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- | " That Dumnty Intermefw

\Stahn Speaks _92_ World Politics

Wea have hitherto made vo comment
apon Lthe now famous Stalin interview
with Thuranty {(New Yerk Trmcc;, De-
eember 17.
for an official interpretation of thisg
rematrkable mmeLw Wo scanned
the Awerican Party pross very care-
fully. Nothing in the Pafhy Worker!
A wery curicusly garhled republica-
tion of the ‘?"fmf's story iy the If?ehcrt
Nothing clse! No articles! No ex-
planatinns!  And yel some eomment
is savely neeessary, W, will pro-
cead to make it now,
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The World Economic Situation

#The present world economic de-
prassion & vory heavy and will he
heaviar yet. It is the worst of the
peviodic crises that wmark The pro-
gressive decay of the capitalist sys-
tem but I dao not Ahink that it will
lagt or that it is the t’ulmmatmg
erigis.”?

Allowing
Lion of whal, Stalin means hy “period-
ic erizes” this  characterization s
auite ¢oreeel.  Tigb isnt this “Love-
qtmwmn”“ The erisiz “will not last.™
It "is not'the subminating crisis.” No
wonder thal in republishing the inter-
view from' 1he Times, the Freiliaif
carefully mmiteri tho last part of the!
last sontenece! " Olein soiting himself
up as the censor of “Itussiat propa-
gantly in Amm[cq’” )

- Bul—-if” %t-ﬂm is ncnmilmi Lo =ny
that the erisis. “will nal lasi™, wlw
i Lovestong o bluad-relation of Hoow-
er and Morgan when he speaks of the
Hrapsitovy nalurve of the crixig”?
{See Drowder’s article mm Daily Werk.
tr of December, 27}, Wiho will an-
swer this quo%mn‘? .
* F %

Smlm neaxd, addvesses himsclf Lo ox-
p]mnm;;r the  economic ]]aqt. 01' the
erigis;

Camtaht;m is "gtill -sireng and
ity recover, il s Tash yeay has
pxposed it Tatal weakness—eani-
talism eannal exist witheut -
kots, and e mutual rivalry of the
capitalist states bhars them rom
cach _olhoe's mailets.”

Tinlt where are the “intornal con-
tradictions” 1hat wore supposed Lo he
(e “Tatal weakness”. of. capitalism?
Isn't it curinus that ithruout hisz en-
Live inlgrview, not one word i meh-
tioned of, these Hinternal contradie-
Lions"—all. emiphasis is. »laced  upon
ihe “oxternal conlradictions?? Isn't
this Bakharinist “organized capital-
ism™?  Tan't thig “ano%tmwiqm”"

ANl the while we waited

a c]lau"]'[.ah]ﬁ interprota-

by Will Her ber z

macy of the internal contradietions”
hefora? .

= 5::.‘: . .
“The Big Ones Gobble Up the
" Little Ones”

Bul. whatever Stalin, the “theoreli-

reeoprition. e hit upon the eorrect
iden that the contradictions ‘of  the
world economy are deeisive in the
| present period, bal whal does this
s earrect idea hocome 1 Sialin's hands:

“Thus the. sironper states are
foreed te bhring pressure upon the
weak ones ., . The stronger pow-
ers must seek an issne of their own
dif fienliics at their {ihe weaker
powers) oxponse . L Tt i= inevit-
able that the efVorts of the stronpe-
el powers to overcome {he. coon-
omice crigig will forr‘v them 1{:- crush
their weaker rivals.”

Who over heavd of such nohizense?
Sialin, the "realist pelitician", de-
clares that fivst England will “erash”
Delgimm, Irance will “crush®  Po-
Yand, ete. and then perhaps there will
he a4 war belween France and Eng-
land, Stalin should know that the
present hislorical period is character-
ized precisely hy the smergence of
|manv small puppet stales {Poland,
Crechoslovakia, Yugor;lawa ete} ra-
ther 1than by the * ‘erushing” of small
slates. ” Slalin just simply deesn’t
eniw what he is talking about.

The danger of this weird phan-
lasy of Slalin®s lies in the faet that
il completely misses the real zource

1 of the war danger at the present time
| -—the sharp eontradictiony beélween

; iant jmyperialist powers and. the. an- |- -

tagonmisms hetween  the  imperialist
warld and Lhe Soviet Union.” The re-
lations with the small powers arve of
roal '-1gmf1mnco primatily as they
are interwoven with the basie i‘mtrl;‘;
onisms in oworld politics, -
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“Rash™ and “Far-sighted”
Tmperialists

Stalin's utler confusion, on the 1:1_.1;1_—
damental questions of warld politics
shows itself iw the nest  luidicrous

war danger directly.
nhjective  farees malcmp‘ Tor  war,
galin, of eourse, recognizes altho he
docsh't secn 1o be: very clear as to:
what {hey are.
ot reak out hocalse “there ate
niher elements in qr-rm-rg “eouRfrigsa—

THE GRISIS IN CAMP NITGEBAIGET
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clan™, louches he vulgarizes' heyond [+

form when he comes (o diseuss ﬂiFquph things?

|
But war aciually does

Where have we leard of the “|}!:— mors fav-zighted et who ealoulate

canore cuutfousty and feer that war..
They vestrain the hothoods and there

Iromes o sord of belence of forces be-

fween the twn groups . . . " Thus

the outhireak of war comes, aceording
to Btalin, not as a result of the con-
fluonen of social-politieal forees but
a5 the oultcome of a stroggle hetween
sober” and “lfar-sighled” ecapitalists,
on the one hand, and the “het-heads™
on the other! .
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“The War Against the USSR

Buf absoluiely unbelievable is what
Stalin has to say about the danger
of an imperialist war against the
USSE.

“They (ihe 1mpe1mhat%) 1'mght
have tried it {(a war) against lhe
USSR {ive or six years ago but
}hvy waited too long. Now it is too
atel”

It is hard to believe one's eyes! Dhid
Stalin -really say that it is now too
late for the imperialist powers to
make an armed aftack on the USSR?
That there fe really no denger of a
wier ageinat the JSSE? Yel the of-
ficial Coromunist pross neither ‘denies
nor- explaing away thése words—ap-
parcntly they must be auvthentie

That Stalin aefuzlly did express
such absolutely false and danhgerous
ideas ahout the relations belween the
USSR and the imperialist world is
shown in the following astonishing
conversation that passed between the
Dimes reporter and Stalin:

“¥You see then,” the writer asked,
“mo reason why - capitalist  and
Communist system should not ex-
. ist side by side without fighting?”

#They have not fought fm len
years,” - said Stalin drily, “which
means they can eo-cxist. We don't
want e fight and some of their
neopte don’t either and it is a faek

that we ]mL water in their mill?

Tt is nocessary to cmphaﬁue that
thiz idea of Stalin's is directly con-
trary Lo the most elementary ideas of
Leninism o the question? Is it not
shamelul {hal the peneral seoreiary
of the CI8U and the “unguestioned
leader” of the Cominticrn should say
(ir—if he didn'i say

That there are | these things—why hasn' the Durain-

nﬂcn-mu brererin lppudmtﬁd in the

|nﬁ'rn! Paity press?

Thrza are not the only gems ot
the Stalin interview—ut apace l'm"-
hids! That Sialin is a palitieal ig-
neramus—this we knew long  ago:
Bul that he sheuld harbor such abso-
lutely inerndible ideas for one who
elaims Lo he a follower of Marx and
Lenin and should not hesitate to give
nublie expression to them is cortainly
soinething that desarves the ecancern
of the Communists and revalutionary
workers, of all countries.




