regimes
which rule entirely by means of force and terror and which have
no support in the masses. It is true, of coutse, that a bour-
geois-democratic regime in Italy, for example, would also be
a Quisling regime in the sense that it would be dominated by
American imperialism. But it may very well differ from the
Nazi-dominated Quisling regimes in the sense that, through the
medium of the Stalinist, Social-Democratic and bourgeois demo-
cratic parties, it could muster a majority in an election as free
as Italian elections prior to 1921,

The plenum resolution appears to agree with this conception
of the variant methods available to American capitalism when
it says, in its sub-section on “Bourgeois Democracy” that “when
this device (of military force) proves powerless to control the
insurgent masses, the native capitalists, allied with the invading
imperialists, will push forward their treacherous democratic,
social reformist and Stalinist agents in an effort to strangle the
revolution in a ‘democratic’ noose.” However, the thought of
this sentence, incorporated in the resolution from the Morrow-
Morrison amendments, appears nowhere in the section of the
resolution on the “Counter-Revolutionary Role of American
Capitalism.” On the contrary, in that section, the authors of
the resolution visualize only one method to be employed by
American imperialism: “military monarchist-clerical dictator-
ships under the tutelage and hegemony of Anglo-American big
business.” And again: “The choice, from the Roosevelt-Chur-
chill point of view, is a Franco-type government or the specter
of the Socialist revolution.” The resolution thus rules out the
third ‘“choice,” the use of bourgeois-democratic regimes.

Incidentally, the article on “The World Role of US Capital-
ism,” by Comrade William Simmons, published in the same
issue of the FI as the plenum resolution, takes the position of



December 1944 FOURTH

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

Is a restoration of bourgeois democracy on the Europeam con-
tinent —a ‘democratic regime’— possible? For a limited time, yes
—as an interim regime, because of the absence of an experienced,
decisive, proletarian, revolutionary leadership—as an attempt to
dam up the floodgates of revolution. Swuch a restoration may be
imposed and supported from abroad; but it can never be invested
with any degree of stability. (December 1943 FI, p. 336.)

I agree completely with Comrade Simmons concerning the
instability of bourgeois democracy, and made this clear with
wearisome repetition at the plenum. But this was not the
question at issue: the issue was whether or not American im-
perialism might back bourgeois-democratic regimes in Europe
as a way to stem the revolution. Both Comrade Simmons and
I answer this question in the affirmative, the resolution answers
it falsely in the negative.

The Function of the Slogan of the
Socialist United States of Europe

In clarifying our conception of the coming European revolu-
tion, it is necessary now to define more precisely the place of
the slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe. During
the plenum discussion Comrades Warde and Frank stated that
there was quite a difference between them and me on this ques-
tion; they said, indeed, that the difference was no less than
programmatic. The final resolution has few references to the
slogan, which are mutually satisfactory, but which nevertheless
leave unsettled the differences which were adumbrated in the
plenum. Perhaps some of the statements of Comrades Warde
and Frank in the discussion may reflect merely misunderstand-
ings on this question which deserve clarification.

To such misunderstanding I must admit that I myself have
contributed. In a discussion article*, I criticized those who
define the slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe “as
a propaganda slogan, i.e. not at present suitable for immediate
agitation.” The essential criticism I sought to make I still
think correct: it was aimed against those who do not accept
the slogan of a Socialist United States of Europe as the central
slogan of the European movement. However, I did not serve
to clarify the question when I indicated that the only correct
estimate is that it is an agitation slogan and not a propaganda
slogan. In making this distinction, I was defining a propa-
ganda slogan as one which has a purely educational role for the
present period and that when it becomes actual it will then
cease to be a propaganda slogan and become an agitation slogan.
I was thinking of the way in which Plekhanov defined propa-
ganda as the dissemination of many ideas to a small group, and
agitation as the dissemination of one main idea to great masses.

However, this otherwise useful distinction between propa-
ganda and agitation does not serve to clarify the role of the
slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe. This will
readily become apparent from the following considerations. We
all agree, and correctly, that the Socialist United States of
Europe is the central slogan for Europe. What, however, do
we mean precisely by a central slogan? Some comrades ap-
pear to think it means that it is the slogan by which we shall
rally the great masses for the overthrow of European capital-
ism. That is, that the slogan will play the same role in the
coming revolution that the slogan All Power to the Soviets
played in the October revolution.

But the central slogan of an epoch is not at all the same
*“Our Différences with the Three Theses” by Felix Morrow,
Fourth International, December 1942,
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thing as the slogan or slogans under which the party leads the
masses to make the revolution. The classical example of a
central slogan —the slogan which determines the whole course
of the revolutionary party in a period— is the slogan raised by
Lenin, “Turn the Imperialist War Into Civil War.” This was
the central slogan without, however, being a slogan for the
masses. This central slogan was a party, a cadre slogan. That
is, it served to educate the party but did not show how to win
the masses to the proletarian revolution. Trotsky once char-
acterized “Turn the Imperialit War Into Civil War” as an
algebraic formula whose concrete content was yet to be found,
as it was found, in “All Power to the Soviets’” and other slogans.

That did not mean that the Bolsheviks did not publicize
“Turn the Imperialist War Into Civil War” in their literature.
But the place where it is found most often is in the Bolshevik
literature written in isolation and directed to party members
and small circles of sympathizing workers. Once the Russian
Revolution broke out, the slogan receded into the background
and seldom appears in the Bolshevik press and speeches of Feb-
ruary to October. Thus it was not one of the principal slogans
around which the Bolsheviks rallied the masses. Yet anyone
who has the slightest understanding of the Bolshevik strategy
knows that it remained the central slogan in the sense that it
was the basic motivation of Bolshevik agitation and action.

In his last unfinished article, Trotsky refers to the limited
role of the central slogan, “Turn the Imperialist War Into Civil
War” as follows:

The attention of the revolutionary wing was centered on the
question of the defense of the capitalist fatherland. The revolu-
tionists naturally replied to this question in the negative. This
was entirely correct. But this purely negative answer served as
the basis for propaganda and for training the cadres, but it could
not win the masses who did not want a foreign conquerer . . .
True enough, the Bolsheviks in the space of eight months con-
quered the overwhelming majority of the workers. But the deci-
sive rold in this conquest was played not by the refusal to defend
the bourgeois fatherland but by the slogan: ‘All Power to the
Soviets!” And only by this revolutionary slogan! The criticism
of imperialism, its militarism, the renunciation of the defense of
bourgeois democracy and so on could have never conquered the
overwhelming majority of the people to the side of the Bolshe-
viks,

There has been much misunderstanding of this distinction
between the central slogan which served to train the cadres
and the slogan under which the Bolsheviks overthrew capital-
ism. One could document this with numerous references to the
literature produced by the infant communist parties after 1919,
in which they used the slogan “Turn the Imperialist War Into
Civil War” as if it were a magic key which would bring the
masses to them. Nor did this ultra-leftist nonsense cease with
the early years of the communist movement. As late as 1935
the ultra-leftists in our party, the Oehlerites, accused us of re-
ducing Lenin’s central slogan of the last war to “merely a
party slogan.”

It is my contention that the Socialist United States of Eur-
ope is the central slogan of our epoch for Europe but that it
is unlikely to be the slogan under which the masses will be
rallied for the direct struggle for power. This does not mean
that the place of the slogan Socialist United States of Europe
is precisely the same as that of “Turn the Imperialist War
Into Civil War.” Obviously, the Socialist United States of Eur-
ope is capable of moving larger masses than Lenin’s central
slogan. Equally obviously, however, the Socialist United States
of Europe is not a mass slogan in the sense of the slogan All
Power to the Soviets; it is an algebraic formula whose concrete
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content’ will be found by us in appropriate mass slogans during
the revolution similar to those the Bolsheviks employed be-
tween February-October 1917.

The best and most thoughtful of the European workers
—and this means not merely cadres but hundreds of thousands
and even millions— will understand that the Socialist unifica-
tion of Europe is the only way out. But the best and most
thoughtful workers will not be enough to make the revolution
by themselves. They will succeed only by rallying behind them
not merely millions but tens and’ hundreds of millions. And
those will not be rallied by the relatively abstract conception
of the Socialist United States of Europe.

The direct struggle for power will in all probability arise
out of the question of which institutions shall have the author-
ity to rule the country or the army at a given moment-—bour-
geois institutions like a provisional government and perhaps a
revived parliament, or the representative bodies thrown up by
the workers, peasants and soldiers, which will be essentially
Soviets, whatever their actual name: city, regional, district or
factory committees directly elected by the workers, peasants and
soldiers.

These alternatives will be stark enough to compel the masses
to choose one or the other. That does not mean, however,
that the masses will be choosing consciously between the con-
tinuation of capitalism and the Socialist United States of Eur-
ope. It will not even mean that in Germany, for example, the
masses will be choosing between Socialism or capitalism for
that country. Both capitalism and Socialism are abstractions
to the great masses even when they are making the proletarian
revolution. The masses will be giving their mandate to the
revolutionary institutions which are expressing their concrete
life-needs -—for bread, land and freedom— and the determina-
tion to achieve them. But it will not be a conscious mandate
for Socialism or the Socialist United States of Europe.

The Stalinist Danger to the

European Revolution

Comrade Wright has written more than once in recent
months in our press that the Red Army and Soviet industry
have revealed fighting power beyond anything we had dreamed
they were capable of. That is correct; and of course we all
agree that this power expresses the prodigious vitality of the
October Revolution despite Stalin’s strangulation of the revolu-
tion. But, from a short-term perspective, we must also realize
that this Soviet industry and this Red Army are, and are quite
likely to remain for a time, in the hand of Stalin. That means
that he will throw this power —which is greater that we had
dreamed of— on the side of the European counter-revolution.

The Morrow-Morrison amendments attempted to indicate
this Stalinist danger but they received short shrift in the final
resolution. As in the draft resolution, the section entitled,
“Significance of the Soviet Victories” consists merely of reiter-
ation of programmatic fundamentals and of one reassuring
repetition after another that Stalinism will not succeed in its
counter-revolutionary plans. Even the absurd sentence in the
draft resolution “explaining” the failure of the Spanish revolu-
tion was stubbornly retained: “A pre-war revolution in the
corner of Europe could be isolated, strangled and sold out as
part of the Kremlin’s diplomatic maneuvers.” I shall not repeat
here the analysis I made in my plenum speech of this sentence
and the paragraph it appears in, except to recall again that,
far from being isolated in a “corner of Europe,” the Spanish
revolution was simultaneous with the revolutionary situation
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in France which Trotsky had correctly hailed with an article
entitled: “The French Revolution Has Begun.”

At one point or another the Fourth International will be
compelled to say frankly to the workers what I said in my
plenum report, that the Soviet victories are not a one-sided
matter of progressive consequences, even though we give the
main weight to the progressive consequences.

The Two-Sided Character

of the Soviet Victories

The Morrow-Morrison amendments put the second side of
the Soviet victories as follows:

At present because of the victories of the Red Army the
prestige of the Soviet Union has grown tremendously but unfor-
tunately it has been misappropriated by the parasitic bureaucracy.
The power and ideological influence of Stalinism has been
strengthened temporarily. As a result, we must recognize a seri-
ous danger to the coming European revolution. The Stalinist
bureaucracy will either help the capitalist democracies in the at-
tempt to crush the revolution: by force or, if the revolution assumes
too great a sweep to be crushed, it will attempt to gain control of
it in order to save its own rule. What Stalin has done in Spain
he will try to repeat in other countries of Europe. The continental
European revolution will surely offer stronger resistance than the
Spanish proletariat, but the danger to the revolution from the
Stalinist bureaucracy is very great and we must constantly warn
the masses to struggle against this danger.

This amendment was rejected by the resolution sub-commit-
tee. In its place the sub-committee only added to the draft
resolution the sentence that: “Stalin, exploiting the enhanced
prestige of the Soviet Union as a result of the Red Army vic-
tories, seeks to gain control of the popular movements in Eur-
ope . .."” And this sentence is larded in between many para-
graphs of reassurances that Stalinism will fail, so that the whole
effect is precisely the opposite of that sought by the Morrow-
Morrison amendments: we wanted to warn and arouse against
the danger from Stalinism, and the plenum resolution provides
merely reassuring anodynes. By all means let us voice our
confidence in the revolutionary future. But that does not
suffice. We must also say what is.

I said at the plenum that the prestige of the Soviet victor-
ies has resulted in the fact that Stalinism is the principal organ-
ized force in the European working class today and that this
situation will not disappear before the first stages of the Eur-
opean revolution. The resolution sub-committee agreed with
me to the extent that it included, in its subsection on bourgeois
democracy, the idea from the Morrow-Morrison amendments
that: “It is possible and even probable that the treacherous
parties of social reformism and Stalinism can play the leading
role in the first stages of the revolution.’ Similarly in its sec-
tion on the “End of the Comintern”, the sub-committee in-
cluded from the Morrow-Morrison amendments the idea that
“the Italian events have shown the capacity of the Stalinists
for perverting the struggle of the workers.” But these two
sentences, in the contexts in which they appear, are merely
passing observations and do not convey the conception of the
great danger to the revolution from Stalinism. The place
winere Stalinism is treated systematically in the resolution is
in the section entitled, “Significance of the Soviet Victories”,
and there the danger from Stalinism is in effect denied.

The refusal to distinguish between short-term perspective
and long-term perspective, which we have noted in other parts
of the resolution, is perhaps even more evident in the sections
on Stalinism. They “ignore” the short-term perspective, that
is, they fail to describe the real situation of the present and the
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immediate future. As a result they can have but a purely
ritualistic character, convincing only those already convinced.
(Let us hope that no one will repeat the slander voiced at the
plenum, that I called the program of the Fourth International
ritualistic; what I said and repeat is that the resolution sub-
committee employed the program in a ritualistic manner.)

A’ large amount of the time of the plenum was taken up
with charges hurled at me that I was a pessimist. Had I de-
sired to reply in kind, there was a suitable handle available.
During the first weeks after the fall of Mussolini, the comrades
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who wrote the draft resolution were undoubtedly much more
‘“optimistic”” than I concerning the Italian revolution; but in
their draft resolution, lo and behold, they were already speak-
ing of the “temporarily defeated Italian revolution”. I, on the
other hand, saw no defeated revolution precisely because I had
not seen a revolution, but only a revolutionary situation. Who,
then, are the optimists: those who say the Italian revolution
was defeated or those who do not? This incident alone should
indicate that charges of pessimism and boasts of optimism have
no place in discussions in our leadership. December 1943.

The European Revolution -
Its Prospects and Tasks

Speech Delivered in the Name of the National Committee of the SWP, at New York Membership
Meeting, October 4, 1944

By E. R. FRANK

In opening this discussion on the political resolutions now
before the party, the resolution passed by the November 1943
Plenum of the National Committee and the draft resolution of
the National Committee to be presented to the coming conven-
tion, I am inviting the comrades to study, to consider, to view
the question of the European revolution in its entirety, to
proceed to a Marxist, and therefore to a many-sided analysis
of this crucial problem.

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

To understand the European revolution, its tasks and its
perspectives, let us begin by a rough analysis of Europe, its
economy and the forces at work on the continent. Capitalism
began its absolute decline in Europe some 30 years ago at the
time of the first World War. Capitalism in Europe was no
longer expanding, but contracting. In addition to the internal
decline, the capitalist states in Europe were further suffocating
because of the Balkanization of the continent, because the na-
tional boundaries had become fetters on the economy. Each
national state was choking to death behind its tariff walls and
the Gargantuan militarisms were eating up the substance of
Europe’s wealth. The first World War, with its unparalleled
destruction smashed Europe’s pre-eminence and further acceler-
ated its decay. Economic hegemony was shifted to American
imperialism.

Two revolutionary waves swept over Europe like a terrible
paroxysm. One, started by the October revolution, shook Eur-
ope to its very foundations and wrenched the territories of the

USSR out of the grip of capitalism. The second wave of inci-
pient revolutions during the 30’s in Spain and France was be-
trayed by the Stalinist and Social-Democratic traitors. With
the revolutions aborted and defeated, the path was cleared for
the plunging of the European peoples into the second world
slaughter.

European capitalism, I said, lost its economic pre-eminence
to the United States after the first World War. As a result of
the destruction wrought by the second World War, capitalism
in Europe is shattered, is finished as a world power. Europe
today is ruined and prostrate, and its peoples are starving and
dying.

Now as Marxists, we know that the political superstructure
is determined in the last analysis by the committee foundation.
We are historical materialists; we know that bourgeois democ-
racy is a specific political form, which arose and flowered during
the rise and growth of capitalism. Bourgeois democracy was
made possible as the form of capitalist rule in the more ad-
vanced and wealthy capitalist countries because of the advances
of capitalism, because of the increasing wealth of the nation,
by the ability of capitalism to buy off, to corrupt the middle
classes and the labor aristocracy, and thus to moderate and
attenuate the class struggle. Bourgeois democracy has certain
definable and easily recognizable features: parliamentarism,
more or less free elections, accompanied by the traditional bour-
geois rights: freedom of press, speech, assembly, etc.

The Fate of Bourgeois Democracy

With the economic decline of Europe after the last war,
bourgeois democracy likewise declined. It was virtually wiped
out throughout eastern Europe. As for western Europe, the
class struggle came to a breaking point in Italy immediately
after the war and the question was sharply posed: either fascism
or socialism. With the inability of the working class parties
to lead the revolutionary struggle forward to the conquest of
power, the successive bourgeois-democratic governments quickly
gave way to the fascist dictatorship of Mussolini. Bourgeois
democracy was ground to dust: between the forces of the sharp-
ening class struggle. Ten years later the same process took
place in Germany.

And even France, the victor of Versailles, possessor of a
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great colonial empire, even victorious France reached a blind
alley. The class struggle between the two fundamental classes
grew so acute that even before the disastrous plunge into the
maelstrom of the second World War, bourgeois democracy gave
way to one semi-Bonapartist regime after another followed in
the end by the imposition of the Bonapartist dictatorship of a
Petain propped up by the Nazi bayonets. Bourgeois democracy
was not simply destroyed in France by military intervention
from without. It was decaying and falling apart because of
the unsolvable crisis of French capitalism and the sharpening
class struggles from within.

Such was the course of bourgeois democracy, between the
two world wars. Today the European masses, who have gone
through five years of devastation and slaughter, are in a furi-
ously revolutionary mood. Throughout Europe! The masses
are entering the political arena as an independent force. Cap-
italism in Europe is so shaken, so weak, decrepit and compro-
mised, so bankrupt, that with its own forces it is unable to
preserve its rule, to rehabilitate its power. For five years cap-
italism in Europe has been’propped up by the bayonets of Nazi
imperialism. Today, if European capitalism is to preserve its
rule, it must be propped up by the bayonets of ‘Anglo-Amer-
ican imperialism.

The masses in Italy and now in France, and so it will be
throughout Europe, quickly brushed aside the capitalist and
liberal parties and gave their support to the traditional parties
of the working class. The masses support the Social-Demo-
crats and Stalinists not because the Social-Democrats and Stal-
inists are betrayers, but because the masses mistakenly believe
that these parties will lead them forward in the struggle for
socialism, for communism. Just the other day we had a first-
hand report from Italy. We were informed that everybody
must - talk for socialism in Italy today if they wish to get a
hearing from the workers. We can put it down as a definite
fact: the workers of Europe want a decisive revolutionary
change. But the workers are not alone. Fascism, which for a
while attracted and hypnotized the middle classes, exposed itself
after a brief period as simply the bloody tool of decaying mo-
nopoly capitalism. Fascism, the last bulwark of capitalism,
has pauperized and disillusioned one section of the population
after the other. Today the peasantry and great sections of
the urban petty-bourgeoisie follow the lead of the working class
in seeking a revolutionary road out of the madhouse of capital-
ist war, starvation and death.

I 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 parliamentarism, that it must first go through
this “body of experience” until it is able to shed democratic
illusions. What inability to understand the meaning of events
and to sense the mood, the aspirations, the feelings of the
masses! The Russian masses, as we all know, had far fewer
democratic illusions in 1917 than did the German masses who
bad a rich parliamentary tradition. Yet the Russian workers
didn’t go through any extensive parliamentary school. The
political consciousness of the Russian masses was conditioned
by their experiences, by the blind alley in which the Russian
autocracy thrust the country, by the fact that the bourgeoisie
and the landlords had disgraced themselves by their support
of the bloody Czarist dictatorship. The Russian masses were
forced, because of the intolerable situation, to seek for bold
and revolutionary solutions and to support the boldest and
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most intransigeant, the most extreme of the left-wing parties.
A similar process is taking place in Europe today. The cap-
italists have disgraced themselves by collaborating with Hitler
and will today further disgrace themselves by their collabora-
tion with the Anglo-American imperialists. The European
masses are finding the situation intolerable. The very condi-
tions of their existence are forcing them to seek for bold revolu-
tionary solutions to extricate them from the death crisis of Eur-
opean capitalism.

It is interesting in this connection to recall the profound
analysis of the consciousness of the European masses made by
Trotsky in his 1940 Manifesto.

“Today almost nothing remains of the democratic and pacifist
illusions. The peoples are suffering the present war without any
longer believing in it, without expecting any more from it than
new chains. This applies also to the totalitarian states. The
older generation of the workers who bore on their backs the
burden of the first imperialist war and who have not forgotten
its lessons are still far from eliminated from the arena. In the
ears of the next to the oldest generation which went to school
during wartime the false slogans of patriotism and pacifism are
still ringing. The inestimable experience of these strata who
are now crushed by the weight of the war machine will reveal
itself in full force when the war compels the toiling masses to
come out openly against the governments.”

Main lllusions of the Masses

And even more decisive than this analysis, than this predic-
tion, if you will, are the events themselves which are now taking
place before our very eyes. Even the least perspicacicus of the
bourgeois commentators have understood and informed us that
the European masses are in a revolutionary mood. The masses
have many illusions, to be sure. They do not yet support the
parties of the Fourth International. But their illusions, if cor-
rectly ‘analyzed, concretized and properly broken down, are
found to be not at all those pictured by Morrow. The masses
have few illusions about the bourgeoisie. They do not have too
many illusions that they can solve their problems within the
confines of the capitalist system. Even the illusions concerning
the Allies are a more or less transient affair and will quickly
give way before the realities of the situation. We saw that
in Italy. A year ago the Italian masses of the South undoubt-
edly greeted the Allies with great enthusiasm and hope. In
the course of a few months this enthusiasm was converted to
hatred and deadly opposition. So it will be in France on the
morrow. So it will be throughout Europe.

The greatest and most dangerous illusions of the masses,
if this question is properly analyzed, is found to be their be-
lief, their trust, in the Social-Democratic and Stalinist leaders,
especially the latter. They do not yet understand the counter-
revolutionary role of these scoundrels. A great dynamic proc-
ess is taking place in the revolutionary education of the masses,
and in this first period it is probably strengthening Stalinist
influence. While small sections of the most advanced workers
may be recoiling before the treachery of these misleaders, mil-
lions of people, first entering the political arena, seeking a way
out of the death crisis of capitalism, naturally throw their sup-
port behind the parties which in their minds have stood tradi-
tionally for socialism, for communism. That is why the strug-
gle to help the masses overcome their illusions is, in one of its
most important aspects, the struggle to expose Stalinism and
destroy its influence,

There is no question at all that Europe today is a red-hot
cauldron of revolution. Everyone admits it. Into this seething
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cauldron is now entering the new imperialist overlord—Amer-
ican imperialism. This unbridled imperialist power, which aims
to make Wall Street the center of world tribute, which seeks
to establish its hegemony over all the continents and all the
seas, must now strangle the European revolution and prop up
decaying capitalism if it is to realize its imperial program. I
see in this connection that Morrow objects to our characterizing
American imperialism as equally predotory as Nazi imperialism,
The objection is not well taken.

German imperialism, which emerged so late on the world
scene, which was starved for resources and colonies, attempted
to unite all of Europe around highly organized German indus-
try. But the unification of Europe is a task which capitalism
is unable to accomplish. Hitler, despite his military might,
could only bring havoc to the continent, could only further ruin
its economy, enslave its masses and turn the continent into a
prison house. ‘American imperialism, which is not a European
power, and whose empire lies outside of Europe, aims not to
unify the continent, but to dismember it and to keep it dis-
membered. Wall Street wants not the rebuilding of European
economy, but to render impossible its revival as a competitor.
Wall Street’s program of dismemberment, despoliation and
plunder can only deepen Europe’s ruin. Allied rule over Eur-
ope spells thus not the mitigation, but the aggravation of Eur-
ope’s catastrophic crisis. The least you can say about Amer-
ican imperialism, whether on a long-term or a short-term basis,
is that it is as predatory as Nazi imperialism.

Program of American Imperialism

The study of the role, the motive forces, the aims and the
program of American imperialism shows you why the political
program of Wall Street calls and must call for military occupa-
tion, for policing of Europe for ten, twenty, or as the late un-
lamented Secretary of the Navy Knox proposed, for one hun-
dred years. This study makes clear why American imperial-
ism must seek to refurbish the decrepit monarchies, why they
must seek to build up the prestige and power of the Vatican,
why they must elevate a lot of royalist and fascist generals to
the seats of power, why they must prop up police-military dic-
tatorships. This political program is not something accidental
or arbitrary. It is the necessary program for American im-
perialism, the only program to realize its economic, its imperial-
ist aims; the only method by which they can put over their
predatory, their savage program to keep Europe prostrate, help-
less and subservient to American imperialism.

On the basis of a rounded analysis, not only of the general
historic decline and decay of European capitalism, but of the
specific stage in this process of decay, we affirm: bourgeois
democracy is outlived in Europe today. Bourgeois democracy
is incompatible with the continued existence of capitalism in
Europe. If it was possible for American imperialism to stabil-
ize European capitalism after the last war by loans on the basis
of a bourgeois-democratic regime in Germany, then today Amer-
ican imperialism sees as its only program the dismemberment
and destruction of Germany as an economic power and the pres-
ervation of capitalism with its own bayonets propping up dic-
tatorial regimes.

Naturally we Marxists understand that economics do not
automatically determine politics. The bourgeoisie, the Anglo-
American imperialists, will practice all kinds of trickery, of
deception, to sidetrack the revolutionary anger of the masses,
to strangle the revolution, to save their rule. Our resolutions
call specific attention to the fact that when the sweep of the
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revolution threatens their rule, the imperialists and their native
accomplices will push forward the Social-Democratic and Stal-
inist agents and, if necessary, will even set up bourgeois-demo-
cratic regimes for the purpose of disarming and strangling the
workers’ revolution. But we also point out that these regimes,
by their very nature, can only be interim regimes—transition
regimes, very unstable, very short-lived. Society cannot exist
very long on the basis of a fierce class struggle, of an uncom-
pleted revolution, of a split. A new equilibrium must be estab-
lished. These interim regimes must either give way to the
dictatorship of the proletariat or to the savage military dictator-
ship of the capitalist counter-revolution. There is no third
road.

Now what is Morrow’s objection to this perspective, which
is the logical, the necessary link in the perspective on Europe
held by our movement from its first days. What is Morrow’s
position? The final conclusion you must arrive at is that
Morrow anticipates the revival of bourgeois-democracy in Eur-
ope for a period of time. Reminding himself that for thiy ex-
traordinary thesis he must provide proof, he must provide a
foundation, Morrow proceeds to give us an appreciation of the
difference of program between American and Nazi imperialism,
how American imperialism is not as predatory as the German
variety.

I am reading this right out of Morrow’s article:

“The short-term perspective is that American imperialism will
provide food and economic aid to Europe and will thus for a time
appear before the European masses in a very different guise than
German imperialism . . . Unlike Nazi occupation American occu-
pation will be followed by an improvement in food supplies and in
the economic situation generally.” Morrow, then warming yp to
his theme, tells us: “Where the Nazis removed factory machinery
and transportation equipment, the Americans will bring them in.
These economic contrasts, which of course flow entirely from
the contrast between the limited resources of German capitalism
and the far more ample resources still possessed by American
capitalism, cannot fail for a time to have political consequences.”

Morrow's Theory -- and Reality

Thus we have a more or less rounded thesis for the revival,
from however short-term a point of view, of European capital-
ism and for the improvement, however temporary, of the stand-
ard of living. If that were true, there would exist, of course,
some solid justification for the idea that illusions would revive
among the European masses concerning the role of American
imperialism and that on some basis, however low, bourgeois-
democracy could be revived for a time. But this perspective
has nothing in common with cruel reality. It is quite clear
that Morrow is himself the victim of illusions about American
imperialism, its supposed unlimited powers, its role, its pur-
poses, its program. We called specific attention in our resolu-
tion to the statistics of the results of one year of Allied rule in
Italy. It is unnecessary to go over all this data again. It
adds up to growing starvation, disease, unemployment, a mon-
strous rising of the death rate, the worsening of the crisis. And
Allied treatment of Italy will appear as beneficent compared to
their rule of Germany. Yet it is on this flimsy economic found-
ation, and only on this foundation, that the theory of the
revival of bourgeois democracy in devastated and ruined Eur-
ope, rests. Without it, it falls to the ground.

Now some comrades have informed us that the proof of
Morrow’s theory of bourgeois democracy can be found in the
Bonomi and deGaulle regimes, that we already have bourgeois
democracy in Europe today, or reasonable facsimiles thereof.
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I described before the historical origins of bourgeois democracy
and what a bourgeois-democratic regime is. I told you that a
number of its features included free elections, government by
elected parliament, various bourgeois-democratic rights, etc.,
etc. What is the first thing that hits you in the eye when you
analyze the Bonomi and deGaulle regimes? They haven’t the
first pre-requisite of a bourgeois-democratic regime or any other
kind of independent regime—sovereignty. Power rests in the
hands of the foreign conqueror. The very first democratic
right is lacking—the right of the Italian and French people to
determine their own fate. Secondly, the cabinets are hand-
picked. There is no parliament and there are no elections.
These governments “rule” by decree. Is it necessary to argue
that governments which “rule” by authority of the military
forces of the foreign conqueror, whose troops are stationed in
the country; governments which are hand-picked, governments
which “rule’ by decree, with no parliament and no elections,
is it necessary to argue that these are facades of a military
dictatorship?

We are told that some democratic rights exist both in France
and Italy. To be sure. These rights have been grabbed vp
by the masses in the course of the struggle, they attest to the
rising class struggle in Italy and France but do not prove the
democratic character of the Bonomi or de Gaulle regimes. Even
under blood-thirsty Czarism, the Bolsheviks were able to pub-
lish for a time a legal daily newspaper. There existed, for a
time, a consultative parliament with elected deputies. Up until
the world war the Bolsheviks, as well as the Mensheviks and
Social-Revolutionaries, sent their deputies to this assembly. The
argument that deGaulle’s democracy is revealed by the fact
that he rests on the left-wing organizations is equally unimpres-
sive. Every Bonapartist regime attempts to balance itself be-
tween the two conflicting forces of society.

Isn’t deGaulle, however, evolving in the direction of a bour-
geois-democratic regime? The whole manner in which this is
posed is false. It is not our business to indulge in idle specula-
tion. We know that deGaulle, that the European capitalists,
that the American imperialists, will grudgingly grant this or
that democratic right or even, if necessary, set up a full-blown
democratic regime if the sweep of the revolution rises to great
heights and they fear for their existence. How deGaulle, or
how Bonomi, or how any other regimes will “evolve” depends
on the course of the struggle and on nothing else. It is, I re-
peat, not our business to indulge in idle speculation. It is our
business to expose the treacherous maneuvers of deGaulle. It
is our business to teach the masses that every concession
deGaulle or the Allies are forced to grant has the sole purpose
of sidetracking the struggle, lulling their revolutionary vigilance
in order to gain time to organize the forces of the counter-
revolution for a definitive settlement with the working class.
It is not our business to lose our sense of proportion and falsely
paint up deGaulle’s regime as democratic because of every
episodic concession won as a by-product of the revolutionary
struggle, but to utilize all concessions to penetrate more deeply
into the worker-mass, to further heighten their class conscious-
ness, to expose the fact that all concessions are transitory, that
all promises of improvement are lies, that outside of the de-
struction of capitalism and the establishment of the Soviet
power, there is no salvation for Europe and its peoples.

The perniciousness of this theory of the renascence (with
whatever qualifications are attached) of bourgeois democracy
is clearly revealed in the two questions I have just discussed.

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

December 1944

This theory has so disorientated and confused its proponents
that in the first instance they proceeded to paint up American
imperialism and even altered the facts to suit the exigencies of
their false perspective. In the second instance, they proceeded
to paint up the thinly veiled military dictatorships imposed on
the people of Italy and France as bourgeois-democratic govern-
ments or something very close to it. The imperialists have
succeeded beyond their wildest dreams. By covering up their
military dictatorship with a little —and very little— demo-
cratic veneer, they succeeded in fooling even a few Trotsky-
ists. The job of the Trotskyists is not to accept for good coin
the fraudulent democratic facades that cover the military dicta-
torships. The job of the Trotskyists is to expose this facade
and show how behind it stands the military force of the con-
queror who denies to the people their right to select govern-
ments of their choosing, to show that the shadow regimes
are subservient to the conqueror, propped up by Anglo-Amer-
ican imperialism which aims not to liberate but to oppress.
This false perspective of Morrow has a further implication
if it is really drawn to its logical end. If American imperialism
has such inexhaustible powers, that it can, as he thinks, improve
the standard of living in Europe, then of course there exists a
certain basis, on however low a foundation, for the establish-
ment of bourgeois-democracy in the immediate period ahead.
From that we must assume the softening of class conflicts for a
period, that the class struggle will be very largely refracted
through the parliamentary struggle, that for a time the parlia-
mentary arena will dominate the stage. If that were true, we
would have to revise our conception of American imperialism.
And of course the Trotskyist movement would have to attune
its work to these new conditions—conditions for a while of slow
painful growth, propaganda, election campaigns, etc., etc.

The Question of Democratic Demands

Morrow apparently draws back and cannot get himself to
enunciate this perspective in clear-cut fashion . . . except to
give exaggerated emphasis to democratic demands . . .

While I am on the subject of democratic demands, let me
ask this: Why all this agitation suddenly on democratic de-
mands? Why this insistence upon involving our party in this
totally artificial debate? We accused Morrow at the Plenum
of wanting a blueprint, of trying to draw up a concrete program
of action and set of demands for the European proletariat.
Here is Morrow’s answer to our accusation, as given in his
speech to the Plenum:

“By a blueprint is meant an unwarranted attempt to anticipate
what concrete situations our European comrades will be faced
with, which democratic demands our European comrades should
raise at various conjunctures and in what sequence they should
raise them . . Frank said for the Subcommittee that they
don’t want a blueprint. Neither do I. Their objection is not well
taken. Frank said, what is true enough, that the sequence and
formulation of democratic demands are things which will have
to be left to our European comrades to work out in the heat of
‘battle as they sense the mood of the masses. True enough, but
irrelevant to my points on democratic demands. For my points
do not at all attempt to anticipate which democratic demands and
in what sequence they should raise them, but I simply indicate
why the METHOD of democratic and transitional demands will
have to be employed under the general conditions which are likely
to prevail in Europe in the next immediate period.”

If that is what Morrow wanted —an affirmation of the
method of fighting for democratic as well as transitional de-
mands, in order to mobilize the masses— he has got it. This
is incorporated in the Plenum resolution, and we have included
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a section on it in the convention resolution. The clamor for
and around and about democratic demands, however, has not
ceased.

Today Logan comes forward, speaking presumably for the
Morrow position, and presents us with a demand not only for
the “method” of democratic and transitional demands (a strange
“demand” to be put to our party in 1944) but with a full-
fledged program of action, a veritable blueprint, —with slogans
and all— just how the French, Italian, German and other
Trotskyists can win over the masses and make the revolution.
Of course, every experienced comrade will simply laugh such
blueprints out of court. The attempt is ludicrous. Slogans,
especially if we are speaking of democratic, episodic slogans,
depend by their nature on the consciousness, the mood of the
masses, the flow and tempo of the class struggle, the relation-
ship of forces, That is what determines which slogan is put
forward as against another one. That is what determines ex-
actly how the slogan is advanced. Sometimes events alter
sharply overnight and the slogan of yesterday must be with-
drawn and a new one substituted in its place. What particular
slogans to push, to agitate for at a given time, what slogans
take precedence—these are all questions which can be deter-
mined fully only by the people involved in the struggle who
have the necessary information, can gauge the sentiment of the
masses and understand the relationship of the forces that obtain.
This question of slogans and demands and immediate programs
of action cannot be decided by the American party, much less
incorporated by us in resolution form, because we do not have
adequate information.

Moreover, we are writing a resolution on the European
revolution. If we would attempt to sloganeer and write blue-
prints, we would have to write separate programs of action for
a half dozen or a dozen different countries, because we know
that revolutionary developments do not proceed uniformly, that
the conditions, tempo of development, mood of the masses, vary
from country to country . . .

On the Danger of Ultra-Leftism

The attempt to create a throughly artificial and uncalled-
for debate over democratic slogans, the attempt in a thoroughly
unwarranted manner to magnify their proper importance in our
full program and constantly push them to the forefront as a
kind of panacea designed to solve every problem and over-
come every difficulty, stems from the completely one-sided, tend-
entious, arbitrary and therefore false theory that ultra-leftism
represents the main danger in the Fourth International today.
Morrow tells us: “The main danger within the Fourth Interna-
tional appears to me to lie in the direction of ultra-leftism.”
And of course, as everyone knows, ultra-leftists are opposed to
fighting for democratic demands. That is why “it is necessary,”
according to Morrow, “to emphasize and underline the role of
democratic demands.”

What is the proof for this amazing theory that in the period
of revolutionary upsurge the main danger is ultra-leftism? It
is laughable to even talk about it. Proof number one is his-
torical. According to Morrow, “the rich lessons of the first
years after the last war’ reveal the fact that “the young parties
of the Comintern suffered primarily not from opportunism but
from ultra-leftism.” And we are told that “the same phe-
nomenon is far more likely to confront the Fourth International
at the end of this war.”

History does not confirm this theory. As a general proposi-
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tion it is far more correct to say that in the period of revolu-
tionary rise the main danger comes from the opportunist direc-
tion. Consider Lenin’s own party. In 1917, before Lenin’s
arrival, virtually the whole Central Committee of the Bolshevik
party approved the policy of conciliationism with Menshevism,
and only by Lenin’s own timely and energetic intervention was
the crisis solved and the helm turned toward a correct revolu-
tionary course. A few months later Trotsky was defeated in
the Bolshevik fraction on his and Lenin’s policy of boycotting
the Pre-Parliament, which caused another minor crisis in the
Bolshevik ranks. And then, on the very eve of the revolution,
the Bolshevik party was thrown into a new terrible crisis by
the crackup of Zinoviev and Kamenev under the pressure of
bourgeois public opinion. The 1919 revolution in Hungary
was defeated in part because of Bela Kun’s policy of concilia-
tion with the Social-Democrats. The young Italian party was
unprepared for the critical events of 1920 because the Serrati
leadership refused to break with and purge the party of its
incorrigible opportunist. wing. We can, as a matter of fact,
sum up the first years of the Comintern by stating that this
period was devoted to a fight for the 21 demands, the fight to
purge the parties of opportunist elements and destroy the op-
portunist tendencies. It was only at the Third Congress of
the Comintern, after the first wave of the revolutionary tide
had already passed, that the struggle was first launched against
the ultra-leftist danger.

Proof number two consists of a consideration of the
situation inside the Fourth International today. :And here
again we are treated to a one-sided analysis with the facts ar-
bitrarily selected to fit a preconceived theory. We are informed
of “the consistently ultra-leftist course of our official British
section and its consequent deterioration.” ‘And from this
evidence the sweeping conclusion is drawn: “Thus the present
evidence is that within the International the danger of ultra-
leftism is far more likely than the danger of opportunism.”
How is it, in discussing England,-that less than one-half of the
situation is described? Why is there no attempt, if England
is to be discussed, to discuss the whole English problem as far
as the British Trotskyist movement is concerned? As a matter
of fact, the more important half of the information has been left
out—the fact that the old WIL leadership, for a number of years
manifested, in our opinion, traits of national exclusiveness.
Today the ultra-leftists represent a truly insignificant tendency
inside the fused party. The main problems of the British
Trotskyist movement lie in an entirely different direction.

We are further aware that a group of German comrades
submitted to the Fourth International and still support the
“Three Theses” (published in the December 1942 FI), a
thoroughly opportunist, revisionist as well as liquidationist docu-
ment. Our Cuban section has just recently been guilty of what
is, in our judgment, an opportunist error when it supported,
even though critically, Grau San Martin in the recent presi-
dential elections in that country, etc., etc.

To make any definite judgments today on the varying ten-
dencies within the Fourth International is distinctly premature.
And in any case it should never be made in the one-sided
manner attempted by Morrow.

We have always been taught that as a general rule the main
danger comes from the opportunist direction in the period of
revolutionary rise. Trotsky established in his “Lessons of Oc-
tober” that in every revolutionary crisis, bourgeois public opin-
ion beats down upon the proletarian party and creates a crisis
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inside the central leadership itself. This, said Trotsky, is an
historic law.

The question at hand, however, raised by Morrow, stands
on somewhat different ground. When someone proposes that
we write a resolution or devote a section of a resolution exorcis-
ing a deviationist tendency, then it is not permissible to con-
fine oneself to generalities. One is obliged to tell us where is
the danger, what groups or individuals represent it, kow have
the tendencies manifested themselves. We stand ready at all
times to fight 7eal dangers, whether from the left or the right.
We will not launch a struggle, however, against dangers that
have not yet arisen, but which somebody simply conjures up
out of thin air, based on a misreading of the history of the
Comintern and a one-sided analysis of the parties of the Fourth
International.

We Do Not Change Our Course!

Proceeding from our perspective on the death agony of cap-
italism in Europe, on the predatory counter-revolutionary and
tyrannical role of American imperialism, on the clearly revolu-
tionary mood which pervades the masses of Europe and the
fact that the European revolution has begun, we are steering
the course toward building Trotskyist parties in the very heat
of battle. We understand that the class struggle is not about
to be softened, nor primarily refracted through parliamentary
prisms. We know the very contrary is true. The class
struggle is growing more fierce. And in the period of revolu-
tionary rise, basing ourselves on the lessons of the October
Revolution, we stress first and foremost to our European co-
thinkers the necessity of unfurling our full banner and stepping
forth before the masses as the intransigeant fighters for the
socialist revolution, for working class internationalism, for the
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Socialist United States of Europe. We step forth as the most
indefatigable builders of the soviets and the boldest fighters
for the soviet power. Our transitional program is not of a
propagandistic character now, but is invested with immediate
burning importance in Europe today. Many of the slogans
will unquestionably become slogans of the day and will be
taken up by the masses. And of course, of course, the Trotsky-
ists, who aim to be not only propagandists or agitators, but
leaders of mass action, will issue at every turn of the struggle
those necessary sharp fighting slogans of an immediate char-
acter dictated by the moods of the masses and the needs of the
struggle.

For us it is not a question of speculating whether the process
will take months or years. That will be decided only in the
struggle and by the struggle. We do not view the European
revolution as one gigantic apocalyptic event, which with one
smashing blow will finish with capitalism. The European rev-
olution will probably be a more or less long drawn-out process
with many initial setbacks, retreats, and possibly even defeats.

We know full well the military might of American imperial-
ism and what treachery its Stalinist and Social-Democratic
agents are capable of. We know all their counter-revolution-
ary designs. We know they aim to drown the German revolu-
tion in its own blood and that they are already proceeding to
draw a cordon sanitaire around the German nation.

But more decisive than their schemes and plots and grand-
iose plans is the disintegration of capitalism, the melting away
of its reserves., Once the inexhaustible power of the proletariat
is unleashed, once the proletariat creates a Bolshevik leader-
ship, it will prove mightier than all the foul conspiracies, than
all the military prowess of the imperialists, and it will emerge
triumphant in the end.
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An Appeal for Aid to the 12
Class-War Prisoners
and Their Families

Dear Friends:

Twelve members of Minneapolis Truckdrivers Local 544—CIO and of the Socialist Workers Party
have been in prison now for over ten months, solely because of their labor activities and political opinions.
Six others were released on October 20th.

The imprisonment of the 18 under the vicious Smith “Gag” law makes the Minneapolis Labor Case
the most important clvil liberties issue In the Second World War., Already over 350 unions and other pro-
gressive ‘organizations representing more than 3,500,000 members have supported the work of the Civil
Rights Defense Committee.

Ever since the 18 went to prison the CRDC has provided relief for their wives and children. With-
out this aid the families of these persecuted labor leaders would suffer great hardships and privations.
Today, with the high cost of living, feeding and clothing their unfortunate ones becomes an ever-increas-
ing problem for the Committee.

The Minneapolis Labor Case directly involves you and the democratic rights of your union. Our
campaign to free the 18 and repeal the Smith “Gag” Act is a campaign to defend the hard-won rights of
the American labor movement.

HELP US TO MAERE THEIR CHRISTMAS CHEERFULI
PLEASE SEND YOUR CONTRIBUTION TO THE CIVIL RIGHTS DEFENSE COMMITTEE, 160 FIFTH
AVE.. NEW YORK CITY 10, N. Y.

Fraternally yours,

JOHN GREEN JULIUS HOCHMAN GEORGE BALDANZI
President, Industrial Union of Marine General Manager, N. Y. Joint Board, ‘Executive Vice-President
and Shipbuilding Workers-CIO Dress and Waistmakers Union Textile Workers Union-CIO
ILGWIU-AFL
WILLARD S. TOWNSEND ROGER BALDWIN
President, United Transport Director
Service Employees-CIO American Civil Liberties Union

JAMES T. FARRELL JOHN DEWEY WARREN K. BILLINGS

Novelist Phitosopher! and Educator Famous Labor Prisoner

JAMES T. FARRELL, Chairman
CIVIL RIGHTS DEFENSE COMMITTEE
160 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK CITY 10, N. Y.

Here is my contribution of $ ... ... ... .. fto
The Minneapolis Case Relief Fund
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