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This issue marks the first appearnnce of POLITICAL
CORRESPONDENCE, vhich is designed to serve as a supplementary
organ to THE BULLETIN of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY
PARTY. POLITICAL CORRZSPONDENCE will contain discussion
articles on important issues, polemics on our position both
pro and con, and letters of political interest from groups
abroad and in the United States.

" The immodiate aim of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A
REVOLUTI NARY PATTY is to arm the revolutionary workers
with an understanding of the pseudo-revolutionary organizations
now controlling the proletarian vanzuard and to organize
these workers into a now party. POLITICAL CORRESPONDENCE
will endeavor to serve as a vehicle for clarification and
discussion toward the solution of this problem,
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Editorinl Noto:
In 1945 tho Dotroit branch of tho Rovolutionary Vorkers Leaguo
(Ochleritc), split a7ay from that organization. Tho Detroit group
sotting out on its om, organizcd 2 "Committoo for a Marxist
Group", which has sinco boen rcorganizod into tho "Workors
Educational Socicty."

The following lettor criticizing our linc was —ritton in answvor
to n proposal for a joint conferonco. The reador will noto that
our group is roforrod to as tho LL. (Loninist Loaguc) On May 8,
1946 tho mcmbors of tho LL adoptod a rosolution changing tho namo
of thc org~nizntion to tho WVORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY
PARTY. (Sco tho Juno-July 1946 issuo of THZ BULLETIN)

Wo publish this 1lecttcr and our roply bocauso the lotter clearly
oxprossess tho sontimonts of many advanced workors today who aro
sacking thc road to a now rcevolutionary party.

May 24, 19456
Dear T.,

1- No arrangomonts have beon mndo writh «iarkon to comoc to
Dotroit for this rcason: wo arc not proparcd to discuss nogotiations
7ith any groups or individunls until our political basis has bcon dofinod.
‘o arc nov in the procoss of working out this basis prior to calling a
confercneo.

2- On tho matter of domocratic contralism, wo have adoptod tho
position laid down by tho Rovolt group (RWL) whon it was formecd in 1839.
That is, wo accopt it as thc basic position: claborations can and will bo
mado. Copics of this position will bo mndo shortly and circulatod to you
and otherss .eeesee

4- With rogard to the polemic on the naturs of the war, tho
comrados hcre havo ncithor ongagoed in a discussion, nor havoe the desirs
of doing so in the futurc. Thoy considor the LL's position as unroalistic
and untonable, a position which was drawn up in this mannor: first a
thecory was postulatced, and then the facts mnde to fit the thoory. This
incorrcet position -7ould immobilizo us in our offorts to build a movo-
ment bascd on the strugglo ag-inst tho imperialist war. It would suggost
tho idea that tho imporialists no longer ongago in wars for thoe redivision
of the world, to markot thoir surplus capital and goods, but rather run
the risk of rovolutlons among the workers at homa just to stago a sham
battle, for the purpose of attacking tho Sovict Union. This is mot to
dony that the imperialists always have had and still h-=ve the objective
of att~cking the 85U at some futuro dato, but this has boon rclegatcd to
tho background for the presont in the strugglc botwooen Japanose and
Amcrican imperialism for the Far Eastorn spoils.

In short, tho comrados regard this question on the naturc of
tho war as a scttlod one. Thoy havo examined all or most of the LL
matorial, and do not se. tho nocossity of a long polemic on this subjocte
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Although this may bo pudting the mabior quite curtly 40 éay W8 d6 not even
want to discuss the issue, the point is that thero are moro pressing
matters related to buildinz a new organigation, and the organizational
stops to be taken, and that we must spend what little availablc time we
have to this task.

5~ Nowr, on the main point, that of calling a conference based on
your "five points." (A. Tho counter-revolutionary nature of Stalinism.
B. Tho cxistonce of Trotskyism and all its branches including the RVL
as a "loyal opposition" and real collaborator of Stalinism. C. The major
antagonism at the present timo being between the forms of property in the
capitalist world and in the SU, with widest freedom of discussion on the
nature of the war. D. Complete and fullest democratic centralism. E. Con-
centration on the winning of the vanguard to the above positions as the
road to the masses (as you comrades say, we are starting from scratch.)ees ..

You seem to think that we are so close to the LL that we have merely
to stretch out our hand a fe7 inches to unite with them. This is not true.
Vhere the LL published material dealing with the nature of Trotskyism and
the struggle Trotsky did not put up against Stalinism we are agrecd, and
even distribute their literaturce on this subject. But beyond this vhat?
We did not discuss the nature of the party nor the road to buildin,; it,
nor the character of the presse In other mords, me nagreed on SOMOthln”

"anti", dbut nothing "pro.*

The task today is to build a new party, but it cannot be built on an
"anti" bagis, that we are against this or that tendency. To s~y that we
must annihilate Trotskyism 2nd St linism theoretically completcly before we
c~n ever build a group is tantamount to saying at the outsot that we will

cver build A group. A big point made by the LL ig th-t Lenin conducted a
vigorous theoretical struz;le nzainst the Mensheviks at all times, and
that wo should follow his examples.

Ve arc for this, but 7e are also for the class struggle itsclf,; vhich
in practice proved Lenin's theory to be correct. If we seck to build a
movement on this Jb=8is: that we are the theoretical super-men, and that
all must come to us, as to a place of worship, then who is to have the
final word as to corroctness of this or that position? The Trotskyitcs
clainm they arc the only revolutionists in the world, and beat their chesats,
and point to their poper and documcnts as proof, because thorein they do
indeced cr11 themselves revolutionists many times over.

s .nrxists w¢ gstart from the materinl conditions, from the facts.
To proclnim ourscelves correct theoretiéally is not-cnough. It is necessary
to prove to tho workers in action th4t e are revolutionists, and that
our tihcorics are revolution-ry. The Trotskyites elaim to. bs revolutionists—
just ~s the St-linists once did- but in the cl ss strugglo itself, it is
quite A differcnt story, which 7¢ do not have to onter into now. I am
not tryins to m-ke -~n amalgam betrecn the LL ~nd the - Trotskyitss, but
merely to sho7 thnt ~cceptince of the LL basic position- that Stalinism,
and its twin Trotskyism, must be defe-ted on thoe lecture platform in the
study h~11, will lec & us not away from Trotskyism but into it. If we do
not draw ~way from Trotskyism then -1 have no separate basis for existence,
cxcept ns 1 left Trotskyist grouping.

Vo know thnt the LL does not belicve- nor do e wish it to think we
arg unf-ir cnough to beliceve of it- that 7o should not particip-te in the
class struegglc. It is the cmphasis that counts, the proper relationship of
theory to practice, in hich our diffurcnces deline~te themsclves in bold
relicf. The proof lics in the press, -vhich is the voice of the orzaniza-
tion to the working class. The Bulletin is not our idea of a revolutionary
press. It is complcotely ~nti-Stalinist ~nd -nti-Trotskyist, ~nd is more
suitablc for ~ sclect clite of intellectuals.
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But the LL —ill count.r t © thi- is tho sort of =-teri-l that is
nacessary in order to win workars of thosc opponont organizations. Horo
agnin ¢ scoe an incorrcct rclationship betoon thoory and pr-cticos To
bolicve that here in Dotroit 7o can take a copy of the "Trotsky School

~of Falsification" to a Cannen or Shachtman membor and win thom over to
our tiny group is cquivalont to drawing castlec in the air with onc's
fingere It has not workod. It will not work.

hese wrorkers in the Trotskyist organizations have cntercd these
28 mombors because they thought the organizations had & correct program
of strugglc. They are not intoerestod, nor do they pessoss The theo—
retical cevelopment, to be interested in what Trotsky taid or wrote in
1923. At most they will roply, what had that to do with the presont
situation, when oar group is fighting the system tooth and nail? How
can~onc answer this? By saying that it doos not matter? That:is no
ans7er at <11: It doos matter seriously. o must show these workers
that in ths class struggle iteelf, the Troiskyists are -rord-mongcrs,
dishoncst and double-dealing in their approach to the workers (flowing
from their program, of course) and that if they rcally want to fight
tho system, thoy must bronk with thesc futurc Iaborites.

Similarly in our avproach to0 workors outside of cxisting orgrnizn-
tions, and in our cpinion, our main concentration should be on winning
these Y“raut workers. As soon as a workor Jjoins a Trotsky orgnnization,
ho is immcdiatcly indoctrinated with the idea that he is in tho only -
revoluticnary organization in the country. He develops a loyalty to-
wards this orgnnization, and looks upon attorpts to broank him from it
as disruptive. Thethor we like it or not., these are the facts., To
concentr te on these workers alonc, and they are as a rule not highly
devoloped, by giving thom anti-Trotskyist literaturc -ould really be
making a scct, a sick ultra-left group of oursclves.

Now, as to the ra7 worker, and by him we do no * ~in the worker
Just in from Kentucky, but the union militant vh© is not in any working
class political orgeanization, or vho used to be in one. And there are
plenty floating around in Detroit. Can =0 win this worker on a pure
thoorctical basis? Exporicnce says no. ve rust win him on a program
of class action, and then tie this in with an exposition of a full po-
litical program. Vo want him to accept both simultansously, but it is
not likely he will accot the second bofore the first.

Tis, the LL roplios, is economism, mass line-ism. Our answer is
this; unlcss we translate theory down into the workers language, down
into his actual struggle itseclf, prove to him that he must look to the
Morxists for the solution of his daily issues, as woell 2s his ultimate
oncs, then thsory becomes divorcsd from practice, and passes through the
threshold of Marxism into the realm of scholasticisme

In the light of all this, we naturally rojected the basis you laid
down for calling a econference here in July. It would be anti-Stalinist,
anti-~-Trotskyist, a Kaffec Klatsch. It would be unrelated to reality, to
matorinl conditions, and thoerefore not very Marxzist. However, if the
LL will turn the problem upside down, and open a discussion on tho
proctd tasks of building a party- organization, press, activity in
he clas* struggle, the relationship of the European situation to this

ountry, 9tc., wo have no disagreement there, Because this is the basis
bn which we will issue the call for the conference, vhen the time be-
®ames ripe ¢ar it.
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As a matter of fact, w6 have assigned comrades ths task of drawing
up these documents, on these points; Building tho Party, tho Press, Ro-
lation of the Trade Union work to building a party, Russia, the VWorld
Sceno in Relation to the US, domocratic centralism, and tho dictatorship
of the proletariat (Labor party, workers control of production under cap-
italism, otc.) Of course, democratic centralism has beon disposed of,
and e are examining a document of the Revolutionary iarxist Group on tho
dictatorship of the prolctariat. These positions will be circulated
frcely, and will form tho basis of our conference discussion. Anyonc is
frec to write on these matters, or to add any other subjects he desires.

But wo 7ill not call an anti-Trotskyist or anti-Stalinist conference.
We want a party-building conference, to bring people togothor on a pro-
gr-m of nction in the class struggle. From the topics above, it can be
seon that wo have not ignored tha theoreticnl aspects, but have placed
thom in their proper relationship to tho practical subjectse. I

Bditorinl Hote:
Our reply to the nbove latter appoars on the folloring page.
The next issue of FOLITICAL CORRISPONDINCE will present a
continuation of our discussions vith this group by publishe

ing discussion abstracts of ~» joint mecting held in Dotroit
in Octobor 1945,
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July 14, 1945

Committee for a Marxist Group -
Dear Comradest

We learn from your letter of 4/24/45 tlat you are in the process of dew
veloping a group and a program and that you have tentatively accepted the
position and document on democratic centralism which the Stamm group adopted
in 1939, Ve would like to present our analysis of this document and contri-
byte it to your discussion,

First, what is the history of the tendency which produced this particu~-
lar document? We start from the premise that political people do not prodwe
documents in o vacuum, These documents arise in a definite political situa~
tion, mirror a certain political development, and determine a political evo-
lution,

The political development which fathered this specific Stammite document
was a clique fight in the RWL. The document was calculated to produce a
"political" basis for the Stamm split from Oehler and justify the separate
organizational oxistcnce of Stamm's faction. Soon, after a relatively short
period of t ine, Stamm decided to close shop and left his own group high md
dry. You comrades are persmally acqucinted with this significant develop-
ment of Stamm and his tendency. More, you broke with Stomm and retraced
your steps back to Oehler when you become aware of Stoamm's opportunist direc-
tion, Where do you stand now on this whole development? Did you not repudi-
ate the whole role of Stamm vhen he cravenly departed from the political
arena? You cannot ignore these questions vwhen you toke a stand on a Stammite
document.

Serious political workers can not accept documents per se— we know
that any political schoolboy can sit down and knock out HMarxist-sounding docu-
ments at a dime a dozen., And, as a matter of foct, the pseudo-Bolshevik lead-
ers, the Browders, Fosters, Connons, Shachtmans, Oehlers, Fields, Weisbords,
etc, can and did produce Marxist sounding articles and theses on such ques-
tions as democratic centralism, With precise detail and with a Marxist sound-
ing terminology, these mislecders expostulated and carefully specified the
"democratic®" content, assuring the workers that this signifies tne right of
the rank and file to initiate and control policy, to select the leadership and
call it to accounts, etec., Similarly, they have sworn that the centralist
aspect means only waonimity in action and not burocratic control from the tope.

In truth, it is precisely such Marxist-looking documents which serve as
a disguise to the opportunist swindlers, blinding their followers to the
true story hidden behind tlese innocent appearing documents and the crooked
nature of the lenders offering them for acceptance.

An advanced worker breaking from o structure of opportunism will not
find the Marxist o th unless he attempts to get a total picture of the op-
portunist tendency representing itself as Marxist, Such a worker can not
deal with people offer ing leadership on the beginning point of an affidavit
swearing fealty to the principles of democratic centralism torn from the con-
text of on entire political line and its higtory., While the question of
democratlec centralism is of principled and vital importoance, the mechanics
of the Stalinist development in the working class movemént has converted it
into a convenient political football tossed cround by highly artful political
sharpers for purposes of befuddlement, Democratic centralism has been torn
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from its real content by the opportunist leaders and fashioned into an ab-
straction, Although the Stalin, Trotsly, and Left-Trotsky leaders write
learned theses on democratic centralism in the abstract, their fundamental
political program remains founded in treachery and is made operative in the
day to day struggle as a medium for misleading the workers and betraying them
to the class enemy, The principle of democratic centralism, affimed over
and over again by the Browders, Cannons, Shachtmans and Oehlers is used to
conceal the crudest sort of burocratism vwhich forms the actual practise in
the life of their opportunist organizations.

We cannot then consider the problem of demmcratic centralism in and by
itself, To consider it in such a light is to consider it as an abstraction.
In order for democratic centralism to be a living thing it must be studied
as an organic part of an entire political line., This, we believe, is the
correct approach to the problem,.

What is, then, the political line behind this particular Stammite docu-
ment? We contengd that this document is politically opportunist, concealing
and covering up the truc story of the whole Stalinist development which is the
key problem of our epoch. How is the Stalinist development directly related
to the points raised in Stamm's document?

An inescapable feature of the problem of democratic centralism is the
Stalinist betrayal of this principle. Stemm illustrates his position by a
historical analogy to the manner in vhich this principle was betrayed in the
Stalinist development from the angle of Trotsky's role in the process, In-
deed, this historical treatmentis of key importance. Obviously the real
standpoint on democratic centralism will show itself by the attitude in which
the Stalini st violation is viewed. If one accepts or covers up how and when
Stalinism operated to betray democratic centralism then one blinds the work-
ers to the true story of democratic centralism in the Stalinist system and
palms off the betrayal as the genuine article. The same logically follows
with any falsification of Trotsky's trme role in reference to this process,
Let us briefly trace the landmarks of the Stalin-Trotsky betrayal of this
principle and see how it is treated in Stamm's document.

From the beginning Soviet society was beset with the burocratic plague
which infected the entirc body of the Soviet Union and stunted the growth
of the new Workers State. This development was brought to & head and given
a centralized direction by a burocratic development in the Bolshevik party
itself, a development concentrated in the entire top leadership outside of
Lenin. By 1921, a conspiracy of these renegnde Bolshevik leaders to usurp
permanent positions of power took a defigite organizational form in the crea-
tion of the new appointment-carrying post of General Secretary and the secret
manipulation of one of the leading conspirators into that key posta

The 7th All Ukrainien Conference of April 1923 and the epéchal 12th
Congress of the R.C.P, held a few days later marked milestones in the consol-
idation of the Stalinist stranglehold on the once Bolshevik Party. On the
international scene the Stalinist counter-revolution was expressed, among
other things, by the Sun-Yot-Sen-Joffe communique of Jan. 1923 which placed
& noose around the neck of the Chinese toilers, and the springing of the
Stalinist 4th C.I., congress trap of the "VWorkers Goverrment® in Germany to
behead the revolutionary development of the Germon workers in October 1923,
In cvery single onc of these ceses, we have presented authentic documentary
vvidence showing how Trotsky greased the skids for this Stalinist development,
betraying Lenin's trust and actively propagandizing for Stalin's policy as
the reporter of the Stalinist Contral Committee at the 7th All-Ukrainian Con-
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ference, voting for the Stalinist resolutions at the 12th Congress of the
R.C.P., smothering Lenin's "bomb" against Stalin and participating in the
Stalinist frame-up of the Georgian Bolshevik leaders. Joffe, co-author of

the infe wus commnique on China in Jan. 1923 was a subordinate in Trotsky's
Far Bastern Department and a personal follower of Trotsky, In the German re-
volutionary development in 1923, Trotsky played up the Stal inist— Social-Demo-
cratic "Workers Government," comparing it to the proletarian dictatorship
formed as a result of the October Revolution and lying that the Stalinist
hacks in Germany were leading the workers to victory.

Notice that in his document Stamm begins with the year 1924, thereby
concealing this whole development and throwing a veil over Trotsky's role as
o turncoat from Leninism and a collaborator of Stalinism in this initial
period, This point alone is enough to indicate that Stamm's document does
not break from the Stalinist political system but rather covers up its origin
‘and congolidation,

Let us go further and take up some of the alleged facts which Stamm does
present and sce whether they correspond to fact, Stamm's viewpoint is that
Trotsky and his followers acted as weaklings pursuing & line of "protesting
and submitting.® We challenge Stamm or anyone e lse to establish by document~
ary evidence a single protest of Trotsly's in suprorting: the Workers Govern-
ment trap at the 4th Congress of the C.I., the approval to the line of Stal-
in's Central Committee voiced at the 7th All Ukrainian Conference and at the
12th Congress of the R.C.,P., the "Lenin Levy" at the 13th Congress of tle
R, C.P, in May 1924, the monstrous statement on Eastman's disclosures, the
Stalinist beheading of the British General Strike prior to the actual cul-
mination of that betrayal by the Anglo-Russian Committee, the Stalinist sup-
port to thc Kuomintang in China prior to the first half of 1927 after the
Kuomintang had performed its hangmen's roles

Trotsky has not, Cannon has not, Shachtman has mot, Ochler has not, and
Stamm has not produced a single scrap of authentic evidence of Trotsky's op-
position in the form of "“protests" aguinst these Stalinist betrayals. Such
ovidence has not been produced because it doesn't exist. This story of "pro -
tost" is a Trotsky alibi, conceived by Trotsky after his expulsion from the
Soviet Union to explain away the victory of Stalinism and to build himself up
as a fighter against the Stalinist degencration of the Bolshevik Party.

Lot us take at random bub one point which Stamm presents as one of his
strongest points — the story of how Trotsky knifed Eastman when the latter
divulged some facts pertaining to Lenin's Testament. Stamm writes:

"In 1925 Eastman published Lenin's testament and exposed Stalin's
suppression of it., The Stalinist political Bureau demanded of
Trotsky that he deny the existence of the document and repudiate
Eastman, Trotsky did."

The story that this repudiation of Eastman by Trotsky was "foisted" on
the latter by the Stalin gang is a pure Trotskyist invention, This alibi
Trotsky kept pushing right to the end, with the addition that the repudiation
was authored by Stalin and his henchmen, In one of his very last "explana-
tions," Trotsky stated!

"On the contrary, the Troika wished to utilize Eastman's publica-
tion in order to provoke a kind of oppositional abortion. They
presented an nltimatum: Either I must sign the declaration written
by the Troika in my name or they will immediately open the fight
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on the matter., The opprosition center decided unanimously that
this issue at this moment is absolutely unfavorable, that I must
accept the ultimatum and sign my name under e declaration written
by the Politburo.® (L. Trotsky, *In Fefense of Marxism," p. 160,
Emphasis in original)

This Trotsky fable is echoed in its fundamental features by Stamm albeit
in a context of "criticlsm. In this connection there are some facts worth
noting,

First, in his book "Since Lenin Died," Eastman reveals in a footnote
(p. 26) that in a private conversation with Trotsky, he told the latter of
his knowledge of Lenin's suppressed Testoment., Trotsky immediately instructed
BEastman to keep his mouth siut and regard his information as an "absolute
secret.” Was Trotsky's attitude forced here by Stalin? Quite the contrary,
it was the purely spontaneous reaction of a Stalinist burocrat involved up to
his neck in Stalinist crimes. Trotsky'!s advice to Eastmen was part and par-
cel ofhis entire policy. When Eastmen later disregarded Trotskyfs instruc—
tions and published what he kmew, the latter transferred his spontaneous pri-
vate reaction onmto the public field in the form of one of the most vicious
denunciations ever penned.

Second, it must be borne in mind, that these events occurred in the year
1925, when Trotsky was still a top figure inthe Soviet Union with truly enor-
mous prestige and influence, Any talk that Trotsky, at this period in history,
could be prevailed upon to affix his signature to such o revolting statement
against his will and line is a pure deception, stemming straight from the
Trotsky school of falsification, The entire relation between Trotsky and the
other Stalinist leaders absolute ly excludes the Trotsky myth thet "submission
to discipline" motivated Trotsky's line,

Stamm actually attempts to circulate as good coin the lie that Trotsky
sincerely believed the Stalin-ridden Bolshevik party to be HMarxist in his
"explanation® of the mainspring of Trotsky's policies: :

"The conception of discipline of the Left Opposit ion was the
opposite of Lenin's, It called for submission to revisionism and
burocratic measures to enforce it as long as in their judgement
the organ1zat10n as a whole was gtill Marxlst.“(Our emphasis - L.L.)

This clean bill of health which Stamm offers on Trotsky's crooked inten-
tions performs the same function in the workers movement as Trotsky's lying
assurances of the sincerity of the Stalin gang voiced a hundred times over in
the period in question, Both function to uphold Stalin-Trotsky premeditated
treachery to the cause of the working class and prevents the victims from
learning of its existence,

We could detall every other point made along these lines in Stamm's docu~
ment (all these points have been claborated at ome time or another in our
publicationg) and show & similar consistent pattern of Left-Trotskyite pre-
varication, In short, despite its seemingly anti-Trotsky vein, Stamm's docu-
ment is politically tied to Trotsky and through Trotsky directly to the Stal-
inist system,

A vital point to bear in mind in considering Stamm's document is the
entire Stalinist development prior to 1924, At the 10th Congress of the R.C.P.
in 1921 a whole lullabaloo was raised about Workers Democracy, The fiercest
blasts against burocratism were delivered by the Stalinist conspirators who
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thus cloaked their secret manipulat ions behind the scenes to build a buro-
cratic machine to entrench themselves in permanent positions of power. In
this case, speeches and resolutions against burocratism served as a blind
precisely for burocratism and plots for its extension,

Rovolutionary workers must take careful note of Lenin's reorientation
of viewpoint when the Stalinist development began to manifest itself to him
in the person of Stalin and some of his henchmen. Originally, in building
the 3rd International Lenin laid down as a criterion the acceptance of a
certain program concretized at the 2nd Congress in the famous 21 conditions
for affiliation, At the 3rd Congress, when the question of inte tions wes
raised with regard to some of the reformist leaders Lenin countered that “we
have no sincerometer,.," Howecver in the Stalinist menace Lenin saw that dis-
honesty, premediated treachery, were the outstanding and characteristic fea-
tures, Therefore, Lenin warned Trotsky as the latter reports (My Life, p.
484) not to compromise with Stalin even on & right line. Lenin's earlier
view with reference to some of the figures in the 2nd International that "we
have no sincerometer® has been widely publicized by the opportunist swindlers,
But they keep mum about Lenin's later and sharp criterion adopted towards
Stalinism which stressed as the cardinal feature not programmatic agreement
tut dishonest intentions,

This feature, conscious treachery, is the pivotal point of the entire
Stalinist system and is the criterion that must necessarily be applied to
cvery document produced by the Stalinist bandits. It is precisely because
the advanced workers in this Stalinist epoch have been blinded to the pre-
sence of this all importaont factor that they have been willing to accept posi-
tions and documents at face value and therefore fallen right into the Stalin-
ist trop., Due to its very nature, the question of democratic centralism is
precisely one of those vroblems that can easily be presented in a Marxist
light on paper by the Stalin-Trotsky-Left Trotsky leaderss Exactly for this
reason, must the revolutionary workers be especially wary of accepting docu-
ments on democratic centralism per se. The revolutionary worker will question
the authenticity of such documents in light of the relation it bears to the
entire Stalinist development and to the total political line of the tendency
presenting these documents,

We have no doubt that if you comrades reconsider the Stamm document from
the standpoint of the whole development of Stalinism, the unbreakable poli-
tical tie of Stommism to Trotsky, you will be prompted to reject this document
and repudiate the people representing it,
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Now for some specific objections which you raise against our line,

You characterize the development of our position on the sham war as fol=
lows: "first a theory was postulated, and then the facts made to fit the
theory."

Actually our development was quite tle opposite, If you will study our
publication prior to August 1339 you will find that we did not even dream of
such an eventuallty as a2 sham war, Rather, we had developed the rather naive
view that all the imperialists would simply unite in full view of the masses
and launch a concerted attack on the Soviet Union, The first big hole was
punched in our theory by the Stalin-Hitler Pact in August 1939 directly con~
tradicting our expressed idea that the era of Pacts between the imperialists
and Stalin was at an end, Then came the absolutely flabbergasting events of
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Sept. 1939 giving the soup de grace to our whole previous concept of the im-
perialist maneuvers. When Hitler invaded Poland we saw this as a real war,
. It was the development of the Sitzkrieg in the west, this enormous fact vhich
gave us the clue to the whole sham war scheme, a scheme which we never imagin-
ed even in our wildest nightmares. Even with the growth of our understanding
of the sham war maneuver our notions of the future maneuvers of the imperial-
ists were still imperfect as our publication exhibited. Up to the Nazi oc—-
cupation of France in June 1940 we still clung to the idea of a united at-
tack by the imperialists on the Soviet Union envisaging at first that the
Stalin invasion of Finland would serve as the "legal basis." This being re-
futed, we corrected ourselves vut fell into another error, This was the
idea that the European imperialists would negotiate a "peace" with Hitler
to manipulate for the disgorging of the Nazi occupied territory on the basis
of "inviolability of small nations." On this basis we thought that the im-
perialists would cook up & legitimate reason for invading the Soviet Union
under the guise of "freeing" the territories seized by Stalin in conjunction
with Hitler, TFpcts soon contradicted this prognosis, these facts being the
Nazi occupation of Norway, Eolland, Belgium, and France. We could go on but
we think the point is obvious., Far from postulating a theory and then twist-
ing facts to conform to our theory, we were constantly end continually revis-
tion. The invesion of the Soviet Union we correctly foresaw as the corner
stone of the imperialist policy but our prognoses surrounding this question,
our prognossgizations of the dry to doy mancuvers of the imperialists were for
the most part incorrect. How, tlon, can you say that on tie nature of the
war we made up facts to fit into a preconceived theory?

Even if we assume for a moment that we proceceded along the path you
impute to us, we could never have presented a shadow of evidence to support
our position. Yet our Bulletin conteins a wealth of documentary detail on
the sham nature of the war cmongst the imperialists drawn entirely from re-
ports of correspondents, eye witness reports, commniques and other official
‘documents which appeared in the bourgeois press. Never at any time was a
single piece of the material we presented ever challenged by the proponents
of the idez that a real var was raging cmonmst the imvperiaslists. If you can
produce a single "made up fact" contained along these lines in our publication
we rould like you to produce it,

There is still another point worth comsidering on this gquestion of invent-
ing facts to fit a preconception, Take but one single point — the question
of the Verdun fortresses, In the Tar of 1914-18 the Germen Army launched of-
fensive after offensive to capture this gigantic fortress. In 1915 speci-
fically thoy battled toe to toe with the French Army in an unremitting eight
month slaughter to capture this fortress. The attempt failed in this epoch-
making bdattle watered by the blood of hundreds of thousands of French and
German soldiers, After more than two decades of modernization and perfected
defenses worked out to the last detail, the Nazi army occupied and raced
through Verdun in 24 hours with nary a casualty for their pains. (See "The
Case of Holland, Belgium and France") When the game was reenacted in reverse
in 1944 the American Army performed a similar "miracle" in less time than it
takes to tell about it., Did we invent these facts? Or rather weren't the
inventions all necessarily on the side of those vho were howling about “great
battles" such as the R.V.L., to mention but one case.

We adduce the facts on Verdun to illustrate likewise this point. Sup-~
posing one were to "postulate the theory " tint the World Var of 1914-18 was
a sham war in its fundemontal respects, There could facts be drawn to support
this theory? If you think they can be made to fit the theory, try to present
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some, You could not even if you wanted to because there are no such facts

e

evidence to lend credence to this view.

Yet how do you account for the enormous amount of irrefutable document~
ary evidence which we have accumulated on the present situation since Sept-
ember 19397 There is only one possible explanation, These facts are gbjective,
they exist, and they cannot be honestly explained away,

You state in your letter that you have already come to regard the clarac-
ter of the war as a "settled" question and close the door to a discussion of
your views although you are admittedly still in the study circle stage in e@o
far as woriking out a program is cmcerned. Comrades, at this late date, must
we reiterate the established Marxist traditions and spirit on the question of
discussion of opponent views? You know well through personal experience
how Stalinism has poisoned the minds of the advanced workers on the matter of
free discussion, meeting the demand with the black jack, slander, and charace-
ter assassination, You Imow how the latter two methods are imitated by the
Trotsky and Left Trotsiky leaders who are not yet strong enough to resort to
the well known strong arm methods although some attempts have been mede even
along these lines, You express a desire to break decisively with the whole
perfidious Stalinist structure. Yet before you have even adopted a program
you are ready to rule out discussion on such a vital point as the character
of the war., Haven't you been too hasty in adopting such an attitude? We
are positive that if you think the entire matter over more carefully you
will agree with us on the necessity for o discussion,
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In countering our views on orientation you statc:

"The task today is to build = new party, but it cannot be built
on an tanti! basis, that we arc against this or that tendency. To
say that we must annihilate Trotskyism and Stalinism theoreticallyy
completely before we can ever build a group is tantamount to say-
ing at the outset that we will never build a group."

The rock bottom basis for the correct orientation is the situation with-
in the working class, specifically of that among the vanguard, whom Lenin
characterized as the key in the class struggle, Just as thig key in the
hands of the opportunist leaders locks the door to proletarian revolution,
so does this key in the hands of Bolshevism open the door to the overthrow
of the class enemy,

Today the working class is confronted by a mase of conflicting oppor-
tunist tendencies, dominated by the Stalinist system which has maintained a
stranglehold on the movement of the key sections of the workers up to this
writing, The richk historical experiences of the past twenty five years shows
that Stalinism was and still is the decisive force in the proletarian move-
ment without the great mass of the workers even being aware of this fact,
Further, Stalinism does not disintegrate or stagnate but rather fuctions as
an aggressive, dynamic movement, constantly extenmding its power and working
for tho physical elimination of all competing organizations harboring revo-
lutionary minded workers, Stalinism does not permit the advanced workers
freedom of movement or operation but is militantly jealous of its power and
influence and is ever scheming to destroy revolutionary minded opponents,.

It is this context which confronts the handful of revolutionary workers
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who realize the necessity for the buildi ng of the new revolutionary party and
are willing to implement this realization with practical steps, Obvi ously,
this situation in the working class dictates the need for the revolutionary
workers to raise their call for the building of a Marxist party in terms of
a polemic against the glready existing and powerful structure of opportunism
which dominates the movement of the key sections of the workers. Unless the
truly revolutionary workers prove that the call of the opportunist swindlers
is fraudulent they establish no safeguard against the danger of the workers
falling into the trap set by the betrayers masked as revolutionaries. A4And
since the call for a revolutionary party must take the form of an exposure
of the pseudo-revolutionaries already dominating the field it logically fol-
lows that this call has to be directed in the first instance to the deceived
followers of the countcr-revolutionary leaders,

Certainly we do not accept the defeatiet idea that a group cannot be
built in the struggle aganinst the Stalinist system. Rather, history teaches
us that unless the Stalinist system is exposed and wiped out then the pattern
of working class defeat characteristic of the period of Stalinism will con-
tinue unchanged.

We sec as the central feature in the dilemma of the working class not
the failure to break subjectively with the bourgeoisie. Instead we see that
in every cepitalist country for the past twenty five years workers have brok-
en and still are breaking with the bourgeoisie and its parties in great mum-
berss The cardinal feature is that upon brealzing with the bourgeoisie the
workers plunge right into the paralyzing Stalinist death grip. Hiding behind
the symbols of October Revolution, Lenin, Sovict Union and assisted by its
sham opposition, the Trotsky and Left Trotsky leaders, Stalinism is thereby
enabled to dominate historically the working class of every country and swerve
the direction of any struggle the workers might undertake.

The revolutionary workers must become cognizant of the rich historical
lessons shown in the development of the Bolshevik Party which pointts the
path for proletarian victory. As Lenin never tired of pointing out, Bolshe-
vism crystallized, gained strength, and became hardened exclusively in the
strugegle ngainst opportunisms, In the 1917 period in Russia the entire fight
to overthrow the capitalists hinged on the outcome of the struggle between
Bolshovisn and opportunism in the Russian vorkers movement., As soon as Bol-
shevism won predominance (late August-September) in the vanguard over the
Mensheviks and S.R.'s the road was cleared for the greatest upheaval in the
kistory of the human race, the OctoberRevolution., These invaluable lessons,
buried and distorted by the present opportunist tendencies, must be resurrect-
ed ond applied to the present beginaning phasc of the struggle to build a new
revolutionary party.

The task automatically posed before the revolutionary workers of today
is to pick up the broken threads of Lenimds struggle against Stalinism vhich
he clearly saw menaced the worlz of his entire life, But in piecing together
the hidden facts of Lenin's struggle and making these facts available to the
advanced workers, the revolutionists must account for the victory of Stalin-
ism over Lenin's policy. That inescapably leads us to Trotsky who secretly
knifed the sick Renin and went over lock, stock, and barrel to the Stalin
gang. Later the Stalinist centralization process which cast Trotsky from the
sumnits of burocratic power forced him to alter the forms of his basic policy.
Selected by Stalinism to serve as its chief whipping boy, Trotsky was immedi-
ately thrust into the leading position amongst the revolutionary anti-Stalin
workerse By use of "anti-Stalinist" demagogy and aided by the Stalinist
hounding campcign against him Trotsky was able to corral the main sections
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of the revolutionary anti-Stalin workers only to divert them to support of
Stalinism. History points its finger directly at the discarded Stalinist
burocrat, Trotsky, and his tendency as the present main obstacle in the path
of recreating a new Bolshevik International.

Life presents the anti-Stalinist workers in the "4th International®
camp as the only feasible and logical soll to implant a knowledge of Stalin-
ism, These Bolshevik minded workers who have broken subjectively with Staline
ism are ready to accept an exposure of Stnlinist treachery., The very sub-
Jjective development of these woriters make them amenable to learning the real
origin and nature of Stolinism., It is prccisely these "4th Internatidnall
wvorkers who now form our chief concern; specifically our task rcduces it-
sclf toward getting these workars to brinz their subjective sentimeants into
haormony with objective reality., This means in the first instence the ex-
posure of their present misleaders who are diverting these workers baclk into
the Stalinist stream,

You observe correctly that a worker who joins the Trotsky organization
is soon indoctrinated and develops a loyalty to his organization, You like-
wise point to the fact that this worker therefore looks upon attempts to
brecaek him away from his organizotion as disruptive. Both these points are
made to challenge the validity of our orientation., The feeling of loyalty
and attachment to his organization and leaders on the part of the Trotsky
worliers is but naturel and is a characteristic of practically every sincere
worker in every opportunist organization without exception. Logically, then,
the Marxist must therefore strive to overcome this barrier and combat the
opportunist poison that is instilled into these workers by their misleaders.
How else should a true darxist react to the fact that misguided workers de-
velop an attochment a2nd loyalty to their organizations? By turning his back
upon thesec workers and allowing the pseudo-Bolshevilc leaders a free hand to
manipulate these workers and through them the whole worling class into de~
struction? You want to congentrate rather on the "unaffiliated workers,"
However, since the maoin stream of the decisive sections of the workers flows
overvhelmingly to the pseudo-Bolshevik current such an orientation would
not dam the flood.

As anotner objection to our orientation you make the point that the
Trotslky workers vill not be broken from the clutches of the Cannons and Shachte
maens simply by handing him a copy of the Trotsky School of Felsification,
Quitc corrcctl If the Trotsky workers could be broken away from their mise
leaders simply by handing him a copy of the Trotslzy School then the problem
of recreating a new Bolshevik International would be absurdly simgple, We
naturally reject and combat such political naivete. The struggle to expose
and cask out the opportunist mislenders is a long and difficult process,

It takes a long time for the truth to get a hearing and make headway agoinst
the cunning opportunists who have at their disposal enormous forces and a
whole tradition for the spread of their deceptions. Ageinst this gigantic
structure of opportunism we have but onc weapon, the truth, which we endeavor
to present as often as our limited forces permit os an antidote to the op~
portunist poison.

Slowly, almost imperceptibly, this truth is penetrating the minds of
the advanced warkers., Firgt we materinlly assisted to the extent of our for -
ces in spceding the disintegration of the :mltifarious Left-Trotsky tendencies
vhich plagued the anti-Stelinist movement o few years ago, and thereby clear-
ed the field for our tendency, Now, our line finds & voice in the person of
a couple of individuwals in the RW,L,, the only remaining Left-Trotsky group
of any impor{ance. ileanwhile we have won the ear of a few hundred revolution.
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ary anti-Stalinist workers and established a steady and stable audience for
our material, While these workers do not accept our tendency today, the -
ideas we ecspouse have been pounded and implanted inte their minds over a
veriod of years, When the objective situation cracks, as it inevitably will,
and these workers begin to move forward then the seeds we have planted will
begin sprouting and bear ripened Marxist fruit. This work is admittedly
arduops and painstaking; it is terribly slow witk no prospect of easy returns.
True, it is not © "get rich quick scheme® but it is the only solid basis for
bringing about the resurrection of true Marxism in the ranks of the prole-
tariat and the building of the new revolutionary party.

Another objection to our orientation is put forth in your letter in
this form, A4llegedly, the Trotsky workers "are not interested, nor do they
possess the theoretical development, to be interested in what Trotsky said
or wrote in 1923, 4t most they will reply, vhat had that to do with the
present situation, when our group is fighting the system tooth amd n2il? How
can one answer this?®

The ~nswer to this is quite sirmmle, Analysis of the present day ectivi-
tics of the Trotsky movement occupies the mnjor portion of articles appearing
in our publicotion over the past five years. The "Trotsky progrom todoy®
vears an integral connection to the history of Trotsizy's role in dbringing
cbout the victory of the Stolinist development in the Soviet Union., To take
but a fow vnoints, The Bulletin has anclyzed time and agnin the Trotslky nosi-
tion on Svain, Itzly, Framce, India, etc., on the entire sham wer, on the
question of defense of the Soviet Union, on their "military policy for the
proletariat," on their lebor party maneuvers, on their policy in the bour-
geois clections, and the reactionary chaoracter of their entire "mass work" in
the unions giving names, places, and dntes. There is not nor can there be
a Chincse wall between Trotslky's degencration from a revelutionist into a
Stalinist and the present day activities of the Trotsky movement,

In reality it is The Bulletin only whickh devotes any amount of attention to
the present day activities of the Trotsky movement. Compare the amount of
material appearing in our publication, for example, with that appearing in the
R,W.L. press, including both their paper and "theoretical" organ. Again to
restrict ourselves to a few points; who exposed the Trotsky maneuvers in
relation to the entire C.I.0. lecadership, the crooked deals with such labor
falzers as Homer Martih, the rotten bloz with Stalinism in the Food Workers
in Dec. 1940, their unprincipled horse deal with Lewis to gain support for
their union in Minneapolis, their participation in the betrayal of the mine
strikes, their bloc first with the Dubinslky ond then with the Stalinist gang
in the A.L,P. causong other things. XRemember that all this is in the field
which supposedly forms the main preoccupation of the R,W.L. who also state
that they are going to unmagk Trotskyism in action.

As we uncover the facts more and morec deteils of this poisonous Trot-
sltyite "moss work" will be presented in our press. TWere we simply to restrict
ourselves to analyses of Ywha!{ Trotsky said or wrote in 1923% as you seem to
inply we do then we would be presenting an incomplete and therefore & dis-
torted picture of the role of the Trotsky movement., The point, of course, is
that the "present day program® of the Trotsky movement does not develop in
a vacuum obat is organically linked to its historical roots. The present day
Trotsky activity con not be correctly pictureqénd explained separate and
apart from its origin and history. Heither can the Trotsky activity in the
past, on the other hand, be adequately analyzed simoly by o presentation of
Trotsiy's role in the incubation and formative period of the Stalinist reac—~
tion. Both the present day activity of the Trotsky movement and Trotsky's
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past role as a renegade from Leninism and collaborator of Stalinism form one
ifdissoluble whole. '

In your final point you posit your own orientation which stresses that
action in the workers'! day to day struggle constitutes the only correct and
efficacious medium for struggling against the influence of opvortunism, Pre -
sumably through activity in the unions and other mass orgznizations, the re-
volutionary workers, by a correct policy of action in the day to day struggle
of the workers will automatically expose the opportunists since the workers
in these organizations will inevitably come to see the superiofrity of the
activities of the revolutionists as against the fraudulent double-dealing of
the opportunist swindlers,

Unfortunately, however, unless the vanguard workers possess a thorough-
soing scientific underst=nding of the naturc of Stalinism, theworXking class
is left witmut an instrument by means of which it can determine vhether an
orgenization follows through a iarxist activity or not. The pseudo-Marxist
leaders at times offer the workers plenty of action so as to better disguise
their criminal intentions. In the leftist period the Stalinists hooked the
vorkers with all sorts of "action" including strilkes, hunger marches, demone
strations, and vhat appearcd to be struggles for class war prisoners, Such
"action" secems revolutionary to the workers particularly to those directly
under their sway. 4And what counter—-"action" by a handful of revolutionists
but that of political exposure of the pseudo-Bolshevik leaders can unmask
the criminality concealed bechind their seemingly revolutionary action? Only
through this politicnl exposure can the crooked activity of the opportunist
brigands be uncovered and made comprehensibvle to the advanced workers, Withe
out the presence of this political exposure the betrayers are perfectly free
to operate and lead the workers under their influence by their noses and
throughthem lead the whole of the proletariat to disaster,

For years th: streets of Germany rang with the cries of workers battling
the Nazi gangs in impromptu street fights in the illusion that they were
thereby struggling against fascism, while the Socialist and Stalinist be-
trayers were allowed to strut about in the guise of enemies of fascism., In
the debacle of the German vproletariat it was not the power of fascist strength
that subdued the workers but the paralyzing influence of opportunism which
delivered’ the drugzged workers into the hands of the Fitlermen,

Spain is an outstanding example of workers attempting to physically
strugsle against the bourgeoisie while allowing the Stalinist and other op-
portunist forces to roam freely dirccting the course of the strugsle. The
result was the victory of the Franco forces. In Germany 1928-33 the workers
flocked to Stalinism while it was in its leftist period. In Spain, on the
other hand, during the leftist period Stalinism was an insignificant numeri-
cal force numbering less than a thousand workers throughout all of Spain ex-
ceeded numecrically for a time even by the Trotsky fol lowers., Yet when the
workers underwent a political ewakening they sped in an overwhelming current
right into the Stalinist whirlpool. This was during the Rightist phase of
Stalinism, when Stalinism in action was openly crying for support to tourgeois
democracy and to the lavor fakers in all the unions and other mass organiza-
tions. Yet as we see such action did not automatically expose Stalinism be-
fore the Spanish toilers altlough there were many forces in that situation
which used "anti-Stalinist" talk as a regular stock in trade to corral the
revolutionary anti-Stalinist worlkers, ¥rom an insignificant numerical force
Stalinism grew by leaps and bounds until it was powerful enough to direct
the entire course of the S panish Civil War imposing its policy on the major
portion of the Spanish proletariat. The reason was the lack of a positive
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political force in Spain exposing Stalinism in that momentous situation, lay-
ing bare its history, and unmasking its consciously counter-revolutionary role,

Note that the particular zigzag (leftist in Germany 1928-33, Rightist
during the course of the Spanish Civil War 1936-38) did not at all affect
the movement of the workers into the Stalinist organizations when a revolu-
tionary situation developed. The lesson is that the very presence of Stalin-
ism amongst the working class vanguard is a sign that the workers have not ‘
learned the true nature of this deadly poison, The toilers are then bound to
turn to Stalinism in their hour of need under the illusion (propagated both
by Stalinism and the bourgeoisie) that this is the same force which is synony-
mous with the October Revolution and Lenin's banner,

The talk of exposing Stalinism through pure and simple action in.the
trade union and other mass organizations remains precisely that — talk. A4ll
of the Left-Trotsky tendencies promised such an exposure ranging from the
Fields, Weisbords, Oehlers, Stamms, Mienovs, Jorgers, Spencers,and many others,
Since all of these tendencies were fundamentally tied to the Stalinist poli-
tical system such an exposure never materialized, Whatever "work" was ever
done in any situation by these people wos therefore along the lines of reac—
tionary mass work although no real masses were or could be involved. The
first step toward revolutionary magss work is the political exposure of the
entire Stalinist system in all of its various bronches, This is the absolute-
ly indispensable pre-condition, and as this exposure begins to take effect
and the opportunist stumbling bloclks are removed then and only then is the
path to real mass work automatically opened. You cannot sneak behind the
back of Stalinism to conduct any kind of revolutionary mass work., The con-
ditions for such mass work cannot exist as long as Stalinism dominates the
ranizs of the advanced workersand while the Trotsly political system paralyzes
those revolutionary minded workers who have advanced to the point of subject-
ively breaking with Stalinism,
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A tremendous historic responsibility rests on the shoulders of the re-
sent day revolutionary workers, History will not stand still and Stalinism
will not relax its death grip on the throat of. the toilers, As we see,
after twenty five years of uninterrupted betrayals by Stalinism, the revolu-
tionary ‘workers particularly in the hot spots in Europe are again flocking
into the Stalinist slaughter houses in ever increasing numbers, Only a
Marxist force can interrupt this process which will continue in every turn
towards a revolutionary situation, The Marxists are obligated to makes scien-
tifically clear the fundamental nature of Stalinisn’'and its allies and must
unremittingly combat this terrible danger with all their strength. A nuclear
beginning for such a Marxist force exists in the U.S, in the form of the com-
prehensive body of material accumulated and presented by our tendency. This
material must become the property of the entire proletariat. You comrades
in Detroit must determine to equip yourselves with this material so as to
accumilate an ideological arsenal to combat the deadly influence of the dead-
1y Stalinist malady. This is the cardinal, the necessarily first step, Next
is the joining of hands with us to light once more the torch of truth and
carry it forward into every dim corner darkened by the deceptions of the pseudo-
Bolskevik leaders. You must help us uncover the truth and contribute yowr fore
ces to the task of making it widely knowm,. Only along this road can the road
of the revolutionary workers be clesred of 2ll impediments and the great masses
correspiniivroly led to vistowy,

Cenradely,
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Editorial Note:
Ve print below a lotter from a Fronch friond vho is associ-
atcd wvith tho group which publishes the RKD Bullctins in
French and Gorman, and othor publications.

Paris, Juno 15, 1946
Doar Comrade Marlen,

Yo havo roecived and rcad with the groeatest intorost your
Bullctins which havo showod us many now things and which ploass us a
gront donl. It is nccessary to say that you havo studicd Trotskyism
with the grontest procision and that your articles aro of an oxtra-
ordinary cxactitudo, We arc theroforc moro surpriscd that you havo not
dram thce conclusion which secms cvidont above all in tho cvaluation
of presont day Russia vhere you remain still, it soams attachod to a
position closc to that of Trotsky.

Havo you roeoivod our lotter of January 30 and vhy have you
not answcrod? Have you rocoived the matorial wo havo sonts secececsss

Vo continuc our public discussion with the RWL vwhoso socre-
tary accuscs us, wo do not know ~hy, of "ilarlonism." It is above all
after this charactorization that we have studiod morc closoly your
documents. Vo would liko to know if you havo road our documents and
what is your ovaluation of thoms

Ve await always —ith intcrost nows from you and your Bulleotinl
Sond thoso which concorn thc RWL, you have not includod them in tho
colloction! '

Lot us hear from you soon, fratornally,

Charlcs B.
(Transl~ted by i, Lanc)
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July 9, 1946
Decar Comradc B.,

It is intorcsting that the RYL socretary has tngged you with
thc name "darlonism," bocauso of all the documonts thnt 7o havo beon
ablo to assimilatc, that has boon sont us from Europoc, your position
on the trcoachory and role of Trotskyism in the carly stagos of the
Ruseian degenoration (from 1922 to the prosont), most closcly ap-
proachcs our own rosoarches. (We aro roferring hero to material in
"ILc Drapcau®). Tho BRWI, on tho other hand, holds that Trotsky pur-
sucd a2 fundamontally Jarxist linc until 1934.
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1~ If the pro-Trotskyite RVL story is true that means that Trotsky
pursued a iarxist line during the Stnalinist usurpation of power in Rus-
sia, in the German Revolution of 1923, in the Chinese Revolution of 1925-
27, and again in Germany during the victory of fascism in 1933, to dotail
the most outstanding points. Documentary evidence proves that Trotsky
had a line of collaboration with Stalin in building the burocratic pyra-
mid in Russia~ support to Stalin at the 12th Congress of the RCP, sup-
port to Stalin's fraudulent lLenin levy, suppression of ILenin's Testa~
ment, otc. In Germany in 1923, Trotsky supported the Vorkers Government
fraud, compared it to the.proletarian dictatorship est~blished in the
Russian Revolution, and lied to the workers that the German Stalinists
were leading the massos to victory. In China Trotsky supported the bloc
w7ith the Kuomintang and in his horse-trade with Zinoviev and Kamenov in
1926 specifically repudiated the perspective of proletarian revolution
for Chinn. From all angles in supporting Trotsky's line, ths R7L at-
taches itself to Stalinism and thercfors supports the Stalinist betrayals
of the prolotariat. The reason for the RVL tie to Trotsky is guitc clear.
Since the RVL did not split from Trotsky until 1934, it thercfore covers
up Trotsky's lins up to that period, as a Marxist line. Otherwise the
RVL loaders would have to admit that their politié~l past was rooted in
Stalinist opportunism. Such a course is closed to opportunists who pose
as groat Marxists before the workers. Thus the RWL lenders continue on
the courso of defending the Trotskyite crimes, although —e have been
presenting them with voluminous documentary evidence for seven years now
on the naturc and policy of the St-linist system. The RVL is then a loft-
Trotsky group, a satollitg in the $talinist orbite

2~ We define Stalinisly as a oongciuusly counter-revolutionay foree
arising out of the nationaldged-propt.rty relations in the Soviet Unione
The Rl speaks of Stnlinism as”a new historic form of reformism. Reform-
ism is a force which ariscs in capit-list countrioes and directly attaches
the workers to imperialism while it moves in a continual rightist di-
raction, Stalinism operatcs in the form of leftist and rightist zigzags
determined exclusively by the needs of the Stalinist burocracy in Russiae
The RiuL sprecads the Trotskyite fiction of the Stalinist burocrats boing
simply “mistakon" and therefore committing "orrors" due to a presumeg
ignorance of larxism. Wo, on the other hand, have proven that Stnlinism
is a consciously counter~rovolutionary force aiming to prevent proletarian
revolution s0 as to safoeguard the domination of tho Russian Stalinist
burocracy.

3e We hold that thc Soviet Union, standing on a basc of nationalized
pProperty created by the. October Revolution, is ~ degenerated Workers
Statec under the Stalin rogime. Our criterion stems from the Marxist stand-
point: the mode of production and the property relations arising from it.
The socio-economic system of Russia rests on n~tionnalized property. This
is the historic form which can be established only by proletarian dic-
tatorship and through which the proletariat moves to liberation. The
groups adhoring to the VWorkers State concept differ along thesc lines:

A) The Trotskyites call for "unconditional defense" of the Stalinist
burocracy "in overy effort it makes™ to defend its form of property from
imperinlist attack.

B) The RL e¢alls for a line of marching separately and striking to-
gether with the Stalinist burocr-~cy -gninst imperialism.

Each of the above attributes to Stalinism a line of defending the
Sovict Union from imperialisme. The fact is that Stalinism works to
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proevent proletarian revolution vwhich is the only genuine defcnse of the
Soviet Union, Prcventing proletarian revolution mbans propping up imp-
erialist rcaction. Thus the Stalinists work indirectly for n destruction
of the Soviet Union because they politically prevent the overthro~ of im-
perinlisms Stalin may ward off the imperinlists on a pure military basis
in this or that specific attaclt but their political line enables imperial
ism to stabilime itself for morec assaults vhich will ultimately culminate
in the destruction of the Soviet Union if Stalin remains in control.

C) We, on the other hand, explain that the defense of the Soviet
Union is conditioned on the exposure of the Stalin burocracy; we do not
subordinatc our strugzle to overthrow the Stalinist burocracy; we main-
tain that only the overthrow of Stalinism and its replacement by a Mar-
xist force can lead to a genuine flefense of the Soviet Union. That de-
fense would be the spread of proletarian revolution to overthrow im-
perinlism.

The groups rejecting the Workers State thesis err on the eriterion
of the class character of the state. These groups establish as the cri-
tcrion for determining the charaéter of the Russian state, the super-
structural factors, such as the line of the leadership, the mattor of
workers democracy, etc.

e understand that you reject the thesis that Russia is a Vorkers
States In your documents you speak of the proletariat being expelled
from power and seem to date this from 1923 or about that time, The fact
is that the prolet~riat was never expelled from power because it never
dircctly oxercised power. From the beginning the Soviet Union wns
cursed with a burocracy which had the power; at about 1921 this took the
form of a conscious direction for centralizing this power into the hands
of a cligue of top burocrats. On the eriterion of "workers democracy" or
the proletnriat exercising power, etc. one would have to conclude that
Russia was never a Vorkers State and logieally, therefore that the Octo-
ber Revolution was not a prolet-rian revolution,

Unfortunately, the Trotskyites and Left Trotskyites have given a foul
connotation to the Vorkers State Thesis by identifying it -7ith support
to thc Stalinist burocracy. The very term Workers State seoms to arouse
the emotional connot~tion of the workers controlling or directly ruling
the state. It is this false iden <hich makes the whole iden that Russia
is a Vorkers State abhorrent to revclutionary anti-Stalinist workers.
All that the term, Vorkers State signifies is the form of property re-
lations. Of courss Yarx and Engels never dreamed that on such a histo-
rically progressive form of property could arise a counter-revolutionary
loadership. 3But th #sis what happened in Russina and what gives the
Stalinist burocracy such a unique character.

The Vorkers State can move in a revolutionary direetion or it can
move in a counter-revolutionary direction, dependjng on the character of
its lendership. The character of the leadership determines whether the
Workers Stgte is revolutionary or counter-revolutionarys Similarly, the
working class, as a class, in capitalist countries is the only progressive
force in capitalist society due to its role in production. However, the
working class can and does move in a counter-revolutionary direction and
counter to its historic interests, when it follows an opportunist lead-
ership. The fact that the workers follow an opportunist lesadership today
and therefore work to support capitalism does not alter the historic
role and function of the working class in eapitalist societye



-20-

Tie do not see the socio-cconomic system in Russia as based on cap-
it~lisms Capitnalism is based on bourgzeois private property. So-called
"State Capitalism" is o contr-diction in teorms; coneretely supposcd
state-cnpitnlism rests on private property relations. The state acts
as the orgnn of the c~pitalist class, not as a capitalist. ‘here the
state does intervene in the process of production (statec control of
labor) or vhen the statc takes over and opcrntes such industries as rail-
ro-ds, banks, public utilitioes, etc. jt is only for the purposc of
stronghthening and stabilizing the fundament~l structure of private
omership of thc means of production. Thus, oven in the crpit-list
countries, the term st~to capit~lism is misle~ding becnuse it is implied
that the state is acting independontly and in opposition to the private
property structure. In the Soviot Union the c~pitalists private pro-
perty structure s actu~lly overthrowmn and =~s raeplaced by stnte om-
ership of property. No kind of capitalism is involved in this ncw form
of property.

3- The bourgcoisie 7as nover misled into belioving othor—isa about
the Soviet Union. That brings us to another point of specific signifi-
cance. During the so-called "Socond torld War" the world imperinlists
7lerce in sccret leaue for the precisc purpose of restoring the private
property structurc of c¢~pitalism to the Soviet Union. The Nazi attnck
on thc Soviot Union in Junc 1941 had the scerot support and aid of -orld
imperialism. The war s-~id to havc boen in progress bet—een the imporial-
ist powers (&ngland, France, Germany, Italy, U.S., Japan, otc.) s a
sham ~hich hid their ~lliance from the rorld masscse. Tho fund~mental
contradiction in thc —orld since the Octobsr Revolution has becn the
one botrcen tha capit-list povers and the non-capit~list Soviet Union.
Onc cnnnot nnalyze the past and prosont line of the imperialists with-
out this as a starting point, '‘c h~ve presented dotailed documentary
evidence on the "Sccond “iorld ‘ar® from 1939 through 1945, some of -hich
77¢ have sent to you.

4. The prosent immediate tnsk of the proletariat is the struggle
agninst the Stalinist systom <hich is the chicf stumbling block to pro-~
letnrin~n revolution. The building of ~ new revolutionary party can take
place only in the course of a rolontless strugglc agninst the St-linist
misleaders “ho dominate the most vital scction of the advanced —orkerse
In Fr-ace, this task is cspecinlly pressing —rith St-linism particularly
powerful among the class-conscious -rorkers. Tha adv-onced French -vorkers
must be made a7are of this mort-1l danger.

The nuclcus for the building of ~ “larxist party in France as clso-
waere consists of thosce revolutionary -rorkers -ho have already subjoect-
ively broken away from Stalinism, Hovever, for thc most part thoese —or-
kers have been cnsnared by the Trotsky lo~ders who tic these workers
back to Stnlinism. For cx~mple, thc Trotsky leaders urge thoir followers
to support a Stolinist-Socinlist governmont in France, —hile they cover
up the pro-Stnalinist meaning of this line by their anti-Stalinist talk.
The subjective desires of thosc revolutionary anti-Stalinist -rorkers
must be brought into harmony with objective reality. That me~ns nn ex-
posure of the pro-Stalinist line of the Trotsky leaders and -—rinning over
the misled ronk ~nd filo to a llarxist policy. This is the foundation
stonc for the new revolutionary party ~nd it is =long thesc lincs that —c
are ~ttempting to build our party in thc United Statcs.

eee Vith Comradely Groetings
Vorkers Lengue for a Revolutionary
Party
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We have before us the January 21, 1946 of a document called
Political Notes, published periodieally by a "Group of Revolutionary
Marxists." (Chicago) The issue in question contains a single article
cnlled "Roport on Steel and the New Phase of the Strike Wave," which at
first appearance may seem like a review of the purely oconomic phase of
the class struggle in the United S ates. A closc scrutiny, however, re-
venls the political character of the line of the "Group of Revolutionary
Harxists.®

That Group realizes that the present leadership of the trade
union workers is reactionary. In thoe unfolding of the present strike
wave the "Group of Rovolutionary Marxiets" soce a prospect of a new wor-
king class leadership arising which will direct the trade union workers
against the bourgeoisie, tho government and the union burocracy. Two fac-~
tors, according to the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists," will act on the
rank-and-file as driving forces to give risc to this new leadership: (I)
midesprend violent govornment intorvention in the strikes, and (2) the
pressure of the rising cost of living:

"A turning point is at hand. With auto, steel, electrical and moeat
packing industries tied up, the bourgeoisie would be forced to act
more violently against labor and thereby produce a more violent re-
action. Most likely this would take the form of widesproad govern-~
ment intervention under the war powers. This would usher in the new
phase. Possibly it might produce the crisis. decisive battles which
will determine the wazes issue. More likely it would cruse a re-
grouping of forces with the union bureaucracy going over openly to
the role of gocvernment agents; it would postpone the crisis until the
rank-and-file, driven by the rising cost of living, throws up

new lo~dors to dircct it against bourgaoisie, government and union
burocracy alike." (Political Notes, Jan. 21, 1945, p. 2-my cmphasis-G.M)

Torkers who are familinr with the Marxist teachings on how a
genuinoe working class leadership arises will recognize at once that the
above formulation by the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists" is the very
cesence of the roactionary political line known for many decades as
Economigm.

What havoe both history and Marxist tcachings cstablished as
giving rise to a genuinc working class lendership? Is it such factors
1s government violence against strikes or A rising cost of living?
Neithor government violence against strikes nor an increasing cost of
living over operated as fnrctors giving rise to a genuine working class
londership.

Lenin laid the foundation of the prolet-~rian party in Russia
precisely through his vigorous fight aghinst just such paralyzing econo-
mist illusions as are advanced by Political Notes. Only Marxist leaders
can conduct the fight agninst capitalism, because cconomic struggles,
strikes for rise of wages, or reduction of hours, or any .other cconomic,
trade union action of the workers, 4o not stimulate iarxist consciousness
among the r-nk ~nd file. Ienin explained in “hat Is Po Be Done? {(1902) that-
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"This conscionaness could only be brought to them from without. The
history of all countries shows that the working class, exclusively

by its own effort, is able to develcp only trade union consciousncss,
i.e., it may itsolf realize the nccessity for combinghg in unions, for

fighting agninst the employcrs and for striking to compel the government to

pass necessary labor icgislation, ctc. The theory of socialism, how-
ever, grew out of the philosophic, historical and economic theories
that were elaborated by the educnted representatives of the propertied
classcs, the intellectuals. According to their social status, the
founders of modern scientific socialism, Marx nnd Engels, themselves
belonged to the bourgcois intelligentsiae. Similarly, in Russia, the
theoratical doctrine of Social-Democracy arose guite independently of
the spontancous labor movement; it arose ~s a natural and inevitable
outcome of the development of ideas among the revolutionary socialist
intelligentsin.®

Are the publishers of Politicnl Notes really so crassly ignorant
of this esscntial groundwork of the Marxist teaching on building proleta-
rian leadership! Don't thoy know that each historical epoch creates a
Marxist leadership not through personal clashes with the capitalists, but,
as the example of Marx, Engels, Plekhanov, Lenin, Trotsky, Kautsky and
others shows, through the scientific study of capitalism in general, and
tho systematic knowledge of the particlular stage of history!through which
they are to guide the proletariat! Without such a scientific prerequisits
there can be no Marxist loadership. Strikes, no matter how turbulent;
high cost of living, even if it reduces the masses to privation and hun-
ger; politically miszuided spont-neous uprisings and even civil war (Spain,
China) will never through physical action convoy the scientific information.
nnd tactics which nre iudispensable in the struggle for Socialisme. At
the very best, economic struggles can produce militant, self-sacrificing
fighters, who, because of a lack of Marxist training and theoretic~l
clarity, will place their zeal and good intentions at the disposal of some
pseudo~-Marxist organization whose agents are infesting the entire pro-
letariate.

Advanced workers who todny, when there is no Marxist inter-
national, not even a larinist Party anyvhere in the -rorld, look forward
to the trade union rank-and-file to throw up leaders who can actually
conduct a fight against the bourgecoisie, (which can only be a Marxist
lendership) commit the worst possible tail-endist error. This ccono-
mist pipe-dreaming leads them to a position which in reality spells the
renunciation of the work of organizing a Marxist party, and therefore
the rconunciation of the strusgle for Socinlism.

Not becausc of the immediate physical and oconomic pressure of the
capitalist system, but because Marx and Engels werc revolutionary scicn-
tists did thoy work on the Communist Manifesto and Capital, to give the
theoretical light without which the proletariat would have rcemained po-
litically blind and helpless.

What serious advanced worker can believe that if Plekhanov,
Sasulich, Deutsch, Axclrod and Ignatov had not become followers of iarx
and Engels, had not analyzed the reactionary nature of the Narodnik move-
ment and had not orgnnized the first :darxist Russian group, the group
called "Emancipation of Labor" that thec Russian workers themsclves, under
the pressure of severe exploitation of priritive capitalist accumulation,
would have thrown up leaders to fight capitalismi
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The Plekhanov group had no concrote connoction with the mass
movemgnt of the Russian workers. Yet Pleckhanov realized that it was tho
proletnriat vwhich was to revolutionige Russiae The problem was to bring
Marxism into the Russinn proletarian ranks.

A nnive view rould have been that the group should have immediate-
ly sct itself to conducting strikes and in general to leading the elomen~
tary, spontanecous struggles and on that vasis dovolop Marxist consciousness
amongz the Russian workers. The Plekhanov group which was not even in Rus-
sia did something nltogether differcnt. Stationed in Geneva, it went to
work introducing into Russia the scientific ideas of Marx and Engels. The
group also realized that unless thc romantie, terroristic Populism was eli-
min~ted from the heads of the advanced prolet~rians there would dbe no “ar-
xism in Russin. The group of "Emancipation of Iabor" threw its cncrgies
into a determined figzht against the Narodniks (Populists) and through
powrerful idcologicnl blows cle~red the path for Marxisme Next it —orked
out a Marxist program for the Russi~n prolet-~riat whidh served as thc first
step for gathering various study circles and groups inté a Marxist party.

No, Pl¢khanov was not thrown up by the rank-and-file becauss of
Czarist brutality or a rising cost of living! As a student Lenin boecame
acquainted with eomo Marxist idons and later joined Fedoseev's Marxist cir.
clece As a matars Marxist, a few yenrs dater, Lenin took up the task of
gathering the circles of the most advanced workers into a larger body
called the "Lengue of Strugzle for the Emancipation of the “Jorking Class.®
And those morkers, t00, were learning how to fight to destroy capitalism
not from immediate econmic strugzles but from the lectures Lenin delivered
to them on Marxism.

And immediately when®the advanced politicril workers, armed idso-
logicnlly with the theoretic-l we-~pons of Marxism, were linked through or-
ganization ties into a sizeable revolutionary body, Lenin placed on the a-
genda the passing from propaganda to pepular agitntion, to give leadership
to tho economic strug.les and thereby to zive them a political dircction.

Such was the formative period of the Marxist Party in Russiae.
Such it was in all other countrics, with Marxism being brought to the wor-
kers from without.

, In Russia this work of linking Marxism with the mass movement
7718 relatively a simple and easy task because there was no political force
claiming to be Marxist and fizhting vieiously and violently to cxclude the
authontic darxist devolopment.

A nom situation sprang up with the outbrenk of the %orld Var —ith
virtually the entire leandership of the Socialist Internntionnl openly going
over to imperialism. Unspe-~kable chaos, confusion and opportunism seized
upon the internationnl prolet-rian vangsuard. TYet despite the terrific
pressure of capitnlism, the unprecedented ravages of wnr, Marxist light came
not from the battlefields, cert~inly not from the precipitous rise of the
cost of living and the widesprond misery and starvation, but from the edi-
torial room of Lenin and Zinovicv. 4nd only an iznoramus or 2 charlatan
would ¥zue that if ILenin hnd not given the prolet~riat his analysis of
imperialism, his mastorpisce of theoretical reconstructian of the Marxist
tenchings on the State, his line on prolet~rinn revolution as embodied in
his April Thescs, the masses themselves in elcmentary economic struggles
vrould have throm up loaders who would have pointed the wny to fizht capi-
talisml
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Evon in the atmosphere of the unprecedented revolutionary on-
thusinsm which followed the overthrow of the Tzar, the "scctarian' Lonin
continued the ceréct line of relying not on spont-ncity but on thec vigow
rous cxertion on the part of the politically-educatcd Bolshevike to bring
Marxist consciousness to the miglod masses. Hg criticized K-monev for a
contemptuous attitude to the correct linoe. "Is not the work of the propa-
gandists at the prescnt moment the very centr-l isesue, since it tends to
clear the proletarian linc from -the defencist and petty-bourgeois 'mass!
freonzy?" (Lettor on Tactics) ILenin resisted Kmenev's impulsiveness to
"remain with the masses" which would have caused the Party to collapsc in-
to the general petty bourgoois morass.

"To spenk with contempt of a 'group of prop~gandists'! advocating
a proletarian does not seem to be very becoming, he replied to Kamcnev.®
Lenint's line won, the Bolsheviks for -~ while remained in a minority, but
gnined rapidly lator due to the objective changees -nd their vigorous pro-
paganda. Only that lino could and did lend to October. That linc appeared
as sectarian, but it was roally 2 line to maint-in Marxist indapendence.

Vhother the publishers of Political Notes are ignorant of simulate
ignor-ncc, the anti-Marxist illusions ~hich they attempt to bolster must
be combatted and the advanced —orkers, =hom they reach first, must be
warned not to be deceived by the "promising" Economist mirages. It must
be explnined to the workers that knowmledge of the complexity of class
struggle, ths Marxist evaluation of the forces oper-~tinz among the masses
can nevér arise from class struzzle spontaneity, but is brought to them
without, is conveyed to them by an organization of revolutionists.

Since ecach epoch has its epecific problems, we must explain that
Marxism today is not confined to abstract formulas, that a revolutionary
worker must know more than the theory of surplus value, more¢ than tho
fact that the proletariat is the grave-digser of the bourgecoisic and that
capitalist society will bs replaced 7ith 2 Socialist, classless soclety.

In 1914 arxism included the knowledge of imperialism, tho nature
of Social Chauvinism and Centrism, and in 1917 the fund-mental difference
betecen bourgeois ~nd prolotarian democracy, and many other questions, such
as the meaning of Soviets.

Today idarxism includes all that and more; the knowledge of the
political character of the Comintern and of the Trotskyist movement, and
the understanding of the imperialist policy in the epoch of the degenerated
workers stnte. ithout this body of knowledse it is impossivle to fight
theses opportunist forces, impossible to bulld a Marxist Intcrnational, im-
possible to lead the workers against cnpitalism. This knowledge can be
brought to the workers ONLY FRQM WITHOUT. No revolutionary theoretical
basig can be deseri.ed as arxist unless it possesses and disseminates
this knowledge. "Without a raevolutionary theory there can be no revo-
lutionary movement."(Vhat Is to Be Donc)

When the basie iMarxiet concepte have bacn arrived at by tho ini-
tial revolutionary cadres, it is not the trade union rank-and-file which
firgt comes to grasp thess concepts. It is the proletarian vanguard, the
class-conscious, most advanced political workers who are the first to rally
around the basic Marxist ideas in general and of our epoch in particular.
It is only from the prolet~ri~n ¥anguard that the Marxist concepts filter
dom to the more backward layers of the proletariat, such as the trade
union rank-and-file,
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So far the prolefarian vanguard has not accepted tha correct line
for this opoche. The proletqrian vanguard ig in the clutches of the Sta-
linist system of opportunism primarily, and to a lesser extent of Social
Damocracy. Tho "Group of Revolutionary darxists" with its Ecomomism ob-
scurcs the fact that Marxism takes hold in each epoch throubh the proleta.-
rian vanguard first and foremost.

As we move dovm paze 2 of Political Notes we come upon a really
outrageous piece of "optimistic® illusion. 4 story is told of a strike of
threc thousand workers in Stamford, Conn. The strike w-s directcd not by
Harxists, but by organizations led by agzents of capitalism,, the A.F.L. and
C.I.0. loaders. Theso agencics, whose job is to head the trade union move-
ment in corder to bchead it, called out the Stamford workems to a mngs
meeting not for strugzle but in order to paralyze their militancy. Po-
litical Notes describes tho tranquil mood of the workers and the supposed
roaction of tho bossos:

"0n the part of the —orkers it was a perfactly orderly- even gentle-
manly- affair. They walked into tho center of the city writh their
hands in their pockets, listonoed quietly to speeches for two hours;

no slogan-shouting, singing, milling around or arrests. Yet the bour-
geoislie trembled and yelled to high heaven. They understood that a
mass street domonstration on a strike issue was an important poli-
tical event."( iy emphasis-G.')

: This is the sort of bunk that the Stalinists used to spread
among the workers during the Comintern's wild ultra-Leftist "Third Period."

Who led the workors in this gentlemanly demonstration in Stamford
that made the bourgecoisie "tremble "? Tho AFL and CIO leadership! Vhen
the Stalinist fakers in the "Third Period" led their strikes and demonste
rations there were insane physical encountars with the police, with the
bourgeols states Workers' heads were cracked, scabs, cops were beaten up,
even some lives were 1lost and Stalinist leaders oftean went to prison.

But only a deceived worker believed that the eapit-lists really trembled.
Bohind the scenes, the Stalinist burocrats mnde scll-out agroements with
the bosses who knew perfactly woll what the Stalinist fury and violenceo
actually ropresented. And now comes the "Group of Rovolutionary Marxis€s®
and spreads the fairy tale th-t a m.eting of silent, virtually immobile
workeors tho stood like "gentlemen,™ lulled to sleep by the trade union
skates, the agents of the bourgeoisie, struck terror into the hearts of
the capitalistsl! Even if the domonstration was wildly militant, under
thoe crookod union leadorship it would have acted only as a safo channel
for letting off the workers'! discontent and leaving them paralyzod.

Political Notos simply echoes the Protsky fakers who "optimisti-
cally" write: "The prcsent strike wave already shows that the thinking of
the workers has progressed phenomenally." (Fourth Intornational, February
1946) This is pure fraud. Only when the workers show an inclination to-
wards true prolctarian politica and bezin to indicate that they recognize
that their present leaders are betraying them can one speak of the --or-
kers!' thinking making progress.

On page 2 of Political Notes we saw tho ecomomist gem that
physical pressure and the risingz cost of living would produce 2 revolu-
tionary leadership out of the rank-and-file. But the "Group of Revolu-
tionary Marxists® does not confine itself to the spreading of narrow




econorist ideas as it would scem from that assertion. On pnage 3 they say

that a change 1s due in the character of the strike wave and explain vhat

will contribute to that ch-nge nnd —ill teach the workers to struggle with
a pcssibility of success:

YA major factor in changing the charactor of the strike wave will be
the impact of revolutionary events abro~d - - Indonesian and Ipdo-
Chinese colonial revolts, Civil Var in China, proscnt mass protests
within the U.S5. armed forces. Workers do not strugsgle morely because
of apalling misery and exploitation. [Thore must also bc a_gonscious-
ness of abilitv to strusxle with some nossibilitv of succoes. GOn-
‘Fiacuce arawn from intornational sveuss will result in snarpbr clnss
strugsle here." (Our omphasis)

Does it require much thinking to tand that such confidence
mill be misplacod confidence, for all thea‘pgﬁzgfnational events are bo-
travals of the masses. What sort of a possibflity of success for the
massse is contained in the civil war in China misled by Stalinism! If any-
thing, thesc events should arouse not confidence but alarm, mistrust in

tho 1loendership of tho colonial rovolts and of. all the other strugsles of
the betrayed masses. If the "Group of Revolmtionary Marxists" were actually
Marxist it would have rendered n renl service to the workers by baring

the political tro~chery of the loadership and warning the workers not to
drawv confidonde from the betrayals. This group does just the opposite.

It slosses over tho most esscntial featurc in the Chinese Civil War and
other events, the political lecadorship of the masses!

For an analysis of the actual significance of the strike wave we
recfer the rcader to THE BULLETIN of March-April 1946, containing thc article
"The Present Strike Wave in the U.S.; an analysis and a policy for the
rrorkers.Y

To sum up so far: - The Economist deceptions and the distortion
of the origin and role of a Marxist leadership is the political line of the
"Group of Revolutionary Marxists" in tho present gtrike wave., Their poli-
tical 1line on this strike wave constituties a falsification of its total
menaning, its historical significance to the working class for the present
and the fyture. A Marxist londership is drouglit into existence not through
government violenco in strikes and a high cost of living, but through the
acquisition by certain individuals of a scientific understanding of the
main political problems of their own epoch as a whole, as well as of the
doevelopment of Marxist ideology yp to their time. This involves, ns a
basic point, a scientific understanding of the nature of the chief oppor-
tunist currente in the working class. No trade union rank.and-file, under
the pressure of strike struggles and a rising cost of living ever did or
ever will produce such a leadership. It is the product of prolonged scien~
tific inveatigation of political problems and currents at thelr hichest
level.

» » »

However, is the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists® no morc than
an Economist group, as one would imagine from the appearance of the January
21,1946 issue of Political Notes? Not at all! It is a group of a dofinite
political category, and its true nature can be clearly detected by ex-
amining the contents of another issuo Qf Political Notes.

In this other issue, d~ted February 1, 1946, there is printed
a lotter in which the writer raises the question of Trotsky's role in the



27,

Btalinist development, and refers to our investigation of that role. The
%Group of Rovolutionary Marxists® publishes its reply. Our exposure of
Trotsky 1e complotely dismissed as invalyd, and in the process a very
interusting and familiar method appearsg. We shall take up a few points
in that reply and vhile we do that lot us keep in mind that thesc people
admit thcy have read our materinl in THE BULLETIN

Let us begin 7ith the point on "Permanent Revolution" versus
"democratic dictatorship of the prolet-riat and peasantry.* The first
w1as Trotsky's theory, proved corrcct by history; thoe second, Lenin's
utopia, cast aside by Lenin himself in 1917. It was due to that false
theory that the party was travelling an opportunist path prior to the
arrival of Lenin in Russia in 1917. Later the Stalin gang uscd this for-
mula of "democratic dictatorship" tb disorient and betray the workers,
for this formula serves Stalin in his work of tieing tho workers to
reaction. The reply of the "Group of Revolutionary Marxista® shows that
its guthors disassociate themgelves from that entrapping formula. Very
wéll. Now we shall cite what they write of Trotsky's activity during the
Stalinist periods "Trotsky had a brilliant analytical mind, and among
his major contributione are analyscs of a series of revolutions, revolu-
tionary situations, and imperialist conflicts. We have already mentioncd
the theory of permanent revolution. The history of the Russian Revolution,
analysis and criticism of the economic development during the dictatorship
of the proletariat (WHITHER RUSSIA? THE REAL SITUATION IN RUSSIA, ete.),
polemics against the theory and practice of socialism in onc country,
analysis of the problems of the Chinese Revolution, thoe English goneral
strike, the rise of Fascism in Gormany are othor highlights of his con-
tributions."

Just a minute, "Group of Revolutionary Marxists", not so fastl!
You have just said something about Trotsky!s theory of Permanent Revolution
and the Chinese Rovolution. You know, of course, that Trotsky's Per-
manent Revolution makes it positive that only the program based on thnt
theory can lead the prolétariat, in advanced as mell as in colonial
countries, to victory., You know, too, that Lenin's attacks on the Per-
mancnt Revolution were unjustified, for Trotsky wns right. But vhy don't
you mention Trotsky's omn admiseion, ritten not by Marlen but by Trotsky
himself, that in 1926 in order to facilitate a bloc with the Stalinist
buroecrats, Zinoviov and Kamenev, he made a deal with them and announced
to the whole Communist International that on the guestion of permanent
revolution he had beon wronz and Lenin had been correct! You yourselves
state that you havo re~d the material we presented —hich includes Trotsky's
owvn admission. %Yhy are you silent about it, "Group of Revolutionary
Harxists®? Of vhat interest is it to you to coneal Trotsky's political
prostitution of his great theory, committed by him for the sake of tieing
himself up with the two dsgenerated scoundrels 7ho confesséd to him that
a couple of years ea¥liar they shemselves had invented the target "Trots-
kyism" as a menns of consolidating the Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamenev povere
To refresh your memory, Trotsky made this announcement at the 7th Plenum
of the ECCI Tn December 1926, the sale of the permanent Revolution having
been concluded scveral months earlier duringz the negotiations for the
Trotsky-Zinoviev-Kamenev bloc and prescnted as Uarxism to tho Oppesition
rankg. It 7as published for the whols world to read in Pravda, Decomber
14, 1926. Vhy do you koep mum about this truly monstrous and conscious
betrayal of Marxism on the part of Trotsky? How low Trotsky must have
sunk vhen he deljbergtely renounced what he knew was the basic program-
matic position that could load the toilers on to the path of emancipation!
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48 you have seen from' the matorial —e published, the dospicable
statemont ‘was not confined to the Plopum of the Comintern and to the Stalin-
controllaed Pravda, but was officially inscrted into the Flatform of of the
gggosition, othorvise knomn as The Real Situntion In Hussia whick you u have
just glorified as a contribution to the cause of the proletariat. That
platform, as you very -voll know, stood not on the Marxian position of
Permanent Revolution but on the old, discarded, opportunist position of
"domocratic dictatorship,® which sarved the Stalin gang to keep the world
proletariat in perpetual slavery.

You say "Thoe Theory of the pormanent revolution was a brilliant
application of Marxism, a valuable addition to the arsenal of the revolu-
tionary proletqriat. a prognositication vwhich as fully confirmed by sub-
saquent history.® No doubt. But “hy do you hide the fact that when
Trotsky, to give Zinoviev a cover for that degenerate's previous fakery

against the Pormanent Revolution, agreed to condemn before the whole world
' proletwriat the Marxist theory of Permanent Revolution and uphold Lenin'g
falee theory as correct, he acted as a treacherous betrayer of the cause
of the proletariat? Why do you hide the gpportunist step Trotsky took
to squarse Zinoviev with his deceived Leningrad followers who "mould not agree
to a bloc with Trotsky unless the theory of Permanent Revolution was re-
nouncaed and dragged in the gutter before the world prolet~riat by Trotsky
himsclf! You, as mell as Cannon and Shachtman, and .11 the other lrotsky
ites profer not to talk about such an embarassing "detail," but rather
call the workers attention to the brilliant fulfillment of Trotsky's thoory
of Permanent Rgvolution in 1917. Thoy can also —ith relative a-se show
that Trotsky "defended" tho Permanont Rgvolution after the bloec with
Zinoviev had been brokonl But while th-t bloc w1s in force the Opposition
operanted with Lenin's disproved, utopian, anti-arxist formula. 4nd it
was procisely during those ysenrs of the Trotsky-Zinoviev-Kamencv bloc that
the Chinese Rgvolution took placel! The Opposition leaders, Trotsky, Zino-
viov and Kamenev, consciously created an opportunist trap, essentially
the same-used by Stalin and Bukharin to deceive and disorient thé Chinase
Gommunist workers and 1e~d them to Chiang Kai-chek's execution blockd

50 -~ the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists"™ stande on Trotsky's
UPlatform of the Opposition"! Well, then that is whore that Group belongs.
Wo ropudiate Trotsky's "Platform" from 4 to 2 as the document of a poli-
tical crook dosigned as g cover for his horse«<deal with Zinoviev.

In so far ag Troteky's "Whither Ruesia" is concerned, on vhich
the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists® also stands, that was another piece
-+ completely conscious fakery on Trotsky'g part. That is the book in
vhich, by his ovn explicit admission in the Iptroduction, he deliberately
oxcluded political factors, confining himself to the citation of "official
statistics" in an effort to show that the Stalinist regime was “bullding
Socialism® in the Soviet Union. It was an example of the period of Trotsky's
diraect pencemaking and conciliation with the Stalin cligque, including
at that timo diroct support to their fakery of building Socialism in
ons country.

The MGroup of Revolutionary Marxiste" states:

"In reading over Marlen’s material, the main impression —e get ie that
nothing new is added. Ho presents no mpjor positions which were

not already in writing and widely circulated by 1936. He concerns
himsolf primarily with details and his loud condemnations of Trotsky
are little more than elaborations of the criticiems we mnde together
in 1936."
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If that wero so you “ounld have performod a great service to the
proletariat, and wme would have been spared years of work in discovering
tha shocking truthe The fact is that you, just as Cannon and Sh-chtman,
are denying the truth whon it is already unearthed by us and pressnted =s
a 1losson to the workers who manifest interest in the task of recestablish-
ing Uarxism. Where and vhen did you show by 1936, or at any time that,
to tako just a few examplos, The Real Situntion ig_%ssia, i.e., the
"Platform of the Opposition,® was an opportunist trap vhich presented an
anti-linrxist position on the Permanent Revolution; where have you showmn
that at the XIIth Congress of the Russian C.Ps., “hich Lenin, accordiwng
to Troteky's own statemonts, designated =as the battle arana for the re-
moval and destruction of Stalin, Trotsky dnuble-crossed Lenin and ynited
with the.Sthlin-Zkaoviev-Knmenev Trio? VWhére have you ehown that Trotsky

"united at tho 4th Congress of the C.I. mith the Troika in launching and
defondingz the opportunist trap, *Workers Government,® and in October 1923
when the Social Demoorats formed parliamcntary caliinets in Saxony and
Thurinzia on the basis of the bourgeois state and took in three stooges
of the Stalinist Trio as a cover, Trotsky lied to the workers that the
Saxon %VWorkers Governmont" was gimilar to the government Lenin formed in
Russia after the October Revolution, on the basis of the proletarian

gtato.

You road all that; you know that Trotsky peddled the fake "Wor-
kers Govornmont® to the deceived Communist workers. You know he compared
the government headed by Lenin to the government hexded by tho Soclal
Democrate. Hore is that fraud which drugged the German workers into ve-
lieving they.had nlready achieved the establishment of a proletarian
statec. This is Trotsky speaking:

“At the prosent time the situation is cloar. The coalition of the
éommunists with the Social Democrats in the gowernment of Saxony and
Thuringia ie comparable to the coalition of the Communists and left
Soeial Revolutionaryes in Russia.® (Izvestia, October 21, 1923,
Quoted in THE BULLETIN)

It was through this "Workers Govarnmont® line that the bureaw-
crats consciously betrayed the German proletariat. Trotsky supported
that line. Where have you, or any of you former political associates,
ever exposed this to the workers?

No, gontlemen of the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists,® not
only have you not shown 21l this and a thousand other crimes of Trotsky,
but you have fought to conceal them and you continus doing it to this day.

4 political twister can admit on the one hand that Trotsky up-
held Stalin's counter-revolutionary policy and helped the chief bureau-
crat to sell the masses dowvn the river, and on the other hand can defend
Trotsky by repeating endlessly, as you do, "Trotsky carried on his strug-
glo againgt Stalinist policy within the party". (Political Notes, Feb. 1,
1946. p04 '

Theso words of the "Group of Bevolutionary Marxists," even if
they were repeated n thousand times, can nsver erase the facts. One fun.
damental defect in all these white-washing stories about Trotsky 1s that
they lack substantiation. Let us tak, for example, the question of the
Anzlo-Bussian Committee. The “Group of Revolutionary Marxists" says that
Trotsky insisted "in party circles that the C.I. break with the reformiet
lcnders in the Anglo~-Russian Committee. He did not extend this to an
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open broak —ith the C.I. policy. Such saction e objoctive botrayal of
the British working class." (p.4) ‘“/horo is the substantiating proof, the
"dotail" which history demmnds as a verification, that —hen tho line of
botray~l was introduced by the St~lin gang and during the betrayal itself,
Trotsky as®hotly opposed to thc line followed by the C.I. in Britain®?
(Ibid. ?.4)\ If a single document oxisted -to cstablish such ~ction on
Trotsky's part it would have beon cited docndes ~zo by his hangers—on.
Documents do oxist, but they prove the very opposite, namely that prior to,
and during the betrayal Trotsky fully supportcd Sgalin'e line; that only
aftor the Anglo-Russian Committee hnd performod its countor-roevolutionary
function did Trotsky raisc the issue of the dissolution of the Anblo—Russxan
Committec. This ex post facto "eriticism"' was just a cover-up on Trotsky's
parte.

The "Group of Revdlutionary Harxists® is simply another ILeft-
Trotskyito group. Its line was alrendy st~le in the hands of Oehler and
Stamm from vhom they inhoritod it. That Group's participation in ~tho
clnss struggle consists of spronding Lef t-Trotskyite confusion. It doos
not stand on a Marxist 2inu in the trade union sphere, or elsovhorae.

Tho “"Group of Revolutionary Marxists" climaxss its reply with
this assertion: "Marlon in ‘'exposing' Trotsky leaves a vacuum, for he no—
whorc presents a concrete line."

If by Yconcro*o line"™ is meant something pursued by the "Group
of Rovolutionary Marxzists," that is, a line of drugzing the workers with
Bcononigt-dope such as that the rising cost of living will mnke the trade
union rank-and-file throw up le-~ders to guide the fight agninst the
bourgeoisie, if by a “concrete line" is mennt t0 avoid telling the workers
of Trotsky's prostitution of the Permanent Revolution, nnd to employ
Trotskylite equivocations, distortlons and outright Cannonite and Shacht-
manite fakory to conccal Trotsky's true role in tha Stalinist degencration
of the Sovict Union and the Comintern, then we must confess ¢ havo no
"conerote line" and, in that respect,we definitely leave a completo vacaum.
If, however, under the term concrete linc is undorstcod the policy of
fishting to destroy opportunism within the working class, of tearing the
"arxiet" masks off the betrayers ~nd swindlers, then that is our concrete
line. 4nd if under the term of conercte line is meant to wip the vanguard
‘workers from thoir Stnlinist, Gannonite, Shachtmanite and Ieft Trotskyite
misleaders and organize them into a Marxist party to lead tho mnsses against
the bourgeoisis, then this, indeed, is our concrete line. We have no doubt
th4t the "Group of Revolutionary Marxists" would be over joyed if we abandoned
our concreto line and adopted theirs. We'll afford them no such plonsure.
Thoy stand on the wrong side of the barricades. By repe~ting the typical
Trotskyite lies and copying the customary Trotskyite evasions they range
thomselves on the side of Cannon and Shachtman. But it is not difficult
for an informod workor to see that Cannon and Shachtman support Stalin and
capitalism, that precisely on the Wasie of concealing the true role of
Trotsky, by picturing him as a fighter against Stalinism, they successfully
continue the counter-revolutionary -rork ho st-rted in 1923 of capturing the
subjootively anti-Stalinist workers and tying them back to Stalin and vnrious
labor ngoncies of international Ifmperialism. Wa stand on tho other side of
tho b~rricndes. Our concroto line is to break away tho ~dvanced workers
from Cannon, Shachtman and other props of Stalin and imperialism, to organ-
izo theso workers into a #arxist force which will lead the masses in a

struggle for the Socialist revolution.

» L ] i : »,
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In the Political Notes article on the strike wave, on page one,
there is a slurring remark on the Trotskyites. This serves that Group as
a cover fer the f~ct that to this day they support Trotsky's counter-revolu-
tionary politics nnd fight agninst those ~ho have truly exposed the real
story of Trotsky in tho rise of Stalinism.

On the last page of the Political Yotes strike wave article,
therc is the usual blurb to the effect that only a Marxist party can lead
the proletariat to a successful revolution. ese holiday phr-~ses act as
a cover ‘of the fact that the Left-Trotskyite “Group of Bevolutionary
darxists" is a stumbling block on the path of building a now Harxist partye
The "Group of Raovolutionary Marxists is simply a smaller edition of the
Ochlor-Stamm outfits,

George Marlen
March 1946.
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PEN  FORUMS

BEGINNING OCTOBERr. 16th, AND EVERY UEDNESDAY EVENING
THERZAFTER, the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
will conduct a series of open forums on the vital problems
confronting the workers today. 4t each Forum thers will be
full, free discussion and exchange of views from ths floor.
Topics include the roots of the bureaucratic degencration of
the Octobor Revolution (1917-1923), the development of the
Stnlinist conspiracy and the role of Trotsky, and the
current international situntion.
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Room 301
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