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o ortent o diote &n oft-forgotten statement by Trotsky:"The mast
imporiant, best established, and most unalterable rule to apply in
every maneuver reads: Yol must never dare to merge, mix, or combine
your own partv organization with 2n-'slien one, even though the lat-
ter be most'sympathetic'today. Undertake no such steps as lead di-
rectly or indirectly, ovwenly or maskedly, to the subordination of
your own perty to other parties, or to organizations of cther class:
es, or ccnstrict the freedem of your own agitation, or assume regporn
sibility, even if only in part, for the political Iine of other par-
tieg. You shall not mix up the banners, let alone kneel béfore
Boten b&nner_' ML R S L i =

. . But it 1s precisely those who, teday speak of intransi-
geance ‘Who only yesterday. entered into agreement with Thomas to 1i-
uidate the Appeal caucus and paper, in the name of “strategy', "t

ies", ‘and “flexibility'. Wasn"t this cconsgtricting the freedom of
our agitation? The fact that we urged the workers to vote for the
reformist Thomas, wasn't this taking responsibility for the politi~,
cal line of an opportunist outfit? Why was it correct to confine.
ourselves to.a '"narrow,.restricted’internal discussion' yesterday,
and today the Appeal resclution'tonsiders. this .no more to be cor-
rect? Why does the Appeal plenum blab about '"we must make our voice
heard'publicly" since thig '"is an élementary duty of the Marxists'3
when. only yesterday they were gquite' willing to. give up this elemen-.
tary™ duty? To tell the workers that the SP was "the only réevolutio-
naryt party" certainly was not fulfilling a Marxist duty of speak~ -
ing the truth, Neit e #asTitJtetrategy's on Shachtman's part to
tell..the :workers just twﬁTﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ@rthg;EE¥F pigen’ s part to
stratively proved a shift tothe right, "that.the SP is crystalli-
zing in a Marxist direction". What was a settled question to Lenin,
that the socisl democracy is a dead corpse and could not bs reform-
ed, is sometging entirely different to the. Appeal leadérship ~'this
served in the last analysis simply to leave opeén the question of - .
whether the SP?would become the revolutionary party of the American
werking class". (Socialist Appeal, August 143 . - .

. What evidence have'we that the Appeal leadership hast re-
rudiated its reform perspective? None!!! Quite ‘the’ contrary. The Ap=-.
pveal plenum resolution says:"...the affiliated parties of tha two .
internationals, together with .the executive bodies of the two in-
ternationals, have already gone over openly and fully 1o social pa-
triotism..," And wHat conclusion does it draw? "It isy of course,
true that thére are many “individual workers, and.perhaps entire par-
ty orgsnizations' (bur emphasis),now affiliated to-one or the other .
the two internationals,that can and will be won to ‘the side of the. .~
proletarian revolution,. ."&waxwkax Firs?yto the obvious contradizt:
1f the affiliated parties of the two internationals are social pat: ’

‘octic, as the Appeal resolution itself says, why therefore this hop.:
¢f reforming them? This contradiction is not an accident., It is be
.ceuse the -Appeal leadership ‘still has not given up its ideas ofTesi:
forming reformism,The latest exit of the Appeal from the SP is -mobin
based on a desire to be independent,No,these people are afraid.
dependence, It is because the Altman~Clarity people will no longe

even such'a meager "left wing" As the APPE&I;;;&%Z;%;& i

clerate.

é:-*' ,Pi asforced to seek mn exit-Irom the 5P, Sooner o
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‘therafore able to overthrow) the bourgeoislie (whose interests are re=
presented by the centrist snd open reformist organizations). The' gen=
eral principle ofythe independence of the revolutionary vanguard is .
best brought into focus upon the present situation by the simple « -
queﬁtion:?What alds, what hindere, thobbullding of the revolvutionary-
Fourth International?"

e - While there is no basic difference between the conteht of .
centrism and the content of open reformism, yet there someflimes 1s a
baklc difference between affiliatioh to a centrist grouping and af-
filiation to an open reformist organization, An open reformist org-
anization 1s at all times able to éxact politico-organizational sub-
ordination from its affiliates, But a loose centrist federation may
find itself forced, through the conjunction of its own revolutionary
pretensions end its revolutionary rank and file, to. allow a revolut-
lonary organization to affiliate without the latter at all relinguish
ing its full politico-organizational autonomy. Thus, a difference
that in one connexion is only superficial, mey in another connexion
be fundamental,

Under most circumstances affilistion by a marxist orgahiz-
ation to a non-marxist organization or grouping violates basic rev-
olutionary principle, That is to say, under most clircumstances such
relationship necessarily entails the politico-organizational subor-
dination of the marxist vanguard. Under all circumstances,. joining .
an open reformist international, as the WP did, inevitably 1lnvolves. .
surrender of the possibility of independence against soclel democr- -
acy =and 1its keeper, cupitalism, Joining POUM, ILP, or other  indiv-
idual centrist party would constitute effective liquidation of a rev-
olutionary orgenization. Arfiliating to a grouping that has already
erystallized on a centrist basis for the purpose of making this org-.
anization revolutionary, necegsarily leads to capitulation. To give
up one's independent internal and external orgrns of political ex-

pression is to give up one's categorical duty. If an organization--.
before, during, or after affilintion to a centrist grouping--fails -
ﬁﬁ“maxﬁpum propagation of the full marxist program and maximum eXpos-
urc of 'nll non-marxist organizations, specifically; by name, .then thi
constitutes cepitulation. Subordination of the activities of cne's.
members (as 1n unions) to the discipline of non-marxists 1s another: -
name for liquidation, . ' = : s RS Ll NG

gty . It is possiblé that circumstences under which affillation

b0 a centrist grouping would not violate revolutionary prineciples i
‘nover arise. And it 1s possible that wherever such circumstences do
ardise, 1t may be tactically disadvantageous to affiliate (or even £
“enter a united front, for that matter). But it is false that under
-all cireumstances effiliation to g centrist grouping negegsarily i

. | .

gyﬁiﬁgs’surreﬁder-of politico-organizaetional autonomy, . -*

ZIMMERWALD

. . -For examplo, on gheir road to the Third Interna
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Bolshevica 4f”1kiat9d to . she Zimmerwald conlforence -- a centris th_.ﬁ.
grouping. Lerrin put . his. s‘gnature t¢ the Conference ‘manifesto--"a -
Gentrls*#ﬂocument uhose nqn-ruvclu inﬁqrv comﬂlexLan 1aatteatied- Ho ;
‘Dby.the factithat ft was 83 gnad qlsa by Ledeboar P ﬁxelroa aﬂd Rob-vﬁ
art Grimm. e o e e Lottt it : j

f.-‘ . .’- -,._""','I? v Loy

But the Bolshevik organizationsdid not at all -dubordinate
1tself to this centrist set-up. The "Sotsisl-Demckrat" (Central or-
gan of the Bolsheviks) promptly published the draft manifesto in=-
troduced at the Conference by the left wing delegates, and two fur-
ther declarations of the Zimmerwald Left. The revcluticnary position
was circulated officially among the lef't groupings throughout the en-
tire world., The indepcndent strength of the FPolsheviks was not weak-
ened by the affiliation to Zimm@rwa+d but enhanced., Zimmerwald was ¢
stepping-stone toward Moscow, toward the Third International.

Similarly today: while orgenizing-a new Zimmerwald is not
the road to the revolutionary Fourth Internationel, yet offlliation
to & new Zimmerwald may ©e necessery for broadeasting to left work-
ers through the world the antithesis between coentrism and marxism,
and blasting the centrist obstruction forever out of the path to the
Feurth Intern4dtiocnal.

PSEUDD~LEFT PDSITIDH_

| For Milton Davis and the ultra-lefts, however, the central
principle to be observed in the relationships of marxist or&ﬂni7at-
ions to centrist grouplngs is not refusal to surrender one's-politico
_erganizational independence, but refusal to affiliate, in itself,.They
argue further, then, that there can be no important aifference ve-
-tween affillation to a centrist grouping snd affilistion to social
democracy & la Cennon., (Comrades who do not understand contrish cen-
~not fight it; the Davisites cannot fight Cannon politically, and
Lﬁheir_gfnup must capitulate to hisg lina.}

: « They say that the mislenders of a centrist seb-up will at

aIl timea ‘and under allfrircunqthnces be free’ to Iinve their ‘own sweet
way in dictﬂuiIE to a1 TS upnliuanta Tortaffiliation -and preventing "'
,them from—exercisinb tneir paliticc-orgapi?htlonal inﬂependunce. 5 ey

. l.1 £ -| St R

Furfhermore ﬁhay gay "Hint e centrists at Zimméfw“,a put.L
_ on Lenin: the Bolsheviks, "so-called", subcrdinated tholr
ﬂrganizaticn and program to reformism. They were desad wrong, and ter-
Iibly retarded the movement for the Third International: For us,under
like circumstances, to affiliate to such an outfit would be a petray-
al of the working class. Of course, say some of the Davisites, for
Lenin it was not a principled error, for he, unlike ourselves, did
not Lave his own example to lesrn fram so he could not know any bet-
; ]T,gFor them, whether a given sction violaTos rsvo+utionnrv princsp..
’*p%e*depands upon aub1ective factorﬂ in tkosu reosponsivle. ;

" _The Davis stitlcn showa nct g principlhd intransigeance 5
ldish rigidity. It is a true example of "'Left wing Gommuan




ismsAn Infantile Disorder!'", It betrays an unseascned sklittishness,
a lagk of trust in a marxist organization (actually,in themselves)
to execute a mengouver without- falling into opportunist betrsayal,
Davis's head ndorns the same coin whose other side 1s graced by the
Trotsky-Cannon image. Cannon, in form shifitng over from being a pe
ulant "Left Opposition" tou the Stalintern (even after announcing an
independent orientation), concentrated his hopes upon another ready
made outfit-- the American section of the social democracy, and fin-
ally liquidated into it to continue tail-ending it from the inside.
Davis, ostensibly horrified, would shrink from every kind of affil-
iation to any kind of non-marxist set-up under all circumstances.

But the source of each melady 1s exactly the same. It 1s
the lack of revolutionary boldness; lack of confidence in themselves,
in their line, in & revolutionary organization, and in the working-
oclass; and therefore lack of desire or power to pursue a firm, in-
dependent course in th» class struggle, Davis's political cowardice
will send him crying back into the arms of open opportunism. His
line leads struight to capituletion. Ultra-leftism of phrase is ac-
companied regularly by opportunism of deed,

And this is not an abstract generalizatlon! Already once
before precisely the same line has led precilsely the same Iindividual
to outright capitulation to the line of Cannon-Shachtman-Altman.
Davis uased to be a member of a group that fought tooth and nail for
hig position. And then, primptly on schedule, thls stalwart revolut-
lonists, who on principle would fight to the death affiliaticn to a
centrlst grouping, this Red Rebel, beside whom Lenin lacked like a
pale pink,-- what did this fearless fighter do?

Meeckly, with sheepish glancas around, his whole group 1li-
quldated into the open reformist swemp of the SPUSA, and Davis sob-
bed on the brond bTeast of Pape Cannon, whom = little before they .
had called such bad names! Davis is only a "left-wing" Gle¢, on an-
tistrepne to Cannon,

FALSE RE-EVALUATION OF SOQCIAL DEMOCRACY

Reformism comprises the whole gamut of shadings, telking
of sociasl improvement without fighting consistently for the world
proletarian revolution, Under one pretext or another, roformists al-
ways fight against revolutlon, thus forming part af the defenses of
copitalism. Reformism 1o an agency of the bourgeoisie inside the
ranks of the proletariat. ;

The classic embodimont of reformism is the "Labor snd Soc-
ialist International®, "the social democracy", The world war, laying.
bare the decisive capture of this 2nd"International by reformism,
found the social democracy the right-hand man of the respective gen=-
eral staffs, mebilizing the workers of the various countries for .
mutual slaugihter under the banner of Socialism, but in the interests
of capitanlism., The breadth and depth of this betrayal conclusively
demonstrated that the sccilal democracy had irrevocably passed to the
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slde of the bourgeoisie, was a very organ of the bourgeois body pol-
‘1tic, and could never break with the bourgeois state. Although the -
bourgeoisie, whenr foreed to employ the totalitarian form of rule,
sriashes the sccial democracy, still the soclal demeocracy cannot breal
with the bourgeoils state, The class content of the social democracy
had, like the class content of the bonrgsois state, crystalized a-
bout 1tself an organizational form that made it, like its master the

bourgeois state, incapsble of being captured and used for proletaria
purpeosss, : ‘ ]
- . The Menshevilk Martov, immNo.1l2 of Golos,25 Sept.1914(quot-
ed in Lenin:Collected Wotkas, Imperialist WaF,p.419,n.45) hoped that
an intransigeant atfitude agalnst the war would "be approved at the
future meetings of the International, when it shall have beon restor
ed -and ridden of 'the deserters of Socielism." However, Lenin took a
different view: "Overwhelmed by opportunism, the Second Internationa
has died. Down with oppertunism, and long live the. Third Internation
al, purged not only of the "deserters" (as the Golos would wish it)
but also of opportunism." (Ibid,p.89).This view of the social dem-
EGT&GY appeared in Sotsial-Demokrsat,No.33, under-the date of Hovem-
er 1, 19141 . Tt

Again, in the suwmmer of 1915, Lenin and Zinoviev wrote as
followss"This betrayal of Socialism menns the collspse of the Sccont.
(1889-1914) Internstional."(Ibid,p.229). Lenin, who of course made
many serlous mistakes, did not think that the social democracy coult
breek with the bourgeols state. If he had, he scarcely would have
been instrumental in orgrnizing a dual Third Internnticnal separate
from and against the Second, '

Rosd Luxemburg made very serious mistakes, but had very
good reasons for her declaration that the social democracy was a "at.
inking corpse", so far as concerned the working class, Lenin and
Trotsky and the other revolutionists of the old Comintern days used’
Lo agree with this, But Trotsky must, in the trials he has had to un.
dergo, have either relapsed into his old pre-1917 conciliationingm,
or else have fled to the comforting religious doetrine of the resur-
redtion of corpses, so putrefied that they stink. In contrasting the
first three of the following extracts from Trotsly with the fourth,
bear in mihd Trotsky's cheracterization of Bukharin, "whose safety
lies In the shortness of hls memory". {Third International After Len.
dn, D,39.)s : :

‘TROTSKY: OLD STYLE:

e . (1) "The Social Democracy, the hanger-on of the bourgeoi~-
Lo : sie, is doomed to wretched ideological perasitism.”
b (What Next,p.20,1932)

v (2) "The socisl democracy, though composed of workers,ig -

_'entirely a bourgeois party, which undar 'normal conditions:
covdgiled quite expertly from the point of view of bourgeois -
,}mﬂFiﬁata;ﬁinggita;suppgr;:bﬁgthe;w;rkersg.eMPQJibpﬁaﬁﬁggi
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ia 1s good for nothing at all under the conditions of &
: social crisis....The social democracy lost votes and
seats becaune capitalism, on account of the crisis,
Me3 rovealad its authentic visage, The crisls dld not
gstrengthen the party of 'socialism'!,on the contrary it
weakensd it,.,.Can more undebatable proofs of the bour-
geols charnchaprof this party be produced?"
(Ibid,p.26.0ur emphasis)

"Is it possible to reform or renew the Second Inter-
nationai, pervaded by crimes and treacherles? the war -
and 2} yost-war eveats answer: Nol...Social dpmnaracy
1z devoted hodJ 1nﬂ soul to the bﬂurgrois regime.’
Tha MLlitan% March 31,1934,p.l.Msnifesto
TGR TR FOULTH INT““WATIOH&L"OI the 18,
Loagus of Conmmunist-Inter nﬂtioﬂnlistq.

(3) "Both Fascism =nd the social demacrqcy are tools 1n
the hands of the bourgooisie," What Next,p.59.

TROTSKY: NEW STYLE

(4) "Tho destiny of the proletariat depends, in large mea=
sure, in our epoch, upon the resolute manner with whig)
the social democracy will succeed in the brief interwv::
wn*ch is wvouchsnfed it by the march of development, i

resking withh the bcurgeois state, in transforming 4if-
sa;f and in prenaring itsslf for the declslve strug-

gle against frEC1EM,. |
Noew Intarantloi nl ,August,1934,p.70).

NOT "SAFETY", BUT POLITICAL DEATY LIES IN SUCH"SHORTNESS
O N .Ef?ﬁfﬁ 7

In adopting the wview that the social-demoeracy can breal
with the bourgeols state, transform itqnlf and prepare ltself for
e "deeisive struggle agqinat fascism", Tratsky hag anlready in esse:
extended the hand of conciliation to tha_social democracy, made hi-
peace with' reformism, the agency of the bourgeoisie, and cnpitulate |
to caplitelism,. And of course Cennon-Shachtman trail Trotsky, Jjust a:
Trotsky trailed 8talin 1n the revisionist theory that the Souialist_
partias could serve the interests of the working class,

ENTRY ONLY AN APPENDAGE TO RE-EVALUATION

So what could be more logical, since'-the fate of the prol=-
etariat was hanging in the balance, thqn to Join the soclal democra-
cy the better to halp it tranaform itself, and to force through.itas
break with the bourgeols statel The osaential step had already been
token by the re-evaluation of the social democracy. To modify the
analysie of tho mocial domocracy as saervant of the class enemy, to
spread th2 1dee tha it can bscome the servant of our own cinss=-

- this is aliresdy to relax the lmplacableo flght against the ciass en=
. emy, to compromise the independence of one's own program and.o Tam- .

vy,
q o
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. ization, and to subordinate one's own organization to antli-marxist,
anti-proletariat forces,

Formalr;iquidation of one's party into the social democra-
cy then becomes a matter of indifference to the working class. In-
deed, 1t is better not to stay outside and spread illusions by a
specious and superficial independence. A person not in principle op-
poged to the re-evaluation cannot in principle oppose entry--witness
Glee, Satir, Glotzer, Heisler., If one does not understand that the
re-evaluation is itself a violation of principle, then all opposit-
lon to entry not only is bound to cawve in, but it is also essential~
ly irrelevent to tho revolutionary movement.

However, the ultra-lefts don't seom to appreciate this,
Wnile agreeing in words when pressed, nevertheless for all practical
. purposses, they regard entry itself as the principal deviation,Thus
their line has no’insuperable obstacle to entry, and in point of
fact 1t leads straight to capitulation. And as narrated above, Mil-
ton Davis, who puts so much stress on the act of affiliation itself
not only affilinted to, but with his whole group completely liquid-
ated into the soclal democracy. Sic transit ultra-Teftism! And com=-
rade Davis is the chiefl gulde and mentor of the group in NYC,

REVOLUTIONARY DEFEATISM NOT APPLICABLE

MPC BULLETIN No.2; on pages six and seven, summarized the
reasons why revolutionary defeatidm does not applyto the present war
in Spain, But the Davis group had never come out clearly against the
raising of this slogan for the war. His group, pressed from the left
by the MPC and from the right by the Appeal officials, hesitated to
come out boldly in favor of what both left and right denounced. How-
ever, their ultra-leftism calls for this position, and thelr lack of
clear understanding makes it impossible for them,to hold it-- until
they roll down into the slough of open reformism’. ~ANoT

Here again,. ultra-leftism 1s a form of eapitulation, Cannor
-Trotsky, qualitatively oxaggorating the difference between the two
‘bourgeois camps in Spain, falll into giving support to one of them,
thus capitulating to the class enemy. The ultra-lefts, tending to
deny any important difference between the two bourgeois camps, fall
into deserting the fight against once camp of the native bourgeoisi.,
thus likewise capitulating to the class enemy. One's chief enemy is
in "one's own" country, and to support any section of this class "or
relax the fight against .any section, is like leaving a gap in the
dike. They are tha opposite sides of the same medal, and in cssence
. arc the same position-- aid to the class enemy. The MPC fights ag- .
- ainst this position altogether. 5

" FOR A MARXIST POLICY IN SPAIN

Sy W e
A e ¢
e
ko

. We fight to send representatives to Spain to-help organize
- revolutionary Fourth International party rnd to establish' channels
_througa whilcl, to add rovaluiionary workers in actlon agoinst the -
%%g%*ﬁgigfji"5ﬁﬁgswﬂnﬂ$ﬁaﬁﬁﬂrriﬁﬁﬁés1-fqrmingﬁsgviets-ﬁdeiﬂ workexsii
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miltia independent of capitalist agencies, or soclalizing land. We
favor arrangements by indepéendent working class forces with the Peo-
ple's Front for synchronizing and co-ordinating our blows against
the fascists with thelr weak, timid, half-hearted, treacherous, and
merely military essays. And it goes without saying that workers
should not hinder these essays in themselves, nor yet refuse the draf
and be %solated in jails, And inside the Popular Front army, in ac-
tual flghting against the fasc¢ists, workers must shoot to kill, not -
up in the air, W

L
-

Withal, on the other hand, marxists do not voluntarily sur-
render a men, nor a gun, nor one cent to the control and disposal of
the class esnemy. They organize soviets in the army as well as behind
'the lines, They do not desert the front against the fascists, but. if
there is a good opportunity in the country as a whole for the success
of a'selzure of power by the proletariet, or if the workers are com=-
pelled in self-dsfenss to fight for power, then they should have no
hesitation to shoot their officers at the front, organize their own -
army theén ‘and there, stay at the front, and put up a proletarian
fight agalnst the fagcist forces, .

In regard to aild or sabotage of shipments to groups in
Spain, the criterion must be in each individual cese. Which class
will be served bygsthe particular shipment in question .is' the det-
ermining factor. Inevitably there are doubtful cases, but this does
not invalidate the class criterion, nor justify any other, Aftar all
that has been stated in MPC BULLETINS, it is unnecessary to add that
shipments for: fascist forces should either be seized :for proletar-

ian purposes, or Slse completely sabotaged.

In spite of the counter-revolutionary suppressions and at-
tacks of the Popular Front, we recognize that in genoral the Ffascists
constitute a menace more acute against the proleteriat, We .recognize
that a military victory of the fascists over the Populer Front would
demoralize and destroy workers' organizations, while a military vic-
tory by the Popular Front over the fascist forces would nct desstroy
the workers so quickly, and would tend to increase their morale and
spur the permensnt revolution., Notwithstanding, that 1s not ot all to

say that 1t would be a victory for the workers, nor necessarily make
this posaible, . ; .

To refuse to support either camp of 'capitalism is not at
all to raise the slogan "neither victory nor defeat". This was a slof
an. defended by Trotsky in the world war, before he joined the Bol- -
sheviks, and wes severely condemned by Lenin, who of course fought f¢
revolutionary defeatism, the only correct policy for an outright L=
perialist war, (Imperialist War,ed,cit,pp.l197-202,esp.200,.) We heve -
already shown why this slogan 1s today inapplicabie today in Spain,
and where the interests of the proletariat lie with respect to mil-
itary victory of -the Popular Front and the Fascists over each other,
and the victory of the proletariat over both. % e

s The term "defensism" has always meant defense of the "coun.
try", and the government where one 1lives, It should be ob¥ious that




the. workers, prior to socialism, should defend only their own govern-
.ment-~ the dictatorship of the proletariat, and not--like Cennon and
‘Trotsky--the capitelist Feople's Front state in Spain or anywhere
‘else. That is desertion tbo the class enemy--unwittingly performed by
hundreds of thousands of workers temporarily. But when they are brou-
ght to their senses, what will they have to say to Stalinism, social
democracy, and Trotskylsm which have laid down a "theoretical justif-
ication" for this course®

SOCIALIST APPEAL 'ASSOCIATION

Centrism 1s not a basic political tendency, but flickers
.betwgen reformism and marxism. It uses revolutidnary phrasos, but dc-
not follow a revolutionary course. Reformism serves the interests of
the capltalist class, Marxism represents the interests of the work-
ing class. Centrism corresponds to the historic* position of the pet-
ty bourgeoisie. The latter as a clasi is rcactionary, and contrism

is a variety of reformism, the enemy of revolution. The intermed-
late class vaclllates according to the shifts in its living stand-
-ards and the attractive powers of the camps of the two main classes.
Similarly centrism veers according to the pressure exorted on its re-
specive flanks. Many peasants, professionals, and shopkeepers go ov-
er to tho side of the proletariat from an intermediate centrist stage,
as do many industrial wage-workers as well,

The Appeal Association has been from the beginning centris#,
It has never adopted a merxist program, it has violated principle in
order to stay longer inside the social democracy, and it has not put
into practice even so mtéh of a revolutionary struggle as it talked.
Nevertheless, the Appeal is still very definitely to the left, in
form, of Altman and the SP generally, This is accounted for primarily
by the fact that the SAA contéins: (1) native socialists moving to
the left-- quite a few of whom were restrained from deserting to the
WP only by Cannon's admonition to stay in the SP; and (2) comrades
formerly in the WP, but who belatedly have been waking up to the nat-
ure of the political line of the leadership, It 1s the pressure of
the rank and file, and especially of the left wing crystalizing ar-
ound the Marxist Policy Committee, that has slowed up the headlong
‘plunge to the right by the leadership, :

REACTIONARY AETMAN EXPULSION DRIVE

The splits in the SPUSA consequent upon the formation of
the Third International drained the last revolutionist, the last drop
-of red blood out of the SP. It was a fit limb of the "stinking corpse"
sprawled on top.of the backs of the workers over five continents. Lik
1ts sister parties, it epitomized reformism, class collaborgtion, re-
actionary miasmas, From time to time, as a revolutionary volce made
1tsolf heard, the offending comrade would be expelled,

: . _ Then, after the German events of 1933 had exposed both soc-
‘1al democracy and its former mortal foe, the Comintern, before incr-
eaging numbers of the workers, the old SP hed to put some red fard
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on her witherea .neeks in an attempt to appear attractive to her own =
members in this pericd and to sttract workers moving left who were
rightly wary of Staliriswm. The party did not and never can budge a 7
hair's breadth from reformism, but, to meet the needs of the times,l%
was asguming additional camouflage of 1ts bourgeols role.

Accordingly it took in train the drooping cortege of Cannco -
Shachtman. Llike a good Christien, Cannon offered first one cheek and
thenturned the other, and so far as he was concerned was preparsd to
continue thus in masochistic bliss indefinitely. But Altman finally
had to turn him out of the house because the Appeal rank and file not
only didn't "assimilate" fast enough to social democracy, but--as any-
oné could foresee--there was bound to form amid the currents conflus
ent In the Socialist Party a separate and non-miscible current, rev-
olutionary marxism. Already there had been rumblings of revolt in the
Appeal, "and about the same time as the expulsion drive began, this
revolt began to take the form of a caucus organized nationally to
fight for a marxist policy-- the MPC.

The line of the Appeal administration cannot fight that of
Altman in any fundamental way, because 1t is fundamentally the same..
Why, Cannon even tpday says that the SPUSA--Altman and allf it gseemg=~
could become a progressive force. Altman supports a "labor" party to-
day, end Cennon's position is that it may be correct to support one
tomorrow.{ Socialist Appesl, V.I,né 1,,p.4 New series). Altman sup-
ports the PeopleTs Front without criticéism, and Cannon supports it
with criticism, Centrism cannot fight open reformism; only an organ-
ization with a marxist line can fight declsively against open reform-
ism er against centrism. .

PSEUDO~LEFT POSITION

As noted before, Davis and the ultra-lefts cannot be bother-
ed with trivial distinctions between centrism and open reformism, Alt-
man? Clarity? Appeal? All one balck reactionary mass-- cantt be both- ;
ered, The Davisites refused point-blank to .adopt a characterization ..
of Altman and Appeal and the MPC and.- the expulaioh drive of the SP--
and this in spite of their best members insisting that it was neces-
sary to make and present an anlysis of every question and phenomenon
in the labor and radical fisld, Tt

Wny, to characterize the expulsion drive as a reactionary
move was te support the line of Cannon! (For them, to fight’/the fas-,
clsts must be to support the Popular Front!) To utilize this continu-
ation of the 1919 split, to expose the sterile reaction of the SP ig .
in the minds of these infantile leftists, tentamount to fighting to.
remain inside this charnel-house! Thoy declare that for their.part, .=
‘the fight against Altman( read:social democracy and the bourgeoisie)
‘"3 dead and buried", Their fight, they say, 1is against Cannon-Shacy=

e

man, sgainst centrism, the most slippery agent of “ap;Paiiﬁm-'fl

Ry As Morlen conceives it, his peculiar function is t
- to the back of Stalinism, gotting in his jabs and trying/to
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members only to have them jein him on his:perch; as Gannon practiced .
his kvostist "left"oppositiéon yesterday upon the CI, today upon the - '
L8I, -and tomorrow qupon an FLP; and ag soclal democracy asnd Stalinism
hitch thamselves onto "democratic! capitalism; so does Davis suck

like a leech onto the festering politlics of Trotsky-Cannon.

i This "independence" of eny fight against Altman can not but
lead to an "independence" of the fight against centrism too, and of
the fight against capitalism,

' While the Davis gréup is able to maintain its Olymplc view -
of the fiﬁht, they have yet no hope for the rest of the Appeal mem=
bership. HoPelasaly demoralized", not worth seriously bothering -a-
bout, not a "convert" in a carloadl Surely few workers on the outslde
willl heed their gospel of anti-Cannoenism, so if the inside is hope-
less, Davis -may, with quist dignity, occupy a secluded vantage point
inside or just outside of the Cannon organization, or else goc home
and wait for the workers to come up to his, level. The Davis group 1s
thoroughly defeatist end sectarian, Lo

Denying any hope fér anyone but themselves inside the App-
eal, and refusing to recopgnize the genesls and evolution of the. left-
wing elements in the Appeal, they muat seem to themselves not a part
of the inevitable product'of the action of developments upon the cur-
rents of the Appeal, but only accidental, superior individuals who
formed a club for mutual admiration and for casting their pearls of
insight before the unresponsive rabble, so that some day they would
have proof positive that "they told us so". Not appreclating the or-
igin, the natural evolution, the strength, and the possibillties of
the MPC, they cannot appreciate their responsitilities nor carry .
them out, Their attitude leads stralght to saying: "Well, after all,
we're just an accidental, small handful of pecullarly gifted lndiv-
lduals, 1solated, out of the main stream, so what can we do alone?

Of course, we'll in our hearts keep the vestal fires burntngubefore
the sacred altar of our ideas, but really, we're too week te functior
outslde of some other organization, so maybe we'd better moderate our
+ fight a little, purely as a tactical measure.” This line, comrade Dav
- is, led you last time to the bed of social demgeracy; the prospects
are just as bright for the next time. . \

MF@* AGAINST WALKOUTS

: While never having anything essentially in common with the
unprincipled,. abject clique-politique documents of Glee, Most, and
Heisler, the MPC opposes walkowts., In the SP .we have only to fight
for a marxist policy, and this will automatically effect the separat-
lon of the marxists from the SP. Even the. fight for a centrist policy
will suffice for expulsion, To be sure, the confirmed Cannonites talk
about’ expelling tho MPC from the Appval with all the savor of cdnnib-
als dancing around the boiling pot! We condemn the expulsion talk,ass
well as name-calling, the Riga rumor factory in Room 1069, and the
complaints about "tone", as just so meny desperate expedients for
“diverting attentlon from the vicious reaction of the Trotsky-Cannon
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line* We fight for a marxist policy- let our opponents elther show
where our line is felse, or else, by, dragging in extraneous, unprin-
cipled censiderations, expose thotir Dclitlcal bankruptey before the
entire membership. Dniy the outcome of the principled fight shall do-
clde who expels whom, after a full, free dizcussion and convention,

However, tho Davisites canlt be bothered with all this, Tu
hell with the SP--no use¢ flghting, may as well just walk out~-any ot-
her course is just going to Canossa. And the Appesl is just about t:-
same, Not only is this an evidence ‘of: defeatism, but it shows a fat:l
sectarianism. Like good Catholics, they balieve iIn salvation by falbly
alone, They're it, they know it all, the O0lymplans too proud to
fight, looking down on the average worker, to hell with your fight
for the rank and file--they're not worth the troukle. It cannot be &
marxist 1line that doegs not drive its ndherents to fight to win those
who are less clear, to cheange the world, as well as understend it,

RESPONSIBILITY ve. FAINEANTISM

The MPG, recoinizing and sccepting the . responsibilities im-
posed by a marxist program, tournd the United States from coast to
coagt to préss our fight for a marxist policy. Since the Appeal bur~
ocrecy has reftimed to ecirsulate our position, we ourselves have un-
dertaken to broadecast our documents to every Appeal member we could
reach throughout the country, We carry on a national correspondonce.,
We have organized our work, and appeal for funds as a serious caucus.
We heard of Davis's group, achieved contact with it, analyzed and cri-
ticized its donlment, entered discussions with it, sent:-a representa-
tive hitch-hiking a thousand miles to negotieste with it, forced it to
call meetings, to elect a secratary to take minutes, te inltiate a
regular system to secure fuids, to get out & new document, and in ge-
neral to begin to look 1like a serious organization,

.~ Their pround intellectunlist falneantism 1s epltomized by
sitting in the back of a hall and heckling. It 1s a commontaty on
thelr politicsal line that they have no cenception of deing those ad-
ditional things necessary for a serious, prircipled faction fight,
They cannot, without Cennon's help, even organize a passable fight
in the Appeal. How is such a group to organiza the proletarian rev-
olution?

i This group, as at present constituted and en its prescnt
‘1ine can only capltulate, despite thebest intentions of some of 1its
members, We hear that thev now claim to be the "official" MPC, with
‘the assistance of Cannon, who 1s in need of®hoftier straw ‘man than
'Glee to knﬂck duwn.

S Weleall upon the members of this group to break with ult-
ra-laftism, the reverse side of opportunism, To-the Appenl rank and
efile we say*

: AGHIHS” ALL FORMS OF DPPDHTUNISMIEI
FIEW? FOR A EAHFIET PULIFY i




