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THE BACKGRQUND OF

'HE _POPULAL FRONT

A). Thc Riss of tho Stalinist Reaction

g

~ HE BOLSHEVIK REVOLUTION of Octob-
y, er, 1917, the greatest liberating
moverent in history, served as a
beacon to the world proletariat to
guide it in 1its struggle against op-
pression. This only successful prolet--
arian revolution stirred the workers
to heroic deeds 1in their fignt for
freedom. But at the same time, how-
ever, 1t encouraged large numbsrs of
opportunists from all camps to attempt
to ingratiate therselves with the pro-
letariat and win a favorable place for
themselves by covering their treacher-
ous character with the mask of Bolshe-
vism. Thousands of opportunists from
the camp of the Social-Democrats, ths
Socialist Bevolutionaries, tae Liber-
als and even tihe Tzarists swarmed into
the Russian Commmunist Party, the Sov-
iat organs and into the newly formed

Comintern. As early as 1920, burocra~
tism fostered by  this reactionary
stratun of Soviet officialdom, was ox-
tremely broad in extent and Lenin ut-
tered sharp warnings against it:

"We dispersed the o0ld burocratic
element and then began to place it
into new Jjobs. The Tzarist buroc~
rats began to go over into Soviet
institutions and instill burocrat-
ism, transform themselves into Com~
munists and to achieve grecater car-

eerist success obtained Cormmunist
Party membership books,  They have
been driven out through the door,
thoy crawl back in through the win-
dow.

"Complaints with regard to buro-
cratism have long been heard, comp-
laints wundoubtedly woll-founded."
(V. I. Louin, Collccted Works, Vol.
XVI, p. 127. Our omphasis.)

The following year Lonin defined the
Soviet State as "a workers! statec with
burocratic distortions™ (V. I. Lenin,
Salected Works, English Edition, Vol.
IX, p. 33.)

At the Teatlh Congrsss of the All-
Union Comrmnist Party in 19<1, wunder
Lenin's guidance, a rssolution on Wor-
kors Domocracy aimed at destroying the
burocratic distortion was adopted with
a view toward congaging the whole of
the working pomnulation in the Jjob of
running the state apparatus.

Soon after this Congress,howsver,
Lenin was eliminated from active party
work oy severe illnoss.

The temporary removal of Lenin
from political action and the great
liklihood that this removal would soon
be made permanont by doath raised the



-2 -

question of the future leadership of
" ‘the Bolshevik Party. Stalin, Zinoviev
and Kamenev, stirred by opportunist
motives and united by a conspiratorial
agreement,began to maneuver to enhance
and make permanent their power in the
Party apparatus. The Central Commit-
tee of the Bolshevik Party, under the
leadership of Stalin, Zinoviev, Kamen-
ev, Bukharin and others, permitted the
resolution on Workers Democracy to re-
main a purely paper affair while buro-
cratism continued to grow rampant.,
Stalin was to handle the organization-
al end of this criminal deal, while
Zinoviev and Kamensv were t0 be the
theoretical chiefs of the Party. In
1921 at the same Congress at which the
resolution on Workers Democracy was
adopted, an .opposite 1line was laid
down by these comspirators. Zinoviev
proposed Stalin for the hitherto non-
existent post of General Secretary of
the Party and at the next Congress
Stalin was installed in this office.

Immediately, Stalin used his post
as General Secretary to enlarge his
personal power by the process of app-
ointing hand-picked followers to the
numerous Party offices and by favoring
those who would be faithful to him for
general membership in the Party. By
the beginning of 1923, Stalin had al-
ready .concentrated so vast a burocrat-
ic power in his hands that Lonin in
his . last political = document, (the
"Testameﬁt“), fearful of such develop-
ments, proposed that Stalin be removed
from the post 'of General Secretary.
Years later, Stalin himself  admitted
Tonin's opposition to him:

. "It is said that in the 'testa~
ment! in question Lenin sugge s ted
to the Party Congress that it
should deliberate on the question
of replacing Stalin and appointing
another comrade' in his placé as
General ©Secretary of the Party.
This is perfectly true...." (Spcech
of J. Stalin at the October Plenary
Session of the C.C. of the C.P.S.U,,
reported in Inprecorr, November
17, 1927, p. 1429.)

. Among the reasons Lenin gave for his
opposition to Stalin's being General
Secretary was Stalin's accumlation of

¢remendous personal power ~which in.
Lenin's opinion Stalin used improper-
ly. Lenin ontrusted Trotsky with the
task of combatting the burocratic
growth directed by Stalin, but Trotsky,
betraying Lonin's confidence, adopted
the opportunistic policy of compromis-
ing with Stalin and of actually sabot-
aging the directives set forth by Len-
in in the "Testament". T r otsky's
treacherous capitulation to Stalin (of
which we speak in greater detail o n
page 43) left Stalin and his clique
free to carry out their machinations.
The already existing burocracy and
thousands of other opportunists, eager
to "join the bandwagon" of the privil-
eged Stalinist clique, willingly gave
it the subservience it demanded.

Mounting political and economic
privileges gave the burocracy vested
interests that had to be defended at
all costs. Within Russia it became
the primary task of Stalin to concen-
trate power more and more in his own
hands. This process of burocratic
contralization and the resultant clim-
ination of whatever workers democracy
had been achieved was concealed by
Stalin Ybehind a vast smoke-screen of
"puilding socialism" in Russia. Marx,
Engels and Lenin had always taught
that a socialist society could be org-
anized only by the combined efforts of
the proletariat of several advanced
countries,and that the notion of tuil-
ding a socialist society self-contain-
od within the confines of a single
country is a reactionary utopia. Len-
in considered the Bolshevik Revolution
only a prelude to a general  Europeoan
uprising and not in itself sufficient
for tho couplete .victory of Socialism:

"Not only tho European, but the
world prolectarian revolution is
maturing beforec the eyos of all,
and it has been assisted, has been
accelerated, has beon supported, by
tho victory of the proletariat in
Russia. Isg all this enough for the
complete vigtory of socialigm? Cer-
tainly not. One gountry can do no
more." (V. I. Lenin, "The prolet-
arian Revolution and the Renegade
Kautsky", p. 73. Our omphasis.)

And again the same idecat
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"The Russian proletariat single-
hended cannot bring the Socialist
revolution to a victorious conclus-
ion. But 1it. can give the Russiah
Revolution a mighty sweep such as
would create most favorable cond i~
tions for a Socialist revolution,and
would, in a sense, start it. It can
help create more favorable circum-
stances for its most important, most
trustworthy and most reliable colla-
borators, the European and the Amer-
ican Socialist proletariut, to join

in the dscisive battles." (V.I.Lenin,

"Lettars
emphasis. )

From Afar%, p. 47. Our

And it was not merely. the backwardness
of Russia that Lonin had in mind when
he formulated the thesis that thoe com-
struction of socialism could not bve
complated by Russia alono. Evon if
conditions in Russia had becn better
than what they wer: actually, such &
completion of Socialism by tho efforts
of ‘Biseis wlohe would still be impos-
sible:

"Wo do not shut our eyos to the
fact that in a gingls country, even
if it were a much less backward
country than Rusdia, even if we
were living amidst hettor conditions
than thosc prevailing after four
years of unprocedented, painful,
sevore and ruinous war, we could
not caerry out the socialist revol-
ution conpletely, solely by our own
efforts." (V. I. Lenin, Selected
Works, Eng. Ed. Vol. VII, pg. 390.
Our erphasis.)

The transition from capitalism to soc-
ialism could not in Lenin's opinion be
finished without the ald of the
international prolectariat:

"We are wvery far from having
complcted evon the transitional
griod from capitalism to social-
ism. %o have never coksoled our—
sdlves with the hope that wa could
finish it without +the aid of the
interrational proleturiat." (Ibid.
page 275.)

Lonin concoeived " of constructing a so-
cialist society as a possibility only
when  carried out along international

dines and on a world scale. To him

the Russian prolctariat was only the

beginner, the vanguard of this gigan-

tic undortaking. The completion of tho
socialigt society would be realized
only by the combined efforts of the

workers of the most advanced countries,
Germany, England and Francee.

"History has given'us, the Ruses-
ian toiling and oxploited classe s,
the honorable role of vanguard of
tho intcrnational socialist revol-
ution; and today we sec clearly how
far the developmont of the revol-
ution will go. Tho Russians com-
menced; the Germans, the Fronch
and the English will finish, and
socialism will bo victorious."(Ibid.
pago 282.)

In his earlior period, rcpcating the
opinions of the great socialist lead-
ers, Stalin also taught that soclalism
could not be bullt i a single country
alone:

"But to overthrow the power of
thic bourgcoisie and ostablish that
of the prolectariat in a single count-
ry is still not to assurc the com-
plete viciory of sbcialism. The
chiief task, tic organization ¢f So-
cialist production, is still to be
accorrplished. Can we succecd and
socure the definitive victory of
Sociulism in one country without
the combinod efforts of the prolet-
arians of geveral advanced count-

ries? Mogt certainly note. The &-
forts of a singls country arc en-

ough to overthrow the bourgeoisie:
this is what the history of our re-
volution proves., But for the defin-
itive triumph of Socialism, the or-
ganization of Socialist production,
the afforts of the country alone
are not enough, pafticularly of an
essenticdly rural country like Rus-
sia;the efforts of the proletarians
of soveral advanced countries aro
nooded." (Stalin, "The Theory and
Practico of Leninism," 1924,
page 25, Our cmphasis.)

The Stalinist burocratic degeneration
developod for three years witliout Sta-
lin introducing any distortiong of
these Marxist~Leninist theoretical
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principles. Contrary to Trotsky's false
assertion that the Stalinist degener-

ation began with Stulin!s adoption of

the "theory" of sociilism in a single

country, facts show that from 1921 to

1924 Stulin was building his burocrat-

ic machine without doviating from the

correct Leninist thesis stated in the

above guotation. Lenin's death affor-

ded Stalin, Zinoviev and Kamenev the

chiance to conceul thesc basic Leninist

truti:s and to parade before the masses

as "buildéng of socialism"™. A short

timo after the above-quoted denial of

the possibility of constructing 80—

cialism in a single cdountry alone was

written, Stalin began to doctor his own
writings on this point. Making a com-

plete about-face, Stalin now announced

a noew "theory" — (stoutly elalming

that it was strictly Leninist,of cowrse)
— to the effect that socialism could

be established in a single country by

its uvnaided efforts:

"Can socialism possibly be es-
tablished in one country alone by
that country's unaided strength?
This question must be answered in
the affirmative." (J.Stalin, Len-
inism, page 53.)

Fully conscious that this new "thoory"
was an opportunist invention, in a
word, a fake pure and simple, Stalin
utilized this domagogic poso as the
"builder of socialism in a & i ngle
country® to justify his burocrat i c
usurpation and centralization of power.

By ideologically confusing the prolet-
ariat, by burocratic wire-pulling and
by G.P.U. torrorism, Stalin finall y

succeedod in cemtralizing enormous po-
wer in his own hands and in surround-
ing himself with a large layer of sy-

cophants who wax fat on exorbitant se~
larics, luxurious private homes and a
thousand and one economic and soc i al
priviloges.

The workors within the Soviet Un-
ion, who have bYeen shorn of their Oc-
tober privileges by Stalinism, are not
the only ones who are a throat to the
Stalinist burocracy, International pro-
letarian revolution wys recognized by
Stalin as early as 1923 to be a danger-
ous menace ¢to his burocratic power.
Proletarian revolution sweeping the
world would serve as an encouragement
to the Russian workers and peoasants to
overthrow their burocratic oppressors.

The intarnational working class, well-
organized, armed and secthing with re-
volutionary zeal would hurl scathing
criticism at Stalin and his burocrats,
would penetrate the Russian masses

with propaganda and enlighten thom on

the causes of their misory, would or-

ganize thom to rebol against the usur-
pers in the Kremlin and establish work-
ors democracy in accord with Lenin's
resolution. The rapacious burocracy

B) THE METHOD OF STALINISM

Under Lonin's guidance, the Bol—
shevik Party steered a course which wes
fundamontally Marxist. The proletariat
marched toward the revolutionary over-
throw of the bourgeoisie and the es-
tublishment of a proletarian dictator-
ship that on o world seale would lead
to the creation of a socialist society.
Lenin sharply realized that there wers
two dangers tihat could divert, the toil-
ing masses from the path toward the
destruction of capitalism, namely, ul-
tra~leftism and wultra-rightism. The
ultra~leftist danger consists in the
workers resorting to tactics which are
in advance of, or in other ways unsuite

quickly realized that this peril Thad
to be crushed.
ed to, the objective situatien. Some

of the nultra-left traps which Lenin
consigtently avoided are, advonturism,
putschism, unpropared and premature
assaults on capitalism, refusal to wu~
tilize avenues of approach to the mas-
ses which are still effective,like re-
formist trade unions and bourgeois
parliaments. The ultra-rightist dis—
tortion of Marxism takes tho form of
some sort of class-collaborationis ¢
maneuver. Participation of revolution-
aries in Dbourgeois cabimmts or any
form of support to any bourgeois gov-
ernment, collaboration with opportun-
ists in so-called "united front" gov-
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ernments or other dovices of this nat-
ure were recognized by Lenin as means
whereby the march of the proletariat
toward freedom from capitalist oppres-
sion was misled, with thoe inevitable
triumph of bourgeois reaction.

The fundamental tactic of Stalin-
ism in its policy of preventing prol-
etarian revolution is to avoid the
Marxist road by diverting the workers
into ultra-ripghitist and ultra-leftist

channel

¥aced with revolutionary devolop-
ments which had to be forestalled to
safeguars the existence of his person-

al power and of the burocracy that sup-

ported him, Stalin as early as 1923,
throuzi: his ally, Zinoviev, who was
then the head of the Comintern, seized
control of this organization by placimg
in the 1lsadership of 1its various
national sections oppdrtunistiz cam
reerists who wers willing to carry out
his dosignse
surges in Germany, Bulgaria and China
particularly engaged Stalin s atton-
tion. To equolch
powor, Stalin launched the Comintern
on an ultra-rightist course. In Ger-
many tie Stalinists formed coalition
governments with the opportuhist So-
clal-democratic leaders in Saxony and
Thuringia and in general made evory
effort to restrain the workers <from
overthrowing the bourgeoisie. Whoen the
German revolution of 1923 was finally
destroyed, Brandler and Thalheimer,the
agents of Stalin in Germany, werc made
the scapegoats for the disasters which
befell the workers. In China in 1923
the Communist Party was ordered to en-

In 1923 revolutionary up-

those menacos to his

ter the bourgeois Kuomintang, which
criminal maneuver brought the Chineso
proletariat completely under the dom-
ination of the bourreoisie. This 1line
was carried out until the horrible ev-
ents of 1927, when the Chinese bourg-
eoisie under the military leadership
of Chiang Kai-shek massacred the en-
tire Communist proletariat and huge
mumbers of revolutionary peasants.

After the defeat of the prolet.-
ariat in Germany in 1923, Stalin co-
vered up the ultra-rightist zigzag
employed in causing this defeat by an
ultra-leftist zipzag. For about six
months the Stalinist traitors shunted
the workers into insane adventurist
tactics. In Egthonia about 300 work-
ers were 1led by the Stalinist buroc-
rats to capturc some polico stations,
a leftist farce which was paraded in
the Stalinist publications as a pro-
lotarian revolution, In Hamburg simi-
lar tactics wore used. After the dis-
aster to the workers in China in 1927,
a putch was ongineered in December' of
the same ycar by the Stalinist leaders
in Canton, wherc overnisht a "soviet"
was manufacturol ani palmed off on the
workers as a seizurc of power. Many
thousands of workers were slaughtercd
as a result of this 1leftist cover for
the previous riphtist line of the Sta-
linist clique in China.

In 1929 the entire Comintern was
sent off on an ultra~loftist, advontu-
rist course, whoss proportions ex-
ceoded anything ovor attempted by the
Stalinists before. It diswor ¢t h-
while to consider this ultra~left 2ig-
zag (1929-1934) in some detail.

C) THE ULTRA-LEFT ZIGZAG

It is extremely difficult to see

through Stalinism during 1its uwltra—
left phase for thon the burocrats pose
as ferocicus rsvolutionists who are
ready to devour capitalism at the drop
of a hat. From 1929 to 1934 thoe Stal-~
inists lured the leftward-movingzg work-
- ers with wild "Red" phrases while at
the same time they gave them a line
whiclh successfully sabotaged the dev-
elopment of a revolutionary strugrle.
Revolution was said by the burocrats

t0 be irminent all over the world.
Even in countries like the United
States where the workers were entirely
under bourgeois domination politically
they were egged on by the Stalinists
to "Capture the Streects,™ the Ilatter
being a favorite Stalinist slogan dur-
ing this period. Insane DYattles with
the police were froquently staged by
the burocrats to deceive tiie workers
into imagining that they wore fighting
capitaliem. The slishtest disturbance
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was magnified as the beginning of re-
volution and the workers were dragged
from o6ne costly adventure to another,
The futile frenzy into which the work-
ers were excited was camouflaged by a
torrent of guotations from Marx,Engels
and Lenin. The average worker in most
of the world looked with amagement at
the .fantastic antics into which the
Stalinist workers were led.

Stalinism gave the most advanced
workers an ultra~left line not only in
the direct struggle with the bourgeoi-
slie but also in their orientation to-
ward the opportunists in the ranks of
the proletariat itself. The bourgeoi-
sie saddle their yoke on the workers
first tarough strictly bourgeois tech-
niques, armed foree, propaganda, bri-
bery, etec., and secondly through their
agents who in the form of social-demo-
cratic and reformist political leaders
of parties, trade unions and other or-
ganizations composed of workers cause
them to follow class-collaborationist
poliﬁies, Lenin knew that without the
destruction of the influence of such
opportunists over the politically con-
scious vanguard of the proletariat the
task of overthrowing the bourgeoisie
is a hopeless one. Hence he conceived
of the forming of a revolutionary party
and International. in terms of winning
the proletarian vanguard away from the
opportuniste. The tactic of exposure
of the opportunists used by Renin con-
sisted in giving the workers scientifi-
cally precise information on tha nature
of opportunism and on how to destroy
it. Seocial-demecracy, which up to the
rise of Stalinism in 1922 was the main
danger within the camp of the workers,
was defined by Lenin as & petty-bourg-
eois democratic  toendency which by
preaching reliance on tho bourgeois-
democratic state prevented the workers
from overthrowing the capitalist class.
Objectively, and in most cases con-
sciously,the social-democratic leaders
from 1914 on acted as the agents of
the imperialists in the ranks of. the
workers. Lenin carefully avoided any
rightist ox leftist attitude toward
gocial-domocracy, for he realized that
to exposc ths role .of social-democracy
to the workers! understanding exact
information on this form of opportun-
ism was essential. In the course of

the struggle against the bourgeoisis,
Leriin. tried to leave the path open to
the social-democratic workers, honest
though misled, to soe their way clear
to breaking with ~ their treacherous
leaders and joining in a common strug-

gle with their fellow-workers in the
Bolghevik Party. In no case did Lenin
introduce any leftist definition of

social-democracy,which did not corres-

pond to objective cxperience and which

therafore could only repulse the work-

ers in the social-domocratic parties.

On the other hand,Lenin fought against

any tendency on the part of the Bolshe-
viks to forsake the complete indepon-

dence of their Party and enter into

any bloc with the opportunists. Lonin

insisted on the absolute organization-

al independence of the Bolshevik Party

and above all on 4its complete freedom
to criticize and expose the opportun-

ists. Any deviation from these prin-

ciplos in the direction of abandoning
the organizational independence of the

Bolshevik Party or of its freedom to

criticize and exposo the opportunists,

was held by Loenin to be a rightist

distortion of Marxism.

Stalinism, however, misleading
the workers with respect to the strug-
gle against the Dbourgeoisie directly
by means of the Comintern ultra~right
and ultra-left zigzags, practices the
same kind of treachery with regard to
the various forms of opportunism ex-
isting in the ranks of the prolotariat
itself. Stalinism Imows that if the
workers learn the true naturc of gll
forms of opportunism, the road for the
building of a gonuine revolutionary
movement becomes clear. As far as
Stalinism itself is concerned, it nat-
urally avoids self-exposure thr ough
powerful demagogy about constructing
socialism in the Soviet Union and by
creating traditional scape-goats of
its former direct allies, Trotsky,
Zinoviev, Bukharin, Brandler and Love-
stone, against whom it levels furious
barrages from +time to time to conceal
its owmn crimes. Stalinism also pre-
vents the workors from understanding
other forms of opportunism, especially
social-domocracy, by distortins the
Leninist tactics against opportuniam
in a leftist and richtist direction.

When Stalin's Cominsern omploys
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an ultra~rightist zigzag as a means of
misleading the workers in the direct
struggle against the bourgeoisie, the
attitude toward social-democracy 4§ s
also colored with ultra-rightism. The
Stalinist burocrats then actually form
agreements with the social.-democratic
burocrats not to engage in any expo-
sure, as was done in France in 1934
when the so-called "united front" was

formed with the French Socialist Party

(see below for details, page 9 ).
During the ultra-left zigzag of the
Comintern, an wultra-left attitude is
takon up by Stalinism toward social-
democracy. Thus, in 1924, during the
brief ultra~left zigzag used by Stalin
to cover up his rightist betrayal of
the revolution in Germany the year be-
fore, Stalin gave the following ultra~
leftist definition of social-democracy:

"Social-democracy is objectively
the moderate wing of fascism.es....
Thege organizations do not contra-
dict each others.«.....Thoy are not
antipodss but:twins..." (J. Stalin,
Communist International, English
Edition, 1924, #6, page 4.)

Stalin's "definition" of s ocial-demo-
cracy wiich identifies it with fasciam
stands in sharp contradiction to Len-
in's which states that social-denocracy
is a petty-bourgoois dJemocratic ten-
dency:

"The Socialists and Social-Demo-
crats of +tho Second International
profess the point of view of vulgar
petty-bourgeoig democracy, and
share the prejudicé that the ballot
can solve the fundamental problemg
of the class struggle." (V. I. Len-
in, Selected Works, English Ed.
Vol. VI, pp.481-2. Our Emphasis.)

Stalin's anti-Leninist definition of
social~domocracy eet the pattern for
the Stalinist attitude toward social-~
democracy during the ultra~left zigzag
of 1929-1934. A Stalinist parody of
Lenin's term, "social-patriot", re-
sulted in the monstrosity, "social-
fascist", which the Stalinists applied
to the social-democrats, It was stated
more explicitly:

"Indeed, social fascism by no

meang needs to0 be developed into
'pure! fascism. It alroady IS act-
val fascism." (Communist Interna-
tional, Volume VII, page 10l. Em-
phasis in the original.) :

Let it not be 4imagined that this cri-
minal 1identification of social-demo-
cracy with fascism was a mere matter
of wordplay. The tragic results of
this Stalinist ultra-left maneuver
wore that the Stalinist workers were
gent into dis&strous and often murder-
ous battles with the social-democratic
workers. Both the social-democratic
and Stalinist workers were prevented
by this device from understanding the
nature of social-democracy. The Stal-
inist workers were tricked into mis-
taking social-democracy for a brand of
fascism, and the social-democ ratic
workors were naturally repulsed from
Corrmnism which they identified with
Stalinism, for they Imew that their
orpanization~ is not a fascist one. To
the social-democratic workers ¢t h e
"party" that paraded as Cormmunist was
simply a collection of raving and
homicidal lunatics.

Such provocative tactics served,
of course, to preserve the influence
of the social-democratic leaders over
their followers, The Stalinist tactic
of calling social-democracy "social-
fascist" and "fascist" placed theso
misleaders in a very comfortable posis
tion, They could come before their
followors and say: Comrades, the com-
manists call us Soclalists fascists.
Wo all kmow that this is a despicable
lie and is typical of the treacherous
policies of communisn. We are per—
foctly Justified in attacking comrun-
ism as a menace +t0 the working class.
Don't trust the communists for they
are splitters, liars and saboteurs,
Trust us, comrades, trust social-demo-
cracy, In this way the ©Stalini st
traitors played directly into the
hands of the criminal social-democrat-
ic leaders and helped fortify their
influence amongst the workers.

Furthermore, the reformist trade
unions were also denounced by the Sta-
linists as social-fascist and fascist
and the Stalinist workers werc headed
into separate trade unions in isola-
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tion from the major portion of the
proletariat. The Stalinist burocrats
were shouting that they wanted to des-
troy the reformist trade unions, as
Lozovsky, ¢the Stalinist trade union
chieftain, plainly stated:

"There is no need to shout from
the housetops 'destroy the unions!
as was done in Germany. But that we
want %o break up the reformigt

unions, that we want to wrest from
them the workers, that we want to
explode the trade union apparatus
and destroy it -~ of that therse
cannot be the glightest doubt."
(A. Lozovsky, Red International

Labor Y¥nion Plerum,
1932. Our emphasis.)

February 15,

The Stalinist leaders who are thmough-
ly familiar with Lenin's writings, are
entirely aware that Lenin considered
it obligatory for +true Marxists to
work in reformist trade unions regard-
less of how <reactionary they were.
Dual) unionism, i.e., isolating the ad-
vanced sections of the workers in
"Reéd"® trade unions was held by Lenin
to be ultra-~-Leftism:?

“To Tefuse to work in the re~
actionary trade unions means leav-
ing the insufficiently developed or
backward masses of the workers un-
der the influence of the reaction-
ary leaders, the agents of the
bourgeoisie, the labour aristocrats,
or the 'completely bourgeois work-
erg!." (V. I. Lenin, "Left—Wing
Communism, An Infantile Disorder,"
Selected Works, English Edition,Vol.
X, page 93.)

Like the influence of the social-demo-
cratic leaders, that of the reformist
trade union burocrats was enhanced.

In all the major countries, t he
Stalinist parties remained small and
isolated from the general  working
class movement —-— with the exception
of Germany. It was the latter country
which up to 1933 played the pivotal
role in the game of Stalinism. Here,
the upsurge of the workers was extreme,
so that large numbers of them, mistak-
ing Stalinism for & revolutionary
forceé, fell into the Stalinist trap,

At ite height the Stalinist party of
Germany had above 300,000 members with
& following of almost 6,000,000 voters.
In Gormany, as in all countriocs, Stal-
iniem diverted this left section of
the proletariat from the Marxist
course and engaged it in maniacal
bouts with the rest of the working
class and with the bourgeoisie.

The frightful growth of Hitlerism
made it clear that the bourgecoisie
wera preparing to transform their rule
from "democratic" to fascist. A genu-
ineé Leninist party would have organized
the workers with a view to combatting
bourgeois rule which was then becoming
fascist. To guarantee that the workers
under their domination would be incap-
able of seriously combatting the Nazis,
the Stalinist burocrats gave thom tho
fellowing directive:

“"All the resources of the party
‘must be thrown into the fight
againgt Social Democragy."” (Commun-
ist International, July 1931, page
1154, Our emphasis.)

With most of the roesources of the Stal-
inist party flung against thoe social-
democrats, therc was indeed 1little
loft with which to resist the Nazis.

Bending every fibre in their ef-
fort to prevent the workoers from of-
fectively resisting fascism along re-
volutionary lines, the Stalinist buro-
craty evon spread the hideous i llusion
that capitalism naturally passeos
through fascism before the proletarian
revolution is achleved.

"The capitalist world is heading
for revolution but before succumb-
ing it goes through the phase of
Fdsciem, Fascism is going to be
the last stage of capitalism before
the world revolution." (D. Z. Manue
ilsky, spesech at the Tenth Plenum
of the Executive Committes of the
Commmist International.)

The upshot of Stalinism in Ger-
many was the continuance of capitalism,
which was preciscly in accordance with
Stalinist schemes. Revodutionary Ger-
many would have swept capitalism and
all oppression out of Europe and would
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have encouraged the dussian workers.to
struggle to wipe out the oppresaive
Stalinist burocracy and sstablish wer-
kers! democracy. By 1933 the workers
were so conpletely bewilderad, torn as
they were betweor - the Stalinist and
social-democratic burocrats, that thoy
were provented irom saowing any rosis-
tance aguinsi the fascists., Tue Huzis
thoms21vos were astonisied at tho case
of their victory. Tac Stalinists' at-
terpt to cover up their treachery Dby
the fable that, due to the split in
the working class, armed r esistance
was impossivle is perhaps one of the
o¢ t301r batrayal.
in Ragsia

occurrea  waisn thg Wctklﬂa CLASS was
splis, and with  the meirrity of the

toiling masses wnder the inflacnes of
reformist and cownter-revelutisnawy
partiss., in addition to waici the Hus-
sian proletariat was as a whole far
Smaller than the . German of 1933 as
comparad to the total population and
irfinitoly less better orgunized, odu-
catcd and clasgs conscious. .The 3if-
ference betweon . the course of cvants
in Itussia in 1917 and in Germany in
1933 lics in tho .fact that the Russian
workers were led by Lenin and anis col-
lecagues who worked for the prolziariat
while the Gerran workers werce misled
by scoundrcls whosc main concern was
to prevent proletarian revolutions 1In
workers wero simply sold
out. by all their leadsrs.

In the maunner typical of the
Stalinist burocrats, the first roac-
tion of the Corintern leadership was
to assert vigorously that the "lino"
of tiic Comrmunist Party f Gemany had
been corract:

"The Prosidium of the ECCI doe-
lares that the political line and
tuo organigational policy pursued
ty the C. C. of tho Comrmnist Party
or. Germany, 124 by Comr-.de Thacl-
maan, bofore and at the time of the
H:tlor coup, was gquito CCTLPyt."(BO
solution of the Prosidium .of the E.
C-C.I,, Daily Worker, April 17,1933.
Our erpuasise)

And, above all, tho chiof villain of
tho piece 1mist be protected: "How
correct ‘are the words of Comrede Stal-
in-that "Social Damocracy is the mod-
orate wing of fascism'.® (Tho Commun-
ist, oditorial, April 1933,)

2 defcat of tho Gorman workers,
whio wore always considercd by Lenin as
tho most advanced and the most ripe
for socinlism, is a disaster of ineal-
culablc prozortions,

Nevertheless despite the bdbrazen

attoumpt t6 cover up their Judas! role,

tne  Stalinist lcaders had to Licad off
thic rising discontent of their victims.

D) TEE_TRANSITION TO Tl PREGENT

ULTRA-

LIGUT LINE

The victory of Hitlor evoked res-
entment a.ocngst the Stulinist rank and

file and in tl.e working clads genorally.

Tiue ultra-left 1line w.s seen by m.ny
worizers to be suicidal. Eupeel a lly
in France tne closcness of the Hitler
terror aroused overwhelming alarm in

“the hearts of the proletariat,

Graduully and:very cautiously the
line -was cianged for the
ultra-rigat. In France, the ultra-
right zigzag was wushered in by the
Stalinist burocrats signing- an agrec-—
ment with the social-demoératic leéad-
ers to refrain from criticism and ex-
posure of these traitors’ to the pro-
letariat. .

"Firstly, our party agrecd to
rafrain from criticism of the So-
cialist Party durinz the period of
joint activity, (i.e., during the
ultra-right zigaag - J.C.H.). This
is a very scrious concessior on th
part of the Communists.

"They agreed not only to-refrain
from -criticism on all urgont nolit-
ical questions during the period of
joint acvivity, but they also agreed
to put-aside the discussion of even
theorctical difforcnces."  (Coumun-
ist International, Sept. 5, 1¢ 3 4,
page 656.)

Thus, while during the ultra-left zig-
zag the Stalinists accuse the social-
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democratic party of Dbeing a fascist
organization, during the ultra-right
zigzag they agree not to criticize so-
cial-democracy. This treacherous
agreoment on the part of these two
opportunist organizations to kecop mum
about their crimes was palmed off on
the trusting workors as a Munite d
front® which was going to "fight fas-
cism". In reality, unowever, tiis
"united front" conspiracy of silence
was but the prelude to the complete
ultra~right Comintern zigzag. Dis-
cretion had to be used in slipping
over this new maneuver to divert the
toilers from the Marxist path. Thore
wor: many hot-heads in the Stalinist
party from the ultra~left days to whom
support of a capitalist government,
voting for imperialist war budgets and
the other criminal doings now welle
known as "Popular Frontism" would be
extremely obnoxious. The ultra~right
zig zag had to be fed In easy doses.

The Stalinist burocrats, palming
themselves off as the "inheritors" of
the October Revolution, muke stronuous
efforts to create the impression that
they are engaged in "fighting fascism."
Thus, they try to make the workors bo-
lieve that the change in Stalin's for-
eign policy, i.e., hi#s reorientation
away from Germany toward France, and
the change in the Comintern 1line
to Popular Frontism were necessitated
by the desire to fight fascism, parti-
cularly German fascism. We  shall
prove, however, that this contention
is entirely false. The change in Sta~
lin's foreign policy will be shown to
be unrelated to the victory of fascism
in Germany, and as for thoe Comintorn
line, the ultra-left zigzag carried
over for more than two yoars after
Hitler came to power.

Witn tho advent of Hitler,it must
be remomoerad, the relations betweon
Soviet Russia and Germuny were upset,
for after 1933 German impoerialism
spurned Moscow's friendship. The cri-
sis in Germany had Dbecome so intense
that German imperialism, Dblocked on
the west by the colossal military
might of the Anglo-French group, was
forced to turn to conguest in the east
for salvation. At first the Stalinist
burocracy made efforts to form a col-
loctive security pact with Nazi Gerse

many, but the Nazi foreisn minister,
Baron von Neurath, rejectod this (N.Y.
Times, Jan. 14, 1934). Whoretpon Sta-
lin beran to dicker with France for an
alliunce. Even thoush the Nazis had
alrcady rejectod his offer of an alli-
ance, however, Stalin did not abandon
his cfforts to maintain friendly re-
lations with Gorman imporialism. Ac-
cordingly, the proposed Franco-Soviot
Pact was 1left open for Nazi Gormany
(and also semi-fascist Poland) to join.

1is is stated plainly in the Stalin-
ist publications of that period, as
for oxample in this passage from an
editorial in Soviet Russia Today (June
1935, page 3):

"The fact remains that the door
has been left wide open for Germany
and Poland to join the pact as well.
4As Earocld Denny pointed out in his
dispatch from Moscow to the Now
York Times (May 11, 1935): ‘'The
Soviets have not only left the door
open for Germany to Jjoin the new
pact but have put a "welcome" mat
on the threshold. If the pact is
such that Germany can onter, then
Poland can also.'" (Our emphasis.)

Here 1is the basic facts Stalin
had not the faintest desire to oppose
the Nazis, but on the contrary wanted
to form an alliance with them. His
aim was simply to continue witl Hitler
the samc friendly relations that cox-
isted between @ermany and the USSR
prior to 1933. The role of a "fishter"
against fascism was forced on Stalin
by the German imperialists, much ag-
ainst his will. Stalin, of course,
aas not hesitated to make vast demag-
ogic use of this falso-face of “anti-~
fascism" in winning over the workers
to the Comintern, his international
machine of counter-revolution. Today
Stalin and his Litvinovs, Dimitroffs
and Caching have the effrontery to
tell the workers that the Franco-Sow
viet Pact,left open orizinally for the
fascists tc join, is intended as =&
"weapon against fascism." Morco ver,
Stalin himeslf in a speech to his dbu-
rocrats stated openly that in reoriend-
ing hils foreign policy from Gormany
toward France he was not motivated by
the rise of fascism in Germany, or as
Lie puts it "fascism 1s not the issue
heret:
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"In this connection certain Ger-
man politicians say that now the
USSR has taken an orientation to-
wards France and Poland, -that from
being an opponent of the Versailles
Treaty it has become a supporter of
it, and that this change is to be
explained by the estatlishment of a
fascist regime in Germany. This is
not true. Of course, we ars far
from being enthusiastic about the
fascist regime in Germany. But
fascism is. not the isgue here, if
only for the reason taat fasciem,
for exaumple in .Italy, did not prev-
ent the USSR establishing vory good
relations with that country." (J.
Stalin, "“Report to the }7th Con-
reus of the C.P.S.U.", Inprecorr,
Fob. 13, 1934.p.237. Our emphasis.)

Tais is a plain statement that Stalin
intended to contime "very good re—
latiorns" wita tihe Nazis if only ths

latter were willing. Fascism in Italy
had rot provented the Stalin clique
from having "vory good relations" with
that country in the past and was not
to prevent in the futuroe the Stalin-
ists from giving what auounted to act-
ual support to tho Italian conguest of
Ethiopia by large shipments to Italy
of wheat, oil and road building mater-
ials. No, Stalin's reoriontation of
his forcign policy was not caused by
tho victory of fascism in Gormany:

"The point is that the policy of
Gormany has changed. The -point is
that even before tho prosent German
politicians came into power,a fight
betweon two political 1lines brokse
out in Germany,botween the old pol-
icy which found expressiorn irn the
woll-known treatiss with the USSR
and Gormaeny and the 'new' policy
which in the main recalls the pol-
icy of the Kaiser of Germany who at
oric time occupied the Ukraine, un-
doertook a march against Leningrad,
and transformed thoe Baltic count—
ries into a place d'armes for this
marcii; and this new policy is oOb-
vicusly gaining the upper hand over
the old policy." (Ibid., page 237.
Our cmphasis.)

Thus, Stalin conceives the whole prob-
lem not in terms of the dovslopment of

fascism but as the developmont of a
new line of German imperialism which
harks back to the imporialism of the
0ld German Empire. Stalinist workers
should remember this when their lead-
ers try to mako them bolicve that
somchow fascism is a "now kind" of im-
perialism, that tho Loninist tactics
of fighting this "new kind" of imperi-
alism cannot follow tho o0ld 1lines of
"furrning the imperialist war into a
civil war" 4in all countrios. Stalin
for 'tho bonsfit of his burocrats cor-
rectly evaluates presont-day Germa nyg
as simply an dmperialist country which
has changed +the orientation of 1its
foreign policy. The fact that it is
now under fascism introduces no basic-
ally now problem for the Soviet buroc-
racy. Stalin of course dogs not tell
the workers that the proletariat must
pursue the "old" Leninist line 4{m
fighting imperialism. To tlhc workers
he says that since there is "fascism"
in Germuany Lonin's policy of revolu-
tionary defoatism of the homo bourg-
eoisiz in Fronce, England, tlo United
States and wiierever imporialism exists
is no longor corroct. It is obvious
therefore that if the German imperizl-
ists had bocn content to continue a
line against England and France as
fascist Italy wag doing,thon thce = Se-
viet burocracy would have had "ver y
good rclations" with fascist Germany.
If the Stalinists had succecded in
wrangling -a collective socurity pact
out of Hitler, we would now have dinned
in our ears that thc purpose of this
alliance is to "dofend the .Soviet Uni-
on"ragainst. French imporialism. How
supporting Nazl militarism - or French
nilitarism, for that matter -= consti-
tutos "defending the Soviet  Union"
would have %beon '"explainsd" as the
Stalinists ‘“explained" - that Stalin's
holping to -equip Italy for her conquest
of Ethiopia was done to ™preserve tho
peace of Europe."

It is wo@ssential to realize that
the Stalin cligue nover intonded to
fight fascism, has had "“very good re—
lations" with Italian fascism and was
porfectly willing to live in peace and
friendship with Nazi Germany. As far-
as tho Stalinist diplomatic maneuvers
ara concerned, "fascism is not tiho is- .
sue here." To Stalin it is a matter of
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indifference whether he forms an alli-
ance witi a "democratic" or with a fas-
cis?t power, for his aim is to comp ro-
wiss with imperialisii as long as t h e
latter is willing. "Collective secur-
ity" is absolutely unrelated to any
"jufense of democracy against fascism"
and is nothing more than Stalin's at-
tempt to cast in his lot with one or
anothar imperialist gang regardless of
whether it is "democratic" or fasciste
The belief that Stalin intendod to op-
pose fascism is a dangerous illusion.

An squally dangerous illusion is
that the present wultra-right 2zigzag
called Popular Frontism is intended
also as a struggle to prevent fascism.
It will be shown in detail that the
purposc of this new "line" is nono oth-
er than to bind the world proletari at,
including the French workers, to the
bourgeoisie to prevent proletarian re-
volution.

Today after two years of the Popu-
lar Front policy it has becomoc the
standard practice of tha Stalinists to
support all the military appropria-
tions of the French imperiulists. The
pretext given for this treachery 1le
that fascism in Germany is a threat to
world peace, and hence to  support
French miiitarism 1is a blow against
Germar. fascism and in defence of the
Soviet Union. Hitler was  appointed
chancellor on January 31, 1935 and the
Nazi barrage promptly began. The re-
arming of Germany with subsidies from
England, France and Americua proceeded
at a furious pace and Hitler's throats
aguinst the Soviet Ukraine becume the
talk of the whole world. Yet as late
ag Marca 1935, more than two years af-
ter the rise of fagcism to power in
Gormany, the French Stalinists were
still, in words at least, against the
war preparations of the French "democ-
ratic" government:

"The debate in the Chamber of
Doputies on the extension of the
term of military sorvice was delib-
erately kept in the dark and the
division by no mcans expresses a
well-defined alignment in two oppo-
site c.umps. Among the opponents_of
the Bill ore finds the Commnists,
dotormined opponents of ‘'national

(Inprecorr, March =23,

defonge.'".
Our emphasis.)

1935, p. 349.

We find that, still using the "Lenin-

ist" phraseology of tho ultra-loft

days, the Stalinists proclaimed them-

solves "dotermincd oppononts of nation-
al defonse." Of course, +this 1line

was staunchly asserted to be "absolu—

tely corrcet," although today, though
fascism is still in Gormany and still

throatens the Soviet Union as it did

in March 1935, tlhis line is denodunced
as "abedlutely countcr-revolutionary."

Today with the pre-fascist Daladier

government-by-decreo in office, the

Stalinists suprort all the plans of
French militarism and excuse their

treactery by bYlaming it on German re-

armament. But on March 23, 1935,when
fascisu was alrcady in power in Ger-

many and arming to the hilt, tho Stal-

inists mancged to utter truc words ab-

out the nature of the armament race

and its rclation to imperialist war:

"Necdless to say,every capital-
ist =overnment attempts to burden
its rivals with the rosponsibility
for. the open return to the acceler-
ated arrmament race. That ogain is
Just as it was in 1913. Evervono
wants to be the last to begin, ev-
eryon2 is only out fér self-defence,
everyone 1is thinking only of the
maintenance of poaco.i....s wo all
know the old, old story. The truth
is that war is  insoparable from
capitalism and that a 'peace! such
as the one concluded in 1919-1920
is only an intorlude between new
inevitable wars, as s80On as a new
relation of forces is established
between  the imperialist groups
strug~ling for the oxploitation of
tiie woaltl: of the world in ths in-
terests of a single class."
(J. Berlioz, Inprecorr, March 23,
1935, page 349.5

War is inscparable from capital-
ism, wo learn ffrom this porson who now
informs us that Poépular Frontism will
prevent war without the revolutiorary
overthrow of caritalism. We are told
by this Stalinist wko pow shricks for
a biggor and boatter French army and
navy that those why try to Dbl ame
French arming on "other" countrics are
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cheats and betrayers of the workers.To
say that "everyone is out only for
gelf-defense", — (This includes Franwm)
-~ is the "old, old story," 4in a word,
hokum, we hear from Berlioz who now
howls that ¥rench imperialiem is form~
ing "collective security" pacts "only
for self-defence," only for the "main-
tenance of peace." That French arm—
ing oncourages Hitler to build new
weapons was loudly proclaimed oy the
Stalinists?

other hand - and while
allowing the nogotiations on pacts
to drag on — French imperial ism
thought to restrain Nazi expansion
by augmenting its military apparat-
us. Far from achieving this object,
howesver, they furnished the Third
Roich with ome pretext after anoth-
er. This criminal error still in-
apires French policy as is to be
seen frow the above-mentioned meas-—
uras (proposals for huge increasos
in French armaments)." (Inprecorr,
April 6, 1935, page 400.)

"On the

The present incredibly colossal French
armamant budget of the Popular Front
government (sce below for details), in-

c%dcntally gives the lie to the claim
S5ta ;Qat a cgl%ect1vo

bcurit nusza
gigned ay 5, 1930 woula rolieve
France of the necessity of increasing

her war materials. And finally, in
still earlier days, but still fifteen
months after Hitler's accession to po-
wer, tho Stalinists in France were ri-
diculing the social-democrats for
their belief that a vote for war cred-
its to the imporialists was necessary
as a means "of defending democracy ag-
ainst fascism." In analyzing the pol-
icy of the French Socialist Party
adopted by the DNational Council on
May 11, 1934, the Stalinist, Jacque s
Berlioz, glouts ¢that tho porfidious
sjogan of "defending democracy ag-
ainst fascism" could not be admitted
by the social-domocracy openly asits
policy:

"Nothing whatever was suld reg-
arding the main problom of nation-

al defence and war. It gould not
be admitted that all  sections,

from the Right to tiae Left, stand
for national defence under the

pretext of the necessity of defend-
ing democracy against fasci gsm."
(J. Berlioz, "Against Countor-rev-
olutionary Social-Democracy," In-
precorr, June 8, 1934. p.888. Clur
omphasis.)

This was the lingo of tho Stalinists
aftor fascism came to power in Geor-
many. This wag the "official line"!

Wringing money from tho hide of
the proletariat to support the imper-
ialist murder machine 1is naturally
detestabloc to every class-conscious
worker and Stalinism during the wul-
tra-loft orgy played on this sentiment.
Today the Stalinists spread the "old,
old story" that the workers.must sanc-
tion the huge armament budget of
French imperialism on the "pretoxt" of
defending French "democracy" against
Gorman "fascism." Thus they gind wun-

der their heel the fundamentals of
RBeninism. The basic principle of Len-

inism on imperialist war the Stalin-
ists today carcefully conceal. In cur
analysis of the sevocral Popular Front
governments we shall show that 1if
French impoerialism has changed in any
way since Lenin lived it has been only
to grow morg doceptive and vicious.

These aro the only ‘"conditions that
have changed."
During this transition perio d

from the ultra-left to the ultra-right
zigzag, the Stalinist traitors, cau-
tious, wore s8till mouthing Lcninist
phrases attacking bourgeois democracy.
They wera carcful not to come out pro-
matursly with their presont brazen
talk about "dofonding democracy ag-
ainst fascism" and honce wo find Man-
uilsky, a very high mogul of the Stal-
inist machine, saying the following
about French Ybourgeois democracy al-
most one year after Hitler came to po-
wer.

"The French bourgecoisic, for ex-
ample, finds the husk of bourgeois
domocracy, serving as it doos as a
convenient screcn for fascist meth-
ods, moro advantageous at the pres-
ent stage than open fascist Jictat-
orsiip. Firstly, this democratic
husk gives the French bourgsoisie a
ready-made 1idocology in the future
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imperialist war with Germany; sec~
ondly, it permits French imperial-
ism better to achieve its aims both
in the colonies and among the vas-
sal states; thirdly, by upholding
democratic illusions among the work-
ers, it permits the French bourg-
eoisie to consolidate the regime of
political bondage and economic exp-
loitation .of the proletariat."
(D. Z. Manuilsky, "Revolutienary
Crisis, Fascism. and War," 13th Ple-
num of the E.C.C.I., December 1933,
page 26.)

Can there be any doubt that the Stalin-
ist burocrats are completsly aware

that Dbourgeois democracy. in the pres-

ent period of the decline of capital—

ism serves as a cover for the passage

of the bourgeoisie to fascist methods

of rule? Manuilsky; as well as Thoresz,
Browder, Dimitroff, Pollitt, Pleck and
every one o0f the. scoundrels serving

Stalin, is fully .conscious that "by
upholding democratic 1illusions among
the workers" tney enable the bourgsoi-

sie "to consclidate the regime of pol-

itical bondage and economic exploit-

ation of tae proletariat.®™ Note that

Manuilsky knows that France's future

war with Germany will be an rial-

ist war and that the “democratic husk"

(which the Stalinists are now halping

to drape over the oyes of the prolet-

ariat) gives the bourgeoisie a "ready
made idedlogy" witi: which to bamboozle

the workers.

It is clear that the dropping of
the ultra~left 1line and the adoption
of ths ultra-right, Popular Front,
line had nothing to do with the so-
called fight against fascism. Surely
it could not have taken such "super-
Marxists" as the Stalinists more than
two years to discover that Germany had
gone fascist and was raging for new
worlds to conguer. But one roason ex-
ists for the change in "line." The

workers, showing signs of rebellion
against Stalinisr because of the dis-
astrous ultra-left policy, had to be
held in check with a new kind of balte.

. Under the guise of "adapting the line

to now conditions," the Stalinists

launched . the ultra-right, Popu lar

Front policy, ‘which fooled the workers

into thinking an improvement in Comin-

torn policy had been made.” Instead,

the workers have aguin been lured away

from a correct revolutionary line and

firmly bound to the Dbourgcoisic by
méans of ultra-rightism. The state-
monts gquoted above were made during

the period of traneition whon it was

not yet possidble to come out oponly

for a jingo, opro-imperialist policy.

Hence wo find the Stalinists still us-

ing Leninigt-sounding language. I ¢

was not long, however, before the work-
ors had been successfully decoycd a~
wey from the ultra-left line and the

full Popular Front rigamarole was un-
loashed.

It may be argued by some workers
that the French governments from the
timo of the victory of Hitler in Jamu-
ary 1933 to the formation of the first
Popular Front government in Junc 1936
wors "ordinary" bourgeois democratic
govornmentes and hence tha Stalinists
woere, correct in attacking them. But
since Junec 1936; guchh readers will say,
the Frencl: bourgsois democratic gov-
ernments have beocn Popular Front gov-
ernmonts, sometiing new and bdetter,
and hence pow tho Stalinists are right
in supporting suc: capitalist joverne-
ments. In answer to this wo will
prove that the soveral Popular Front
governments that have existed in
France to date are nothinz but ordin-
ary capitalist govermments, that they
have carried out all the traditional
reactionary policies of French imperi-
alism - and  have brought ruin on the
workers and peasants of France and her
colonias.
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THE ULTRA-RIGHT ZIGZAG IN FRANCE AND ITS COLONIES

* %

A

: "N FEBRUARY 6, 1934 the French
fascists, followers of Count de 1la
Rocque, pressed by France's internal

difficulties and encouragad by  the
easy victory of the Nazis the year be-

fore, undertook a "march on Paris."
While not precisely a move to seilze
power, this demoastration was defin-
itely intended to precipitate a polit-

idal crisis, to frighten the wurkers
inyo submission and to encouragse the
bourgeoisis into throwing their sup-
port unreservedly benind the fascist

movement. Tris bold show of
strength by France's reactionaries,
however, actod as a boomerang. Its
results were tho exact opposite of

what was expccted. Six days later the
workers of Paris poured into the
streats well over a million strong in
an epoch making demonstration against
fascism. This was a political general
strike involving no economic domands.
The Stalinist press reported:

"On Monday, February 12, at
leagst 2,000,000 toilers took part
in the gcneral strike, among them o-
ing the officials of all catsgor-
ies including the teachers, who had
novor before tgken part in a gener-
al strike, and before all the post-
al employcss. If the reform ist
railway workers! union had not sab-
otagod the order to strike, the
whole 1life of the country would
have been at a standstill. Every
where powerful street  domonstra-
tions took place in which the call
for Soviets was raised." (Imprecorr,
March 1, 1934, page 332,)

The fascists were confounded and the
bourgeoisie terrified. The capitalist
press was filled with wild ravings ab-
out "revolution." Unfortunately, th e
fears of the bourgeolsie were ground-
less, for, while this powerful show of
working-~class militancy satopped the

*

The Ultra-Right Zi
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in France

fascists for the moment, it was prev-
ented from taking on gemine revolu-
tionary features and was finally comp-
lotely dissipated.

It was this proletarian upsurgse,
precipitating Fronch capitalism into
an intense crisis, and shaking it to
its very roots, that Stalinism had to

quell. A seizure of power by tne work-
ers of France -~ the aim of every
gonuine revolutionary — would have

electrified the entire world prolctar-
iat. Socialist revolution would have
vprooted capitalism in the strongest
country on the European continent, and
would have sent an irresistible revol-
utionary tide surging through Gormany,
Italy, Poland,Spain. The essified Sta-
linist clique in Moscow fishing for al-
liances with fascists or for a bone
from the "domocracies" so as to insure
its lucrative jobs, private homes,autos
and its political privileges from the
wrath of a new wave of proletarian re-
volution, would have had to reckon
with the might of an armed wo rking
class in one or several of the most
advanced countries in thoe world. It
was to crush such developments, and
for no other rsagon, that the Popular
Front =zigzag, "suiting" thce mood of
the masses disillusioned with udtra-
leftism, has boon introduced.

Tho tactic of Popular Frontism is
an 01d and simple one, The workers
are told that to0 save thomselves from
reaction they must throw all their
support behind tho Ybourgeois "democ-
ratic" government. The slogan "Defond
Democracy from Fascism," rejected by
tho Stalinists as wo have seen for
more than one year after the advent of
fascism in Germany, suddenly becomes
“"abgolutely correct." The fact that
in pragtice +this is nothing but sup-
port of & capitalist governmont, with
all its hideocus consequences, is caro~
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fully concealed or camouflaged under a
whirlwind of phrases about marching
"through democracy to socialism." The
basic Leninist axiom that a government
of any nature whatever in an imperial-
ist country 1s nothing but the agent
of the imperialists and can act only
against the interests of the proletar-

iat, is denounced as counter-revolu-
tionary. It is truly symbolical that
Leon Blum, an o0ld hand at betraying

the workers, was the first Popular
Front premier, coming dinto power on
June 5, 1936 on the wave of militant
but misled anti-fascist sentiment.
Blum has bYeon practicing a sort of
"Popular Frontism" for over 3 of a
century for the same rcason that the
Stalinists practice it now,—to desc-~
eive the workers and drag them away
from a revolutionary solution of their
problems.

The ©Stalinist leaders were actu~-
ally using Popular Frontism about a
year before the hocus pocus of the 7th
World Congress of the C.I. was execu-
ted. The Stalinist rank and f£fil e,
however, were told that <the new line
was "hamnered out™ at this jamboroce.
Dimitroff, a willing tool, incantcd as
follows:

"And if in France the anti-fas—
cist movemont leads-to the formation
of a governmeéent which will carry on
a recal struggle against French fas-
cism — not in word but in deed —
will carry out the program of dem-

ands of the anti-fascist peoplels
front, the Communists, while rem-
aining the irreconcilable foes of

every bourgeois government and sup-
portsrs of a Soviet government,
will nevertheless, in ths face of
the growing fascist dangér, be pre-

pared to support such a govern-
mente" (G. Dimitroff, "Tho Unitod

Front Against Fascism and War,"
Seventh World Congress of the C.I.,
August 2, 1935, pp. .43-44. Emphas-
is in tho original.)

First obsorve the 'moaninglessness of
the self-contradictory sequence o f
thoughts: that, whilo remaining the
"irreconcilable" foes of "every bourg~
eois government,® the Stalinists will
nevertheless support a bourgsois gov-

ernmont., That it was a bourgeois gov-
ornmont which tho Stalinists intended
to support -~ dospito the fact that
the wily Dimitroff avoids poin ting
this out specifically — subsequont
events have all-too-abundantly shown.

It is with windy gibberish sguch as

this, designed to cover up the betray-
al of a fundamontal Leninist principle,
nsver 10 support a bourgceols govern-
mont in an imperialist country in any
way whatever, that the Stalinists have

gsucceeded in  bamboozling the well-
moaning followers in the ranks of
their party. The term, "Soviet govern-
ment" is of course thrown in as a fin-
al artistic touch, to lure thc mind of
the listoning worker away from the
real gist of this treachery, namely,
the congcious intent to support the
capitalists and their govermment. An-
other point to be noticed is that Dim-
itroff can conceive of a bourgeois
govermment which will fight fascism
"not in word but in deed." This "in-
novation," which involves the oriminal
promise that a bourgeois sovernment,
"the oxecutive committee of the ruling
class" (Marx and Engels), will seri-
ously fight tho most militant agents
of that ruling class, the fascists,
has beon the secial-democrats! contri-
bution to the victory of Hitler in
Germany and Austria and the Stalin-
ists! social-democrats!, anarchists'?
and POUMists! contribution to the over-
increasing successes of Franco in Spain.
This tho Stalinists know and have re-
peated over and over again¥®

"The more the workers place
their trust in legalism, in consti-
tutionalism, in bourgeeis democracy,
the more they make sacrifices to

save the existing regime as the
Ylesser ovil" against the menace of
Fascism, the hoavier become the
capitalist attacks and the more ra-
pid the advanco to Fascism. To-
preach confidence in 1legalism, in
constitutionalism, in bourgeois de-
mecracy, tkat is, in the capitalist
state, means to invite and to guar-

antee tho victory of Fascism."
(Palme Dutt, "Fascism and Social
Revolution," 1934, p.299. Our em-
phasis.)

It should be émphasized here that no-
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where have we accused the Stalinists
of not knowing Marxism. They are pe#-
fectly well acquainted with the teach-
ings of Marx, Engels and Lenin :and
with the experiences of the proletari-
at in thc modern ora. The Stalinists,
in order to0 save their burocratic sys-
tem from destruction by a new wave of
ravolutions arc consciously acting so
as "to invite and to guarantee the
victory of Fascism." Tho Stalinists
arc not making mistuekes. It 1s the
workers who are making the mistakes in
following thc Stalinistse

The Blum government (Juns 3, 1936-
June 21, 1937) acted as an introduc-
tion to the dirty work that was to

follow. The Blum government had come
to power on the rising tide of anti-
fascist sentiment as a result of an

electoral block of the Btalinists, the
social-democrats and the Radical Soc-
ialists with their various stoogs org-
anizations playing second fiddle. The
gociul~democrats and Radicul Social-
ists formed 'the min stry with Blum as
premior. Out of 6lo representatives
in the Chamber of Deputies,the sociul-
democrats had 148, tne Radical Sociul-
ists 111 and the Stalinists 72, The
remaining 283 Deputies  were divided
between the Center and Righi. In this
“domoecratic" goverpment, the Popular
Front bloc with its 332 Deputies had &
cloar-cut majority and ruled thc roost
so that there can be no doubt as to
who was to blame for the villainy
(mild in comparison to the achieve-
mants of the subspquent Popular Front
governments) — which followod.

Thie workers, deluded into believ-
ing they had elected a government of
thoir “own," engaged in vast, indepon-
dont, militant strike action which
netted them cortain gains. The day
after Blun formed his cabinet a New
York Times Loadline startled Amorica
witl the news that "1,000,Q00 Strikers
in France Assuroed of Cabinet's Help."
Tho strike wave of this period scared
the wits out of +thoe ©Dourgeoisic the
world over. Of thess 1,000,000 strik-
ers, 500,000 were 1in tho Paris dist-
rict, tho heart of proletarian Fr wce.
A momentary retreat on the part of the
bourgeoisie and their government was
imperative. What the ocupitulists

fearsed most was that the workers had
gotten out of control of the reformiet
trade union 1leaders and were taking
things into thoir own hands:

"Workers whose claims werc sot-
tlod last wedk have gone on strike
again. No one - knows how far e
strike has spread and who will come
out next for this 1s an epidenic
strike. Tk trade unions have not
ordered it. They 4o not know who
is going to strike next. The whole
situation is chaotic.®™ (Ne® York
Times, June 5, 1936.)

The "epidemic" was of course the mili-
tancy of the workers that camo as a
result of the 1leftward swing of the
workers as represcnted by tho electlr-
al successes o0f the Popular Front
bloc. In fact, a forty-haour weok law
witii a number of social benefits such
as paid vacations was introduced into
the Chamber of Deputies. Collective
labor contracts wore also provided for.
The bourgcoisie, knowins from long
practice how to sidestep and manocaver,
did not raise any objections. Even
the Right reactionaries voted for the
laws. "On no measurs did the opposi-
tion rmustor more than seven votes."
(New York Times, June 11, 1936.) The
capitulists were  falling all over
themselves to plecase the workers. The
Comite des Forges, the oxocutive com~
mittee of the TFrench steel magnates,
prouised to apply the forty-hiour week
law even before it was passod(New
York Times, June 8, 1936): "All emp-
loyers agroed not to punish workers
for goins on strike and promised to

make wage incrcasss effective as soon
as tho strikers returned to work."
However, the capitalists had not gone

coumpletely crazy for in the same is-
suc we learn: "The principle of the
open shop was retained by mutual ag-
reement." We euphasize strongly thesc
apparont gains, for the workers were
fooled by their leaders into taking
this capitalist gonarosity seriously,
vhich paralyzed the workers! initiative.
In the furious counter-attack of the
bourgeoisie which followed this momont-
ary upsurge, the workers paid heavily
for the roformist illusions which were
instilled in them by the traitors they

followed.
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After the workers had been guiet-
ed .down by some concessions and prom-
ises the Popular Front government set
to work earnestly to get control of
the situation. A compulsory arbitra-
tion measure was proposed to forestall
any future development of a strike
wave such as that of the first half of
1936. The Senate was particularly anx-
ious to put this dovice over; but
first the Chamber approved it by a
vote of 338 to 130, with the Stalin-
ists supporting this reactionary mea-
sure:

"The measure would oblige work-
ers to submit disputes for arbitra~
tion before declaretion of a strike,
with a government appointed super-
arbitrator delivering the final,

obligatory verdict if conciliation
failed." (New York Times, Decomber

2, 1936. Our emphasis.)

To compel "arbitration" befors taking
strike action = is of course to rob tho
workers of the initiative which is the
all-important and invaluable element
of a strike, as the capitalists well
know. Such strike-breaking action is
the favorite day-dream of every boss,
but while even the most despicahle of
the governments which preceded the Po-
pular Front ministry had not dared at-
tempt such an assuult upon the prolet-
ariat, the Blum government, having be-
hind it the misled confidence of the
workers, took the bold step. The Sen-
ate couposed in the main of sxtreme
Rightists, was determined to push this
vicious legislation through in its
most virulent form. W¥hen it loarned
that the Blum governmont had taken un-
mistakable steps toward direct strike-
breaking, the Senate relonted some-
what and "compromised":

"The Cabinet for the first time

ordered striking workers from the

occupied factoriocs today in the food
strike and its action enabled a com-

promise in the Senate. On learning
that the Cabinet had takon action
to force compliance with an arbit-
ratorts decision, the Senato agrecd
to compromise in the tompulsory ar-
bitrution bill which will now go on
throuzn Parliament without further

obgtructions" (N.Y.Times,Doc.31,1986.

Our omphasis)

that the

boing double-crossed by
in tho promises made

The same issue informs us

workers wore
the capitalists
%0 them in June:

"The complaints of all arc that
tho agreoments made in June have
not been kept by tho employcrs.”

By tho end of 1936 3t had bocomc the
rapular practice of the capitalists to
sabotage all their agroements. But
the Popular Front Govermnment nover
made the sglightest attempt to stop
this chicanery, and as the Stalinists
wero forced to admit, the bourgeoisio
were atill lords and masters of "demo-
cratic" France:

"The truth is that the 200 fam-
ilieg, tho lords and mastors of the
national economic systom, have bsen
given ample time since May and June
1936, that 1is, a time when they
gould have beon forced to disgorge,
to avoid making the 'sacrifices!
nocessary for the life of thoe na~
tion. The ¢truth is that the gov-
ernmont has neglected to bridle
these reactionaries by fundamental-
ly altering tke reactionary taxa-
tion system of ZFrance, as the Com-
munist Party demanded." (Inmwecorr,
March 13, 1937. Our emphasiss )

Tho Stalinist party's "domands" were a
mero cloak for the illusion that under
capitalist rule the capitalists can be
"forced" to "disgorge." The Stalinists
did not tell the workers that such a

process is contrary to tiie inherent,
organic, inevitable and unavoidable
ature of capitalist socliety. Instead,
they bofuddled the workers with the
polsonous 1lie that the capitalists

were still bleoding the masses because
of "negloet" on the part of the gov-
ornment. That the Popular Front gov-
ornment as the. agent of the capital-
ists aided and abotted them in their
assault on the 1living conditions of
the workors was "discrotoly" hidden.

Encouraged by the successful way
in whiclh the governmerit had squelckod
the strike wave, the Popular Front
ministry, with Blum takinz tle load,
now proclaimed 1its notorious "pause"
in expendituros for social bonefits.



Under the pretext that this was neces-

sary for the "etability of France,"

the government launched a campaizn to

cut appropriations for insurance, old
age and sick tenefits to the workers.

This evoked an outburst of approval

fror: the bourgeoisie. The secretary
of the Stalirnist party, Maurice Thorez,
reports this on numerous occasions and
it is officially recorded in the Stal-
inist press:

"1To curt new expenditurcs is
obviously not without value,!
writes M. Gignoux, president of the
insolent Federation of French In-
dustrialists, 'and the govcrnment
must be praised for its decision on
this pointiw (Inprecorr, May 8,
1937.)

t

Let no one be fooled by tho croce
dilo's tears from the Stalinists for
they wore vociferously supporting the
government in the Chambor of Deputiese
70 help the capitalists .along, (just
for a good measura, no doubt), the Po-
pular Front government under Blum bog-

an the process of sharply devaluing
tha franc so as to boost pricoes and,
it goos without saying, the cost of

living of thc masses.

Preparation for imperialist war
is a primary activity of all imporial-
ist governments, and the Popular Front
govornment has noever beon lax in its
duty to the imperialists. The  Blum
ministry undertook tho "nationaliza-
tion" of the munitions industries and
was enthusiastically seconded in this
by the Stalinists. They were not al-
ways so0 enthusiastic about ‘“national-
ization" of industry under capitalism,
howevar. When the Socialists in 1935
wanted to make “nationalization" part
of the Munited front" agr cemoc n t,
Thorez ——- remembor this was morc than
two ycars after Hitler came to powor —
uttered some poworful remarks at thom:

"Your nationalization, your at-
tompts at so-called ‘socialization!
arc a means of concentrating at the
present stage all eloments of big
capital, of strengthening the
bourgeois regime. The proposals
you make and the points to which

you aspire will hasten the develop-
ment of the state toward fascism.
"In ths period of crisis all
your Ybeautiful phrases about nat-
ionalization cannot concoal the
real help which you are rendering

1o capital, by your system of sub-
sidios at the oxponge of the toil-

The Communi st
1935,

ers." (M. Thorez,
Intornaticnal, March 20,

page 245. Our omphasis.)
When today the Stalinists arc suppert-
ing the '"nationalization"™ of the
Franch armament industry, they are
conscicusly and deliberately ongaging

in action which will "hastern tho dev-
elopment of the state toward fascism"
to prevent proletarian revolution when
the crisis despons. They arce premedi-

tatedly giving "real hclp" to capital
"at the oxpense of the toiler s."

There can be no particle of doubt that
they arc knowingly  encouraging the
"eoordinaticn" of th: state and of in-
dustry for fascism and war. his
"nationalization"® of tha war indust-
ries, like all “‘"“socialization" wunder
capitalism, was sirmply a grab on the
public treasury by a scction of the
bourgcoisioe. Thoe capitalist pross is
"surprised® that the rcacticnaries did
not object tc tliis?

"The stop was a dramntic one in
the 'sociclization of  industry,!
yet its announcement met swrpriz-
ingly 1little opposi*isn from the
Right." (Now York Timecs, oditorial,
Junc 20, 1937.)

terms advanced
govermont  were

And small wonder! The
by the Popular Front
s0 advantagecous that many smaller ma~
nitions producers camc forward volun-
tarily and bogzed to be "socialized.®
The essonce of "socialization" undor
capitalism is that .the govornmont
takes over tho deobts, liabilitias and
bad invemtments of the capitalists and
gives tkhem in return some good, so0lid
governmont bonds. While the Stalinists
and othor traitors to tho proletariat
rojoice in this step "throusl: democ-~
racy to socialism," the real aim of
this "nationalization" is plainl y
blurted out by the Popular Front war
ministar:

"Natiocnalization of war arms
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factories was....the best manner of
preparing for industrial mobiliz-
ation should war break out." (New
York Times, July 17, 1936.) °

The French militarists, in no way bde-
hind their American brethren, also
have their M-Day Plan.

By now the ©Stalinist support of
French militarism, as 1is well known,
is practically as automatic and re-
flexive as blinking one's eye. Never-
theless, we may consider it in its
earlier stages. They were among the
first to propose the militarization of
the French youth as the world was
startled to learn in the fall of 1936:

"A demand that France establish
military +training for 1its youth
under conscription age and create
a billion franc fund to finance the
project was presented to the Milit-
ary Affairs Committee by the Commmun-
ist Deputy, Marcel Gitton." (Ne w
York Times, August 29, 1936. Our
emphasis.)

At least B0O% of the officers of the
French army are members of the de la
Rocque cutthroat bands, bdut to papul-
arize the idea of increasing armaments
in the drive toward war, the Stalin-
ists began the policy of painting the
military bywigs in rosy colors:

"The Chamber's Cogmunist leader,
Maurice Thorez, revealed a new tone
in the attitude of the French Left-
ists by praising tho army's chiefs."
(New York Times, Aug. 26, 1936.)

The Blum government hastened to show
its faithfulness to the imperial ists
by putting over a rmmber of approprie~
tions for the army, all supported by
tho Stalinistse

We have already outlined in the
first section the Stalinist opposition
to military preparations by the French
militarists for more than two yoars
atter Hitler came to power. It is ne-
cessary to make clear now that the
Stalinists arc perfectly aware of the
horror that any war by France would
unleash on the workers. They kn ow
that imporialist Franco can fight only

an imperialist war. At the Seventh
World Congress of the Stalint%ern,
Andre Marty, a former revolutionist,
turnod Stalinist, explained that war
is simply the continuation by violent
moans Oof the peacetime politics of the
ruling clags, and that by an imperial-
ist country, since the land is ruled
by the imperialists, only a war in
"quest for profits" can be waged:

"Lenin gquoted this phrase of
Clausowitz's: !'War is tho €ontinu-
ation of politics by other means.'
Now, what can tho policy of an im-
perialist stute be? Evidently the
policy that is fixod by the only
law ruling it, tha ;law of tho guest
for profits, that is, the policy of
imporialist expansion which fatully
leads to armed conflict." (a.
Marty, spocch at thc Scventh World
Congross of the C.I. August 1835,
page 8l. Our omphasis.)

By supporting the military prcpara-
tions of Fronch imperilalism, and s ©
facilitating its entrance into war,
tho Stalinists arc cdnsciously clear-
ing the road for military dictatorship
whiclh must nccessarily como with war
and which will rob the workers of all
the gains won by a century of struggle
and bloodshed:

"War is nocessarily military
dictatorship over tlhie whole country.
Hence imperialist war would mean
tho destruction of the vestiges of
domocratic liberties, whoercover they
still oxist; it would mean tlhie sup-
pression of the rights of associa-
tion, of frez assembly, of frcedom
for the labor press; already so ro-
stricted. It would mean the des-
truction of all workersg! organiza~
tiong and a free field for the fag-

cistse It would mean a itromendous
increage in the oxploitation and

oppression of the working class,
and requisitions at 1low prices in

the countryside. It would be a re-
gime of forced labor for tho colo-
nial peoples." (Ibdd. p. 79. Our
emphasis.)

Yot Stalin and the Soviet burocracy
2llied to Fronch imperialism not only
support the military preparations of
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France Yut
their willingness to

shout from the housetops
support French

imperialism to win in war.
Knowing that France can fight only an
imperialist war which necessarily

brings in military dictatorship and
the "destruction of all workers! org-
anizations and a free field for the
fagscists," the Stalinist buvocrats in
France blithely yodel the Marsellaise
and teach the workers patriotism and
love for "our" French fatherland. The
Stalinists advance the slogan of "def-
ending bourgeois democracy," which was
correct when the bourgeoisie were rev-
olting against feudalism, to the pros-
ent imperialigt epoch wher the bourg-
eoisie is wholly reactionary and utter-
ly incapablc of any progressive action,
The Stalinists, who have read Lenin
from cover to cover, ars perfectly a-
warc that Lenin charactorizad suc h
tactics as trying to "comparc yards
with pounds™:

"To compare that 'continuation
of politics! which was a struggle
against foudalism and absolutism —
ths politics of a bourgeoisie in
its struggle for 1liborty — with
this 'dontinuation of politice! of
a bourgcoisie which has become deoc-
ropit, i.e., dimperialist, which
has plundercd the whole world and,
being reactionary,forms an alliance

with the feudal masters to crush
the prolotariat, means to compare
yards with pounds." (V. I. Lenin,

"Mha War and the Second Inter—

national," pago 20.)

In 1935, when the Hitlor terror was
alrzady raging, Marty told the workors
that they rast fight against the war
budgots of all capitalist countries:

"The Commmuhist Parties of all
capitalist countriocs must fight:
against military exponditurcs (war
budgets), for the recall of milit-
ary forces f£rom the colonies and
mandated territories, against mili-
tarization of ‘the youth, women and
unemiployed, against emergency dec~
rees restricting bourgeois-democra~
tic libertios with the aim of prep-
aring for war; against subsidizing
the war industry «nd aguinst trad-
ing in or transporting arms.® (A.

Marty, speoch at the Soventh World
Congress of tho Communist Inter-
national, August 1935, p. 46. Cur
emphasis.)

This of course was said to cover up
a2 swing to the ultra-right zigzag

which was then being - perpctrated by
the Kremlin clique. Vhen today, Marty
alons with the rest of the Stalinist
ruling gang supports - tlic very moasures
whici: ho  formerly = denounced his
actions can be charactorized only as
conscious treachery to the proletariat,
Whon Lonin  termed  such people renog-
ades and lackeys of the bourgeoisic it
was only Dboecause he had to confine
himsdlf to what was permissible in
print.

The " Fronch imperialists keep a
sharp eye on all intcrnational devel-
opmonts. In July 1936 the Spanish
workers, spurred by the attompt .of the
Spanish bourgcoisis to install fascism
by means of a military putsch, undor-
took to defend tliamselves from this
attack and to crush fascism. The pol-
icy of the Fronch Popular Front gov-
ornment from the very start was dircct
sabotage of tlhiese dofonsive actions of
the workers. The Fronch Popular Front
governmont acted in such a way as to
give Franco sufficient time and oppor-
tunity to gatlier his forcss and stabi-
lize his attack. The Stalinists, to-
methor with the social-democrats and
the fascists, supported this policy of
the French sovornment. When Blum in-
troduced a measure t¢ prohibit volun-
toers for Spain, the Chamber of Depu~
tics voted for it wnanimously:

"By a unanimoug voto of 591, the
Chamber of Doputiecs this afternoon
prantcd Promier Blum's povornmont
tho powers it askod to take any
measures it might consider neces-
sary to prevent recruiting or tran-
sit of voluntoers in Fronchi torri-
tory for service in either of tho
combatant forces in Spain.

"The povernment's bill passed by

the Chamber would punishi French
voluntoors at the discretion of

Judzes and imposo fines of 10,000
francs and prison sentences of six
months or a year on persons involv-
ed in tac onlistment of voluntoers



for Spain's war."
January 16, 1937. Our emphasis.)
In the Spanish issue, as in every oth-
er, the Porular Front government of
France acted in the interests of the
imperialists,

The Popular Front government nev-
or does things by halves. Wh'le it
was making it difficult and expensive
for the Spanish workers to get a sup-
ply of arms, it was liberally provid-
ing reactionary powers with war cred-
its and munitions. In August 1936,
General Rydz-Smigly, the “"Fuehrer" of
semi-fascist Poland arrived in Paris
to arrange a $65,000,000 loan from the
French imperialists to oquip the Pol-
ish army. (need we add that hec got
every penny he asked for?) The atti-
tude of the Stalinists toward this
criminality, however, 1ig of special
interest to us. Maurice Thorez, the
Stalinist chieftain, "Heiled" Ridz—
Smigly with a joyous whoop:

"Long Live Poland! This morning
there arrived in FParis the General
Rydz-Smigly, ®eneral Inspectdor of
the Polish Army and the most import-
ant person of his country. General
Rydz-Smigly was the disciple and
fightine _companion of Marshal Pil-
gudski the founder of the now indo-
pendent Poland whd named him his
SUCCOSSOTsss.+.. The irner regime
of Poland 1is rather distant from a
liberal democtracy and Genoral Rydz-
Smigly has at one time occupi ed
Kiev and deofended Warsaw aga inst
the Red Army. Nevertheless, wo are
not uneasy in addressing our groet--
ings to France's emincht guost." (M.
Thorez in 1'Humanitd, August 3 O,
1936. Our emphasis.)

The unspeakable brutality of the Pol—
ish semi-fascist re gime which
slaughters workers and peasants and
has ground 3,000,000 Jews into the
dirt is ‘palmed off as "rather dist-
ant" from a liberal democracy. The
Stalinists are not unsasy in sending
grectings to Ry d z—S m i1 g 1 y,the
"disciple" of Pilsudski, a murderous
scoundrel for whom the hatred of ev-
ery honest ‘worker Xknows no bounds.
It is indeed a far cry from the days
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when the revolutionary Red Army car-
ried its banners to the very gates of
Warsaw to the présent when the Stali-
nists grect a bourgeols cutthroat,.

So far we have confined ourselv-
es to.the more heroic advontures of
the first Popular Front government of
Blum. "Littl8" events, however, arse
often very revealing. On March 16,
1937 the fascists, encouraged by the
anti-working class policies of the
Popular Front government, had the in-
solence to hold a rally in a moving
picture house in Clichy, a solid pro-
letarian district of the Paris region.
The workers, onraged at this insult,
gathored in thousands outside the
building and demanded the removal of
de la Rocque's gunmen. Whsreupon the
building was surrounded by a large
cordon of polies armed to the gills
who insisted on the "rights" of the
fascists to frec asscmhly. When the
workers refused to dispersse, the pol-
ice opened a continuous fire into the
densest portions of the gathoering:

"During a counter-demonstration
against a provocative mpeting of
the Croix de Feu in the industrial
district of Clichy on March 16,
the workers of the Paris suburdh
worc shot down by the policp on
the orders of certain commanding

officors and some of the fascist
elements. Five young proletarians
fell, and during the repeatsd

shootings moye than 200 were wound-
od, including some 50 who werse

seriously injured." (Inprecorr,
March 27, 1937, p. 333.)

As is woll xnown, the police of France
are a highly centralized body, all of

whose important actions and most minar
ones are directly engineered from the

central office in Paris. There nced

be no doubt that responsibility for

the protection of the fascists afford-
ed by the police and the wholesale

shooting of workers is to be attribut-
ad to the contral government. It is

thus that the Popular Frong government
"defends democracy from fascism"}

By June 193% the Blum government
had outlived ite wusefulness to the
capitql iste and signs were in the off-
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ing that the "lords and masters" were
going to kick it downstairs. Bl um
tried to save himself for the moment
by demanding decree powers to issue a
large rmumber of taxes many of which
wore to be of an "indirect" nature,
which is to say that they were to be a
direct tax on the basic living necess-
ities of ths masses. The Stalinists
had to do a great deal of face-saving
and breast-boating. At first  they
pretended that they would opposo the
government :

"The Communist Party, which has
73 votes, flatly announced it would
refuse to vote for the proposal to
increase surtaxes which the big
business interecsts demanded." -(Daily
Worker, June 6, 1937.)

Phe Stalinists "insisted" that Blum
relinquish his proposal ¢to tax the
workers if he wanted Communist Party

support, but Blum, who knows his Stal-

inists, staunchly refused. Thoe Man-
chestor Guardian Weokly, a libera l

capitalist paper, remarks:

"Actually it seems that the Com-
manists were +trying to Dbluff the
Blum govornmmont into making them
somc last-minute concessions.

"This bluff apparontly failed,
for Blum does mnot seém to have sur-
réenderad much to them — if any-
thing." (June 18, 1937.)

In fact, after their sham opposition,
the Stali:ists sold cut to Blum on all

points. Though the workers have not
as yet seen  tarough  the Stalinist
fraud, the capitalists have no i]lus-

ions on the mattor. Commenting on the
Stalinist "opposition" to the Ponular
Front'!s reactionary tax proposals, tho
Manchestor Guardian Wockly,-{(incident-
ally, this papcer is entirely sympathd-
iec tc Popular Frontism),— romarks:

"And - so it all proved to be a
false aldrm. Worse, it was likec a
colossal practical joke." (June 18,
1937.)

The upshot of the whole affair was
that the Blum ministry was ocusted by
the_Scnate, so that that stronghold of
French fascism was erabled for the.mo-

wont to appear as a "friond of the

massege®

Camille Chautomps,well-known for
his faithfulness to French financiers,
formed a now cabinet on June 22, 1937,
consisting of Radical Socialists in
dominant positions with a few ministar-
ial pogitions given to tho social-
democrats. This markoedly rcactionagy
swing was trumpotod by the Stalinists
and thoir honchmon as holding now pos-
sibilities for improvemente The Now
York Timos quoted the Stalinist,,Maur-
ice Thorez, and tho right-wing trade
unionist, Leon Jouhaux, as follows:

"A change 1in 1leadership might
even give a bettor chance of accom-
plishing reforms, thcy asserted.
With the Radical Socialists in the
saddle they will have to take res-
ponsitility instead of always
preaching caution, and the workers
should give thom a fair _show."
(June 25, 1937. Our emphasis.)

Eere we have a cloear instance of the
tactics of the Stalinists which are
rapidly leading Franco to fascism.
Tdaching the workers to give the Radi-
cal Socialists, the party of big capi-
tal which for decades has managed to
lead the petty-bourgeois masses by the
nose, "a fair show" instcad of ruth-
lessly exposing these swindling boot-
lickers of the bankers, the Stalinists
rob the workers of their class vigil-
ance and open the way for the heavier
"capitalist attacks" of which the
learned Mr. Palme Dutt spoke. The New
York Times further comments that the
thousands of workers listening ¢ ©
Thorez and Jouhaux in tho Placc de la
Nation reacted with scant enthusiasm:

"The auditors responded to theso
arguments with: 1little enthusiasm,
but disperscd without any signs.of
protest, which would indicate that
the masses are reconciled but not
over jofod with the turn in politic-
al events." (June 25, 1937.§

That the masses
"reconciled" to

were rapidly bein g
their doom was of
course a triumph for the Stalinist
scaemes, for no better way oxists of
drawing the workers off the rovclu-
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tionary path than to teach thom to
collancrate with their class enemy, t0©
give thoir oppressors a "fair saow."
To carry tvheir %reachery a step furth-
er, the Stalinists proposed that they
te inzluded in the Chautemps ministry:
"Tue wost important new tactic was the
rFoposal of the Communist Farty to be
jncttdid in the cabinet." (H. Gannes,
Daiiy Worker, June 24, 1937.) In pre-
vious days, the Stalinists had care-~
fully coricealed from their followers
the fact that they were prepared actu-
ally to participate in a capitalist
government,»  Thorez, describing the
Staiinist attitude toward a government
in which social-democrats participate
and waicia performs ‘“anti-fascist®
acts, wrote!

"As regards the participation of
Commmunists in such a government,
can there bYe two opinions on this
question? We calmly answor tha t
the participation of Communists in
such a government is out of the
question. There can be no partici-
pation whatever in such a govern-
ment within the bounds of capital-
ism." (Communist Internation al,
March 20, 1935, p. 245.)

The social-démocratic leaders, old
hands at kxnifing the workers in the
back, were also very anxious to have
the Stalinists participate in Chau-
temps Popular Front government:

"Nevertheless, a strong volume
of opinion exists within the party,
egpecially in the provinces, that
participation in a Radical-led min-
istry should be made conditional on
the Communists! also taking part.
Advocates of this policy arguo that
in c¢ompetition for the votes
of she workers the Socialists
would be at a heavy disadvantage if
the Communists were free to criti-
gize thue acts of the govermment
witaout assuming any responsitility
for them." (New York Herald Tri-
bune, June 22,1937. Dur emphasis.)

The social-~democrats, like the Stalin-
ists, knew in advance, of course, that
the new Popular Front government would
be viciously anti-working class in na-
ture. Yo cover wup more effectively

their own treachery, the social-democ-
ratic 1loaders wanted the Stalinists
also t0 be in the government. Was
therc over a clearer case of the poli-
tical criminality of the 1leaders of
both sofial-domocracy and Stalinisml

Like the social-democrats, the
Stalinists were perfectly aware that
the govornment had moved to the right:

"The Comrmnists were disappoint-
ed that the government had veered
to the right instead of to the left,
but did not opposo the new rogimo."
(Report on the session of the Poli-
tical Buro of the Commnist Party
of France Leld on June 24, 1937,
Daily Worker, June 26, 1937, Our
emphasis.)

As we see, however, the steady march
of the Popular Front government to the
right did not prevent the Stalinists
from supporting it.

The first thing Chautemps demand-

ed was decrec powers to squeezc more
taxes out of the workers. The Stalin-
ists and social-decmocrats voted  for
these powers. The first act of the

new government was to devalue the
franc again and issue "indirect" taxes
on the living necossities of the mass-~
es. The Stalinists knew in advance
that Chautemps intended to hit the
workers. Speaking of the proposed
taxes, a Daily Worker dispatch from
Paris (July 1, 1937) says: "T hese
taxes would bear down on the messes of
the peorle, ones, an increase in rail-
road tariffs, particularly harming the
peasantry.” (Note the conditional
future tonse used in the above, "would
bear down," for this was said a fow
days before the new tax law was actu-
ally passed.) The liberal press, sym-
patietic to TFopular Frontism, was
forced b0 bemoan  the havoc it was
causing:

"The working class 1is fesling
rather bitter, but +to0 discourcged
to react in any sharp way, th.ozh
it may become troublosome wher tno
new indirect taxation is intiocuced.

"Once more the small rentici ana
the taxpayer will have to pay a
heavy price for the inability of




French statesmen tc set the nationw
al financed on a sound gnd secure
basis." (Manchester Guardian Week-
ly, July 2, 1937.)

It goes without saying that to our
Liberal "friends" any revolt of the
workers against thelir oppressors 1is
very "troublesome." As regards such
psople only one thing can be said:
Protect us from ow friends; we can
take care of our enemies ourselves.

The aapitalist press gives a Jjuicy
description of tho new taxes?

"The new texes are many and
varied, including an increase in
income taxes, railway fares and
lovies on gasoline, matches and to~
bacco. The tax on incomes above
20,000 francs ($772) is increased
by 20% making it now 28%, with tne
increase applying to incomes sarned
in 1937." (New York Herald Tribune,
July 9, 193%7.)

Cutting social expenditures and
increasing the military budget became
a popular (front) pastime:

"Every major item of the budget
was slashed pxcept that for nation-
al dofenge. Defense Minlster Edou-
ard Daladier insisted on and got an
additional defense appropriation of
11,000,000,000 francs (about
$471,675,0000 on tho basis of the
current exchange).

"Although the details of the de-
cress wore not revealed, it was un-
officially 1learned that spending
For public works would be cut about
3,400,000,00C francs ($127,245,000).
(United Press report in the Now
York Post, July 20, 1937. Our
emphasis.)

Finance Ministor Georgos Bonnet proud-
ly sets forth how he slashed the needs
of the workers:

"I was obliged to reduce expendi-

tures in considerable proportions.
First I made reductions in civil

expenses, notably in the public
works program, ontailing

20,000,000,000 francs over a period
of four yoars." (Bonnot's state-

ment reported in New York Times,
July 28, 1937.)

A furthor eign of the plans of
thoe bourgeoisie to intonsify their ex-
ploitatibn of the Fronch workers is M.
Bonnot's suggestion that they spceed up
thelr work:

"After two months! experienco as
Minister of Finance of the French
Republic, Goorges Bonnet has reach-
ed the conclusion that 'financial
rocovery and the success of tho im-
portant social reforms recently set
up cannot be maintained without
parallel recovery of economic acti-
Vity ) !

"That somewhat involved official
parase simply mecans that the heavy
taxation for social and other pur-
poses and the short hours of labor
cannot be paid for oxcept by harder
work by thoss who bonefite.

"It is espocially hecessary to

increase workers'! output, for thore
is .no groat reoserve of man

power." (Naw York Times, July 28,
1937, Our omphasis.)

Without strike-broalking no capit~
alist governmont can maintain its

solf-regpect. In October 1987, Chau~
temps and Bonnoat began to sound sharp

warnings that they intcnded to end
strikes by hook or crook:

"Premier Camille Chautemps and
Finance Minister Georges Bonnet are
ingistent that the first step to-
ward the nation's financial and ec-

onomic security must be that there
can be no more sgtay-in strikes.

The second is the domand that there
must be some modification of the
forty-hour week law in ite applic-
ation i1f not in its legality."
(Now York Times, Oct. 2, 1937. Our
emphasis.)

These gentlemen 1in the samo pross .re-
loaso make clear the attitude of the
Popular Front govornment on independ-
ont action by the workeors: "No longer
will it tolerate occupations of the
factories" (Ibid.). In delight, the
editorial department of the New York
Times,showing that it has no illusions
about the Stalinists or the social-



democrats, commented:

“The significance of the present

change of course lies in the fact
that it is the Left parties them-
selves that agree to turn right."

(Editorial, New York Times, October
5, 1937.)

One of the pretenses of Stalinist
Popular Frontism is that it will bring
the petiy-oourgeols masses who have
been deceived into following the Radi-
cal Socialist leaders over to the Left.
In actuality the eoffect of Popular
Froniism has been to strengthen the
bourgeois Radical Socialist party. A s
early as May 1936, Daladier; shrewd
and capable. wire-puller of tho Radical
Socialist outfit, realized that Popul-
a- Frontism saved the Radical Social-
ist Party from disintegration:

"I am convinced that if the
French Radical Party had not joined
the People's Front, 1its losses in
the elections would have beon even
more seriouss" (1'Oguvre, May 16,
1936.)

Indeed, prior to ths formation of the
Popular Front large sections of the
potty-bourgeoisie were passing over or
ready to pass over to support of the
social~dcmocrats and Stalinists; and
if the Radical Socialist 1leaders had
not tagged themselves on to the bloc
with these parties so as to benefit by
their prestige amongst the masses,; the
losses of the Radical Socilalists would
certainly have been ‘"even more
gerious."™ After 17 months of Popular
Front governments on October 10, 1937,
cantonal elections showed a marked
swing away from the Stalinists and
social-democrats and toward tho Radic-
al Socialists. By means of political
horse-trading in doubtful districts,
the social-democrats managed to gain
5 geats and the Stalinists one seat in
the Chamber of Deputies. In numbers
of votes, however, ocomparing this ele
ection with tho general election of
1936, the Stalinists lost 45,292 votes,
the social-democrats lost 78,007 votese
and the Radical Socialists gained
215,678 votes (N. Y. Times, Oct. 12,
1937). The bourgeois press aptly com-
ments on these elactions:

"The Chamber of Deputies shows
no change, but the Radical Sociale
ist authority has been reinforcad
among tho majority and it seems
1ikoly that henceforth the Cabinet
and its program will go forward
without unduo obstruction." (N e w
York Times, October 18, 1937. Our
emphasis.)

The bourgeoisie have by now taken for
grantad that the Stalinists and
social-democrats will work hand in
glove with Chautomps and offer mo "un-
due obstruction™ +to his assaults on
the workers. The ©Stalinists were ap-
parcontly satisfied with these results
and on November 26, 1937 they gave tho
Chautemps govermment a vote of confid-
ance, explaining as wusual that in
voting for Chautemps they were not
voting for Chaumemps but against "re-
action':

At 5 o'clock this morning Prom-
ler Camille Chautemps obtained from
the Chambor of Deputies a 518-%0-6
vote of conrfidence that secms to
assure the Cabinet's life against
ncarly all emergoncies wuntil the
budget is passed and the new year
bogins: ...

"Thoir leader, (i.o. tlie Stalin-
ist deputy: our comment), Jacqu es
Duclos carefully explained that
they were not really voting for the
Governmont but against reaction."
(Now York Timesy Nov. 26, 1937.)

Apparently, to the Stalinist parlia~
mentarian 3juggler, Jacques Duclos, the
Chautemps onslaught on the workers
does not constitute "reaction." But
Chautsmps was going to leave-no room
in anybedy's mind as to whether his
government was reactionary or not, for
he soon introduced the unoriginal but
highly effective practice of breaking

workors! strikes by the use of sol-
dicrs. The steap rise in the cost of
living had forced thoe truck drivers,

subway, gas, electricity and water
workers to go out on strike, The Pop-
mlar  Front Government was quick to
bare its claws: "Iroops &Lave been
called in to doliver pariskables"
(New Yoxr» Times, Decembor 29, 1937) .
This broaking of the truck drivers!
strike by troops aroused the resent-
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ment of the wutilities workers:

"The fact that the government is
ueing soldiers as strikebreakers
and taus Cdefeating the truck driv-
ers walk-out 1is held to be an un-
derlying cause of the utilities
strike." (New York Times, Deceamber
31, 1537.)

The Porular Front government intensi-
fied its strike-breaking:

"To agsure continuance of public
services, eospecially watsr and el-
ectric light and power supplies,
several detachments of sailors were
being brought from scaports, and it
was understood recoursc would bs
had to Polytechnic students and
other qualified voluntoers." (Ibid.)

The Popular Front governmont had a
broad view of the situation and decid-
ed to put the entire Paris region un—
der military guard:

"During the day the government
instructed Goneral Victor Bouret,
cormwarider of tho military rogion of
Paris to hold 1000 soldiers in
rcadinoss to take over the public
sorvicos on word from Defenss
Minister Edouard Daladicr,

"Lobile Guard reinforcements
were moved iato Paris and troops in
thc capital werc consigned to bar-
racks." (Ibid.)

Tius the Topular Front govermment,
which is nothing but thae goverament of
Freuch finance capital, is using the
"Pooplo's Army," whick is notaing but
tho armod instrumont of the bourgoois
state, to crusir the workers resistance
to oppression. Only a little over
two years bofore, the Stalinist "Daily
Vorker" was blinding the prolatariat
to the reacticnary nature of the
French arny by giving the impression
that this army will not be wused
against the French massos:

"France now has the large st
standing army in Europe. It 1is a
conscript army of young peasant

boys with fresh naive faces, just
up frowm the provinces. Thoy were
the loast militaristic soldiers I

have xnown -~ no swagger or tmgh-
ness, Just DbYoys in uniforms, sons
of tho people. The fascists will
not sasily turrn this army against
the people." (Michasl Gold, Daily
Worker, August 29, 1935.)

With statemcnts such as this the Stal-
inists arc concealing thc Leninist
truta that a capitalist army, regard-
lass of its composition, is used only
in tac interests of the capitalisisa
Roalisty, giving the lic to thic Stalin-
ists, toeaches that it is not neceasary

for the French imporialists to have
fascism to use their army against the
massos. The dictatorship of the im-

perialists through bourgeois "democra~
cy" fundamentally is not different
from thoir rule wunder fascisme The
capitalist army wunder any form of
bourgéois rule whatover se#ves only
the intercsts of the bourgcoisiec.

To leave mo 1loophole open in
this vidlent crushing of the new
strike wave, the government decided to
hold tho throat of mobilization into
the army over the workors Yo terrorize
them into abandoning their plans for
the strike:

"Aftor a. long Cabinot mecting
Ministers told newspaperrcn that
tae Government had decided to
'forco! tho public servicc workers
by motilizing them into the army,
unless it was agreed to call off
the strike." (Ibid.)

Tie workers having beon thoroughly
smashed, tiie Popular Front governmoent
decided to round the year off in grard
style. With brutal cynicism tho cani-
talist press reports a "now ycar gift"
from tho Popular Front government to
the working clags:

"In goreral, as a Now Year zift
to the nation, Parliamont and the
municipal autiiorities of Paris have
undoubtedly addod a considcratle

increase 1in everybody's caily ox~
peniituras. Sirultancously with

the increage in ront therc will be
ah ircreoase in city taxes. Several
national taxss have becn increased
in an unobtruasive but nevertheless
effective way.
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"There is a 23% increase in tax-
ation on certain categories of cin-
ema sheatres. DPus and subway fares
have besn increased." (Wew York
Times, Jan. 1, 1938. Our emphasis.)

It is hardly necessary to add any com-
ment to this manifestation of the
"siruggle" by the Stalinist concocted
Popular Front government against the
"200 fanllles“ of France.

After 1its glorious reign, the
seconé Popular Front government re-
signed on Jan. 14, 1938 to give way to
a government further to the right.
After an unsuccessful series of maneu-
vers by Boanet, Sarraut and Blum to
form a new government, Chautomps again
formed a Cabinet consisting this time
wholly of right-wingers of the Radical
Socialist Pariy and its dependent org-
atizations. Not even the social-demoe--
rats werc given their <thi¥ty pioces
of silver this time. At first the
Stalixists pretended they would oppose
Chautcmps! new and more reactionary
government:

"The  Socialists disagre ed
amongst themselves on the question,
while the Cormrunists with 73 votos
in the Chamber of Deputies publish-
ed a manifesto announcing that taey
would oppose Chautcemps cabinot whon
ho asks for a voto of confidenco in
the Chambor of Decputics, probavly
Ftiday." (Daily Worker, January 19,
1938.)

But when put to the test, the Stalin-
ist false~front was dropped and

"Choutemps Backed by Chamber
501-1
"The Commnists and the moder-
ates Joined the Radical Socialists
and Socialists in supporting the
government." (Headlinoc and comment,
New York Times, Jan.22, 1938,

The carcor of tasc third Popular
Front governmont was short  but up-~
roarious. Its chief contribution to
the intercsts of the bourgeoisie w a s
the passage of a new and startlingly
vicious compulsory arbitamation law
providing. for '“penal sanctions" ag-
ainst tL0 workors if they revolted ag-

einst government decrees. The law
stated that "if an arbitral sentence
has been handed down and not executed,
penal sanctions would be taken against
those aki ve

B, B oot fe BRI B
1938). Blockado of factories by pick-
et lines ("sceking to prevent liberty
of work") and sit-in strikes (“occup-
ation of workshops"), the highly ef-
fective tactics of the proletariat in
strike action, were thus made directly
punishabtle by law. Artitration, com-
pulsory prior to taking a strike vo'le,
is, of course, performed in France, as
in all capitalist countriocs, by com-
nttteny oonsisting of capitalist boot-

lickors in the government, leading
capitalists themselves and reformist
trade union leaders 1long adcpt at

selling out the workers who trust them.
If tho workers try to break through
the "arbitration" they get from theso
swindlors, they are to be hit by "pen-
al sanctions." The capitalist press
jubilantly comments on this decree
that "it provides a test for tho claim
often advanced by the employers that
strike movements are frequently induc-
od by a minority of agitators against
the desires of a majority of the work-
ors, and that they are fomented and
pushed quite oftoen, tog9, by porsons

who are not even employed by th2 fact-
ories in which the strikes take place”
(N.Y.Times, Jan. 28, 1938+—cur cmpha-

sis). That these typical and well-
knowm lies  of the bosses will be
"proved® true by this "“test" goes
without saying. The Popular Front

government will see to that!

On March 11, 1938, Chautemps re-
signod again to make room for .an even

morc reactionary géwernment. Daladier,
the wily connivor who as ‘“dofense"
ministor whipped wp the armamen t

schomes of the Fronch war mongers in
the threco provious Popular Front gov-
ernments, formed the noew governmente.
This ministry consisted at the time
of the prosent writing (Scpt. 1938) of
Radical Socialists and poople from the
Center and Right wings of parlicment.
Duladier's basic aim was to get dGecrce
powers so as to rulc without even the
sham "intorference" of the parliae
mentary fossils who compose the "domo-
cratic" govornmont of tho French Re-



public. It was especially in finan-
cial matters that Daladier wanted dic-
tatorial powers, for Frande's drive
toward war demands an unlimited and
decisive attacl: on the liviag condi-
tiocns and political rights of the
workers. ZXrom now on everything is to
be sacrificed to the military machine.
Daladier asked for decree powers Ior
three morths but, since Parliament was
not to meet again wuntil the Fall 6f
this year, he actually has about sseven

months of a complstely free hand to
carry out the machinationg of the
capitalists,

As usual at first the Stalinists
pretendea that thay would’ oppose the

establishment. of tpis pre-fascist in-
terlude, but when the final test was
put £0 thom, they supported Daladier
in his demand for dictatorial powerss

The. vote for Daladier in thé Charver
of Doputies was 508 to 12, the whole
Stalinist fraction voting for the
decrae powers: "The Communists vot ed
for it, even for its special powers,fer
reasons of their owm." (P. J. Phili p
in the New York Times, April 13, 1938.)

: ‘The first financial step of the
decreec governmorit was to establisgh a
war fund of 35,000,000,000 francs to
be raised by taxes and loans, that is,
by bleeding the workers and peasants
and fattening the bankors by paying
them interest on thd war loans. War
production was to0 be encouraged under
the guise of “stimlating récovery."
Taxes on industry wore to be reduced,
a capital levy on industry was declar-
ed contrary to the interests of the
"country" and all taxea were to be
raised by 8%. [Even the capitalist
press in America was sdartled by the
hair-raising avalanche’ unleashed by
the fourth Popular nront government on
the already gasping proletariat:

"Po the average Frenchman  the
groatest shock of all was the 8%
hike in income .and all other direct
taxes. The increase, however,
strikes all hidden taxos as well."
(N. Y. Times, May 3, 1938.)

‘The' greatest problem of ‘the Daladier
decrec government is to crush ariy pos-
sibility of a protest strike ‘wave to

wips out all vestiges of the forty-
hour wock and other social benefits.
The workers are %0 bo chained by tho
tactic of mobilizing them in the army,
a moasure whose value wes proved by
tihie second Popular Front governmont:

"Deputies considered thc Prem-
ior's statement as a warning that
ho would mobilizo strikers and send
thoem back t0 work as soldisrs of the
Frencl. army, with a sta'us tfhat
would make quiting oquivalont 0
desertion. M. Daladier appcaled to
tre patriotism of the strikers, urg-
ing them to trust the governm ent."
(N. Y. Times, April 13, 1938.)

Conslder the effrontery of this scoun-
drel! "After threasenihg the workers
tc forco them. to toil under tho guns
of army officors with a desertion
charge hanging over their head, le ap-
peals to their Mpatriotism"! It was
not for nothing that Marx and Engels
said "Tho workers have no fatherland"
and denounced the "patriotism" which
is nothing tut slavery undsr the hoel
of capitalism. Although this prin-
ciple of Marx's is perfectly well
known to Thorez, Cachin and Tnmclos,
thoy continued to support Ialadizw. By
September 1938, capitalist reaciicn in
France made 80 ~wmuch progrecs zad soO
strongthened itself ‘that Da'adier was
actually in a position to carry wvut in
practice his threat to mobiliue strik-
ers in the army. In the port of Mar-
seille the dockers refused to work cv-

oertime ' in vioclation of the forty-hour
law, especially in view of the fact
that the employers were refusing 10
make any wagd increases in compensa~

tion for tke sacrifices demanded of
tho workers. Hence, at first African
troops were used by the Popular Front
governmont. to broak the strike and
terrorize the workers: :

"Senegalesc soldiers marched in-
to tho Marseille dock district to-
day and unloaded ship cargoes that
stevedores, on their usual weckedd
strike, rofused to touch.

. "Mis was the answer of Premier
Edouard Daladier's government  to
the stalemate botween the dockwork-
ers, who have refused to work more
than fortv hours a weck, and to



- 30 -

their employers, who have refused
to increase wagos." (New York Times,
August 22, 1838.)

This was not considered sufficlent to
handle the situation for soon  there-
after the entire city of Marssille was
put under military rule to further the
repression of the strikers:

"The government's action putting
Marseille wunder military rule fol-
lowed wesks of frultleoss efforts by
Prorzior Edouvard Daladier to got
the dock workers to load and unload
ships on Sunday — which. thoy refus-
ed to do because of their 40-hour
wock." (W.Y.Fdmes, Scpt. 7, 1937.)

And finally, to completc this violent
smashing of the dockers! strike, the
Porular Front governmen’t issvod an or-
der mobilizing them into tho army, thus
carrying out the threat Dalddier ma de
against the workers in April.

"At 2 P.M. tomorrow dock workers
of Frencg mnationality in the port
of Marsoille will bo called into
military service as the result of

government ordors to broak the
dockors' strike.
"This 1is the first move of this

kind to be made by tho Fronch gov-
ernment since Aristidc Briand, be-
fors the war, mobilizod railr oad
men to break up a French rallr oad
strike." (N.Y.Times, Septe. 8, 1938,)

The success of the capitalists in
driving France to thc rigat  tarough
their Ponular ¥ront government has en-
cturagod them to attack the living
conditions of <the workers from every
possible angle. The foriy-hour week
law, usually called the "“keystone™ of
the "gains" made by the workers in
1936, is to be thrown overboard. Tak-
ing advantage of +the war hyst oria
whipped wup by the French imperialists
(with the help of their Zritish and
Germar. colleagues) over the Czochoslo-
vakian crisis,— a hysteria whose only
purpose is to cover up the cooperation
of the French and Britisk imporialists
with the German in strengthoning Gor-
man fascism - Daladier officially pro-
nounced tho intention of the popular
Front government to force the workers

to toil 1longer hours The pretext
given for this new assault of the cap-
italists against the workers is that
"France" rmst bYbe "defended" against
foreign tarecate:

"As 1long as the international
situation remains as delicate as it
is," hé declared, "our national de-
fense industries must work at least
forty-eight hours and all otner in-
dustries, must, without long form-
alities or tedious discussions, b o
abla to incrcasc their working
hours in accordanco with  their
necds." (N.Y.Timos, Aug. 22, 1938.)

In accordance with their demagogic
practice, tho Stalinists at first pro-
tendod to oppose this action of Dala-
dier's. During the course of this
"opposition," the Stalinists made some
valuabld admissions, espocially to tha
effect that the excuse of Daladior's
that "France nmust be dofcended" is a
fraud purs and simple. The Stalinists
cloarly stated +that tho attack on the
forty-hour weok 1is nothing but &n at-
tack on the French workers and an aid
to intornational roaction in gencral:

“Premier Edouard Daladisr  of
France put his foot in it when he
sought to palm off, as his grocatest
motive'! in assailing the 4C~hour
woeck law, the strengtiiening of
Trance8s ability to defend Lerself
against fascist war threats.

"Who can refute tkig fact: that
it is preciscly thoso ready to sell
France toc her fascist encmies, the

20C rich families, who have been
loudest irn their praise of Dala-
dier's attack on this fundamental

acticvemoent of tl.e Ponular Front of
Francse." (Editorial, Daily Worker,
August 25, 1938.)

An3 again:

#*Whatovor his excusc, Daladier's
offensive against the keystonc of
the Popular Front social aciieve-
monts would secrve to strengthen theo
200 rick magnates in Franco, tho
mansuvers of Gonoral TFranco and
Chamberlair in Spain, thus Lhelping
Mussolini and Hitler on their pros-
ont war threats and motilization.™
(H.Gannes,Daily Worker,Aug,23,1838)
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This fake Stalinist "oprositicn™-soon
collapsad in practice thougk in words
thers 1s still much howling from this
carp. In contemptuous language  the
capitalist press reports that the ex-
trema "Loft" parties are ready to ac-
cept Daladier's proposals:

WCovering their retveat witu vi-
gorous protests about the 'intan—
gibility! af the ferty-hour and
other soclal laws -and then adding a
covering vhrase about the necessity
of assuring natidénal defense and
indepondence, thé extreme Left par-
ties today %btegan the  tash of ac-

copting Promier Daladier's propos-
als for modificatiorn of the fortv-

hour wesk." (New York Timos, Aug-
ust 25, 1938.) '

This is confirmed by a <auvioudy
worded dispatch on the same day to the
Daily Workor. Thée ddlegation of the
National Committee of the Franch Poop-
lo's Frent (which includes the Stalin
ists) sent to- Daladior makes ¢lear
.that it will play hand.in glové'with
him to "strengthon:national defensel:

"The delegation, hLowever, will
reafifirm to Ddladier the readincss
of taeir groups to do everything
necossary tdé strengtaen. the natione
al defense,. a positior adopted -long

boforc Daladier's Toérw—promotse d
specch." (Dajly Worker August 26,
1938.)

while on the one
talk

Thus the Staligigis,
hand deczlaring that Daladier's
asout abrogating the
law for ‘“naticnal defense" 4s sheor
deragogy and an aid to reaction, are
on the other hand actually helping him
to carry out tuis treachery. A compa—
rison of the headlines -of-tho capital-
ist and Stalinist press on tais colla~
boration of the parties of tio Popular
Front witi Daladier in the attack on
the foerty-hour. law tirows an interest-
ing.sidelickt on tho oytrigl‘ l¥ing of
the Stalinists. The above qudtéd dis—
patca (8/26/35) from 4the Hew Yor k
Times has tho corroct heallinz YFroench
Left ¥iolds On. 40-Hour Week"; t he

Daily Workerts dispatéh (sameé date)
wiich astually ocarried thd gams infor-.
mation on the treachery of the Povular

forty-hour weik

Front has the false headline "French
People's Front Stands By 40-Hour Law."
In tkis way by the use of chicanery of
tho crudsst sort the Stalinist swingd-
lers throw dust in the eyss of their
trusting victims.

The reformist trade union leaders,
6f course, are acti ively participating
in this soll-ocut to the capitalists.
Under Daladicr's pretext of "dofending
France," the zeformists have censist-
ently ovorlookad and corcdored viol-
ations of the forty-hour 'law, so that
for the great majority of the  French
workers this "koystone® of the Popular
Frontls "achievemdnts" have névor beon
anytiing more thari a mera rumor, a
bait to keop them in submission fo the
government. So far,thce cooperation of
tho retormists witn tho capitalist gov-
ernment on this score has boen in the
form of a quiet ‘“undorstanding." But
undor oanitalism everything must . bo
made “official," and so:

"France's poworful Gencral Con-
fedciation of Labor, representing
5,0C0,000 workers, issued a eormmun-
igue tonight indicating thai. it
will cooperate in  strongthering
national defense.

"The organization had previously
opposed moves of Promior Fdovard
D11<d10r to modify the arplicasion
of the forty-hour weck. Thc conmun-
ique, however, ghowed a wiiling-
noss to favor longer hours in view

of ‘the threatcrlng international
situation." (New York Timecs, Jepte.
8, 1938.)

Wigh the connivance of the %tal*ﬁ1sts,

the social-democrats and thé reformist

trade’'tnion leaders the French aﬁjtr
alists xave bdecan ablo to rendsr the
forty-Lour week law a dead lctter,

whici may vossibly remadin on the stat-

ute oooks like sO0 many of tho'rrog-

ressive" moeasures of capitalism: .

"As far as political and indust-
rial circumstances will permis,.
Francs will abandon tio fort r-hour
weok., The Cebinet today approved
Premicr Fdouard Daladicr's stand
that tlie nation mus 't produce more
for its mlllnary and oconomic de-
Tonse., The law will remain on ti®
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statute ©books, but modifications
adopted by the Cabinet council will
provide:

"First, that the government can
demand wunlimited additional hours
in all industries concerned with
national defense, internal security
and public works.

"Second, in private industries
the nation can demand the maximum
of 100 extra hours per year over
and above the hours that are actu~
ally in force." (New York Times,
August 29, 1938.)

It need only be addod that, as a spice
to this dish of poison which the capi-
talists, with the help of the traitors
in the camp of labor, have been able
to feced the workoers, the assault on
the forty-hour woeok law carries with
it a wage cut:

"M. D aladier in his much discus-
sad radio broadcast suggestod over-
time at 10 per cent abovo the norm-

al rate. That is probably the rate
that will be adopted for national
defonsa.

"In private industry,where over-
time is paid at time and one half
and somctimos double, thers will be
opposition to any such reduction."
(New York Timos, August 29, 1938.)

And so the ‘'keystone" of the Popular

Front "gains" goes the way of all the

lies and promises heaped on the work-

ers in 1938. Capitalist reaction, as-
sisted by the Popular Front misleaders,
reigns supreme and unchallenged.

Meanwhile, to supplemont the war
preparations, a "collective security"
pact was negotiatod with England, A
N.Y.Times headline on April 29, 1938
informs us that "Britain and ZFrance
Agree on a Defensive Alliance; Unified
Commanés in War."™ All suck pacts are,
of course, intendsd to defend and fur-
ther French imperialist interests.
Those who have beon fooled by the
Stalinist fables .of "collective .secur-
ity" eliminating the need for increas-
ed armaments will be undeceived by the
following: 1) On April 28, 19 3 8
France and England signed a "collect-
ive sccurity" pact; 2) On May 3, 1938
"France Increases All Armed Forces" —

tDaladier Decrees Addition of 4,712-
500,000 Francs Credit to Get Larger
Man Power" (New York Times headlines);
3) On May 13, 1938 "France Increases
Navy Building Program; Two 35,00C-Ton
Ships Will Be Constructed" (N.Y.Times
Headlines); 4) On May 22, 1938 France
fiacides to purchase an additional 100
war planes from the U.S." (N. Y.Times
news report); 5) On August 24, 1938
"Paris Orders Ba6tleship, The Third of
35,000 Tons" (N.Y.Times headline). It
goes without saying that the British
imperialists have not lagged behind
their French brethren in preparing war
What the Stalinists, to deceive the
workers into being willing victims of
the imperialists, call "collective so-
curity" pacts are nothing bdbut part and
parcel of tho imperialists! plans and
alliances to 1let loos another world
slaughter.,

At this point it is important to
indicate a special feature of Stalin-
ism. The degeneration of the Stalin-
ist burocracy in a countor-revolution-
ary diroction has by now endowed theso
traitors with a cynicism that is por-
fectly voundless. The Stalinist pross
has tho incredible impudonce to report
that "collective socurity" has bocome
80 popular that evon the fascists are
supporting this policy! "Even De
Kerillis, who belongs to the extrome
Right, came out in favor of collective
security..."(Inprecorr, Juns 25, 1938,
p. 762,). And not only that, but "La
Journoce Industrielle, leading finan-
cial orgdn, writes, 'Now we see the
cruel mistake (sic!) of those who at-
tack the defenders of collective secu-
rity. This is tho only method to save
the world today.!'" ((Daily Worker, Sep-
tomber 10, 1938, Our emphasis.) The
Stalinist burocrats actually Dboast
that the fascists and the organ of
French finance imperialism  supnort
their policyl! Let the Stalinist work-
er who takes "collective soecurity"
seriously ponder on this. Is it not
obvious that these leadsrs in whom he
has confidence arrogantly assume that
he will not ask himself even these
simple questions: How does it lhappen
that "collective security" which my
leaders tell me is in the interests of
the proletariat 1is boing supported by
the fascists and finance capitalists?
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Since when do fascists favor policies
which benefit the working class] Wiy
are my leadors supporting the ypolicy
of the imperialists? How does it Lap-

We have said nothing so far
atout ons of the most hidcous aspects

of Popular Frontism, namely, its pol-
icy on the colonics of imperialist
France, and it is essential to outline
this matter before woe clogc the dis-
cussion of the naturoc and results of
Popular Frontism. Toward the millions
of colonial slaves, the policy of all
the Pepular Front governments has beon
the same, that of the Irsnch imperial-
ists wno bleed  tho colonials for
super-profits. The Dbestial persecu~
tion of -colonial natives, a long and
unbroken policy of Frencn imperialiam,
contimies under tho Stalinist-Social-
ist supported Popular Front in all its
savagery. This oppression centers not
only arcund the problem of forcing the
colonials to slave in imperialist
plankations and mines under a military
regime, but espocially around the
drive to crush rutalessly any move %to-
ward liberation from Fremch imperial-
ism.

Fronch Syria is the scone of fre-
quent native robellion cawsed, as the
Stalinist press admits, by thc oppros-—

sion of the natives by French
imperialisms?
"The cause ©f +this movement

among the people must be sought in
the tragic situation in which the
country has been placed by the pol-
icy of Frenca imperialism."
(G. Peri, "Evonts in Sy r i a"
Inprecorr, February 15, 1936.)

Reports constantly arrive of
military suppression of rebelling nat-
ives in Fronck Syria during. the reign
of the secéamd Popular Front government:

"French: boémbing planes and
motorized infantry went into action
today to suppress a rebellion of
Mohommetan Kurds against Fremnch
rule in Syria.

"Three motorized infantry units

_THE ULTRA-RIGHT ZIGZAG IN THE COLONIES

pen that, while Lenin's policy on war
made the imperialists rage like wild
boasts, Stalin's policy on war roceiv-
es the backing of the imperialists?

and squadrons of war planes took
the field against the Kurds. Troors
rushed to fhe village of Amonc a
near the Turgish border, where hLwo
officers who attempted to restare
order were fired wupon, buct tle
Kurds had evacuated it. Bombing

planas attacked three villages
where 1important concentrations of
Kurds were observed. (New York

Her g1d Tribunc, August 12, 1937.)

North Africa, higaly valued pos~
session of the Fronch imper lalists,
secthes with Nationalist revolt. 1In
ordor to torrorizs the natives into
subinission, the decond Popular Front
governmont ordered a fleet of 80 war
plancs to "maneuver" in North Africa:

"France decided today to dis—
patch more than 80 first-1l ine
planes to llorth Africa, the great-
est air force ever scnt to a French
colony — for Fall mancuvers demon-
strating Hher air power to the om-
pire." (N.Y.Times, Oct. 20, 1937.)

THe rpersecution of native chiefs is
part of Popular Front France's tactics
in crusning colonial natives:

"Unless the process is postponed
for considerations of public ordsr,
the leader of the Algerian Nation-
alist party, a cortain Messali,will
be brought to trial tomorrow in Al
giors." (N.Y.Times, Nov. 2, 1937.)

The coOlonial persecutors
worry about "public order" for the
natives resent the hounding of their
leaders and demonstrate their wrath in
hugo mass moctings which are routed by
French Mobile Guards:

did well to

"During the must violent of
thesc mass meetings the demonstra-
tors took refuge in a nearby mosque
when tHe Mobile Guard was called
out, A street TDbattle ensued in
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which there were several casual-
ties.” (Ivid.)

The colonial military administrators,
notorious for their barbaric treatment
of the natives, mince no words as to
their intentions:

"General August Nogues, F¥ench
Resident General, warned natives
today he would crush any disorders
with force as he revealed Moroccan
Nationalists had plannoed to lead a
revolt yesterday against French
authority.

"The general, who 1in the past
foew d«ys has  suppressed ssveral
Nationalist outbursts, sent troops
into the Moslem quarter of Foz for
the first time in history.

"1Our prompt action wrecked
plans to revolt,' he said, 'Our
troops will stay in Medina (Moslem

holy district) &s 1long as neces-
sary.'" (Ibid. Our emphasis.)

But the Stalin-Socialist darling, the
Popular Front government, "“unanimous-
ly"® approves of tho assault on the
African natives:

"Albert Sarraut, Director o f
French North African Affairs, ob-
tained today the unanimous approval
of the Cabinet for his program of
coordination in North Africa to
gombat _unrest and I1mprove con-
ditions in Tunis, Algeria and Mor-
occo." (New York Timos, November 28,
1937, Our emphasis,)

The bombing planes and motorized in-
fantry eent to "combat unrcst" will nat-
urally go far to improve conditiong -
for French imperialism. But the nat-
ives are not easily cowed and continue
their courageous struggle® for freedom
from France's Wdemocratic" imperialism.
Hence they are met with forceful sup-
pression:?

"Mordcco has been the scens of
the most violent outbreaks of the
native nationalist movement in
North Africa which the French gov-
ernment has determined to put down.

"Native uprisings, requiring
forceful suppression, have occurred
in Meknes, Fez, Casablanca, Khemis-

Not one
remotaly true.
Lenin's formulation to the effect that

set, Rabat and Port Lyautey.* (N Y,
Times,Dec. 6, 1937. Our emphasis.)

In the Stalinist's Popular Front
policy on the question of colonial
liveration, we have a typical example
of the docsitful way they uss Leninist
phrases to becloud their victims! mind
and conceal the betrayal they are por-
petrating. They bogin with some revo-
lutionary sounding phrases:

"The fundamsental demand of our
Communist Party concerning the co-
lonial peoplos romains tho right of
gelf-detormination, the right to
independence.” (M. Thorez, "France
of tho People's Front and Her Mis-
sion in the World," Report at the
9th Congress of the C.P. of France,
Dec. 25-29, 1937, pe. 99. Emphasis
in the original.)

This is immediately followed with a
hodge-podge of criminal distortions of
Leninism and a "line" which guarantees
the cnslavement of ths colonial work-
ores and poasants to French imperialism:

"Rocalling the formulation of
Lenin's, we have already told the
comrades from Tunis, who approve,
that the right to soparation does
not signify the obligation to sop-
arate, If the decisivo question of
the moment is the victorious strug-
gle against fasclsm, the interest
of theo colonial peoples 1liew i n
their unity with the French people
and not in an attitude which could
favor the projects of fascism and,
for instance, place Algeria, Tunis
and Morocco under the heecl of Musso-
lini or Hitler, or make Indo-China
a base for militaristic Japan,
(Applause) .

To create the conditions for
this free, confident and fraternal
union of the colonial peoples with
our people, is that not also to
work toward the fulfillment of

France!s mission in the world?
(Applausel" (Ibid. Emphasis i n

the original.)

idea in this passage is even
In the first place,

the right of colonial and subject
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nationalitles to separate from the
"mother" country does mot signify the
obligation to serarats was applied
by Lenin +to colonies and subject nat-

ionalities only after imperialism in
the "mother" country had been

overthrown and a soviet ropublic thers
establisheds To twast this Leninist
principle as the Stalinists do and
make it apply to colonies and subjoct

nationalities Ybefiore imperialism in
the "mother" country has deen over-

thromn is a monstrous fraud which
forms part and parcel of Stalinist
Popular Frontism. Tleninism  teaches
that bofore imporialism has been ovor-
thromn it is obligatory for revoll-
tionaries to demand uneguivocally the
political separation of coloniss and
sub joct nationalities.

Secondly, Thoroz! implication
that the liberatién of the French col-
onies would strengthorn thoe German,
Italian and Japanese imporialists is
nothing less than a desecration of
Loninisme In the same way the chauvi-
nists argued against Lenin ¢that the
liveration ef Russials subject nation-
alities or fFrance’s colonies would
strengthen tho Kalser., Tuae liberation
of France's colonial slaves can take
place only by the revolutionary defcat
and overtiarow of French imperialism.
Suwonh a defeat of French imperialism
and liberatioan of TFrancels colonies

would caude werld imporialism as a
whole +ito totter to its very founda-
tions. A revdlutionary upsurge would

swedp throughout the entire celonial
world and would inspire the millions
of colonial slaves of Italy, Japan,
England and the reost of the imperial-
ist oppressors to rise in revolt. The
smashing of French imperialism would
serve as a Dbeacon %0 the exploited
massés all over the world. It is pre-
eisely for thie reason that the Stal-
inists fecd the colonial slavos with
anti-Loninist poison about a "froc,

confident and fraternal union" of the
colonigg with French imperialism and

with chauvinistic doemagogy abdout
"Fracnls mission in the world." The

widespread massacre O0f her colénial
slaves 1is YFrance's mission in the
wortd" and -the Bogenerate cutthraats
of thie TFrench Foreign Legioa Supply
the ccmant for the Stalinists! "free,

eonfident and fraternal union."

In a deceptive attompt to talk
away the forocious assault of French
imporialism on the colonial masses -—
this assault is s0 startling and noto-
rious that it 1s impossible for even
such master swindlors as the Stalinist
burocrats to deny it —- tho Thorezes
and Cachins hypoéritically call for a
"roform" of the colonial administra~
tion. But dbtring the ultra-left zig-

zag, the $talinists donounced the
social-democrats for precisoely such
troacherous tactics:

“Tho socialwdomogratic theory,

atleging that the eapitalist colon-
ia) regime can be reformed and con-
vorted intd a Ygood colonial regime
is & mask :bohind which the social-
democrats attompt to‘conceal their
true social-imperialist character."
{Thesis adopted at the 6th World
Congress of the Communist Inter-
ndtiomal, July-August 1928, "The
Revolutionary Movement inX ¢ he
Colonies ' p. 62.)

In those days the Stalinists were say-
ing, and quite corroctly, that while
imperialism existes it is impossible to
freform" the colcaial administra tion.
Whenr t0day, in the face of the vicious
ofrensive of tho Popular Front govern-
ment againgt tho colonial massns, the
Stalinists preach social-demdcrat ic
Gecoeption about "reforming" the colon-
1al regimo, tie conscious villainy of
these traitors is obvious.

In the day of the ultra-left zig-
zag, the ©OStalinists  hypocritically
shirteked mighty Leninist phrases about
"colonial trevolution" and "national
liberation.® Today vhen tho $talin-
Ists foed tho natives the treacherous
lioc that a "free union® of the colon-
les with imperialist France is pos-
siblo, ¢the colonials, confused and
bitter at +the Mdosertion" of their
formeor Stalinist "dallies," tudn in ov-

ory direction for rolief. And, most
herrivle of all, the colonials are

rupidly turiting 40 the French fasgists,
de la Rocque and Doriot, who are
spouting the  most extravagant and
rockless promises about "frecedom."
These roactivnary domagogues,taking ad-




vantage of unrest in the coldnles,have
developed a hugs following amongst the
natives of North Africa. The Stalinist
press reports the military propara-
tions of the fascists in Algeria:

"Colonel de la Rocque gave his
blessing to the undertaking of a
civil war when, on June 10, 1935,
he assembled more than 15,000 mem-
bers of the Croix de Fou and 30
acroplanes near Algiers and held a
military review.® (Inprecorr, Jan.
23, 1937, pp. 68-69.)

"It is also gquito generall y
nown that both the French Peoples
Party (Doriof] and tho_French Soc-
1al Party [de la Bocqug] have org-
anized arms dwgps and civil war
squads.® (Inprocorr, Nov. 6, 1937,
page 1161.)

The gaining of support by tho fascists
among the peasantry by tho spread of
anti-Semitic venom is now wide in its
scope s

"With the aid of tho Peasants'
Front the movement of the big
planters won over middle poasants
who were dissatisficd with the bdad
sales of their products, and even
some fellahoen wers won over as
well, This was accomplished to a
great oxtent by their anti-gemitic
demagogy, and the Hitler thesis on
6his point foom the wusual con-
fents of a large numbor of newspap-
ers in Algeria." (Inprecorr, Jan.
23, 1937, pagos 68-69. Our amnais.)

The Stalinists admit that the fascists
have already secured control over many
local colonial governments:

"In 1935, fascism gained numer-~
ous local govemnments in Algerin.
Everywhere wero displayed enormous
placards bvearing the most perni-
cious slanders aguinst tho Republic
(sicl) and the slogan 'Death to the
Jews!! frumed in swastikas, which
were to be found gven in the small-
ost villages and Qi— quart-
ers of the M-" Ivid. pages 08-
69. Our emp:rasis.)

Nowhere do we find any ovidence that
the fascists have grown weaker since

the above was written. Officers of
the French "Peoples Army" feel no need
to conceal the fact that they are out-
right fascists:

*In the courtyard of the bar~
racks of Tlemcan, the officers and
non-commissioned officors salute

only with outstrotched arm." (Ibia.
samo paging. Our emphasis.)

The article goes On to turn the mind
of tho reader away from the roal dan-
gor by citing some 1local olectoral
victories by candidates of what it
calls tho colonial “Popular Front."
Just what thoe naturo of this "Popular
Front" can be in Algeria wherc e
Stalinist Party 4tself is 1illegal,
whore soci.l-domocrats and Radical So-
cialists arc practically non-cxistent,
and where ¢thec only roal political
force is that of fascism and tho reac-
tionary nationalist movemont is no t¢
revealed dby the Stalinist publications.

But while the fascists have a
free hand for thoir machinations, not
evon the Stalinist psocudo-Communism is
pormittad:

"The two poriodicals with the
largost circulation among thc offi-
cors of the army are !Candide! and
'Gringoire,! b ot h fasciste...
'1'Humanite' ig bannod in Morocco.
But onc can read at oncls ploasure
tho Moroccan odition of the fascist
'Action Francaise,! which openly
calls for the assassination of the
membors of the Pcoplels Front Gov-
ernment." (Inprecorr, Nov. 6, 1937.
Our smphasis.I)D

Thus tho colonial toilers
torrorized with military attacks by
tho Fronck Popular Front governmont
and doccived by tho domasogy of the
fascists who capitalize on this by
calling for the assassination of those
who aid and abet thom, the Blums, Bon~
nots, Daladiers, and Chautomps.

ars boing

Every advunced workor whose mind
has not beon poisoned by Stalinism
will realize what horrors thosc devol-
opments will shower on tho Fronch pro-

lotariat in tho future if o Leninist
rovolutionary movoment _does not arise
to stop thom. Goneral Franco has giv-
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en us an example of how the fascists
uge the cheated and betrayed colonials
of Norta Africa. The resources of the
fascists in the vast French African co-
lonies are immonsely greator than those

& » =

of Franco in Spanish Morocco. If the
Stalinist leaders had no other crime to
angwer for than their treacaery to the
colonials thcy would still deserve the
undying hatred of the workerse

% %

11

GENFRAL CONSIDERATIONS ON
 2OPULAR FRONTI

AN there be any doubt in rhe mind
; of an alert class-consc ious
worker as to the implications to be
drawn from tho facts we have presonted
on the ruin Stalinism brings to the
French masses? Stalinism has acted as
the spearhoad in the workers' ranks of
tho forocious assault on tho proletar—
iat that has ocarried France to the
brink of fascisme The chief factors
in the situation in Franco are: 1) the
French proletariat has been desparate-
ly enslaved to capitalism by tho dec-
options of Stalinism, social-democracy
and all othor varieties ot quackery in
the workers' ranks; 2) the imperial-
ists have, therefore, forced by the
intonse crisis 1in ocapitalisg, Dbeen
successful 1in plunging France right-
ward so that by now the country, with
its govermment-by-decree, has entercd
the pro-fagcist stage; 3) the lack of
& genuine Leninist rovolutionary force
lecaves the proletariat politically
holpleses to prevent the victory of
fascism and ths French imperialists
free to go ahoad with their war plans.

The Frenci prolstariat is faced
with the grave danger of Daladier's
undergoing a gradual transformution
into a fascist dictator. It must be
romembered ti.at therc is no single,
fixed method by which fascism comes
into power, but that, on the contrary,
there arc several ways which are used
in accordance with the objoctive situ~
ation, Thus, Italian fascism won its
victory by a seeizure of powes By Mue-
golini and his cohorts. For two yoars
after tals fascist seizuro of power,
Italy retained several olements o f
formal bourgeols democracy, as for ex-

ample the parliamentary system, logal-

1ty of tho Socialist and Communist
parties, otc. Whon Mugsolini had suf-
ficiently stabilized his rogime, the

remnants of tourgeois domocracy were
wiped out. A second mothod is that of
Hitler. In this case fascism was 1lif¥
ed wup into power by tho "democratic"
republic through "legal,® parliament-
ary procedurs. The eloments of bourg-

eois domocracy werc then oliminated
practically immediately. A third
path for tho wvictory of fascism is
that of Goneral Franco. Herc the

bourgeoisic svage a military uprising.
A fourth possible way is now gppearing
on thoe historical scons, namely, the
gradual transformation of tho bourg-
e0is domocmatic rogime into a fascist
ono. In tle roecont trond in France,
especially since Daladier came into
offico, significant eloments of such a
transformation arc alrcady noticeable.
The pushing aside of Parliament and
replacing of "democratic" rule b y
decree rule is the most important of
these features. The suppression of
the workors! strike actons by mili-
tary violence and coercion, (use of
troops to broak strikes and mobiliz-
atior of strikers into tho army), is
anothor vital eloment. The war hys—
toria throughout Europe provides a per-
foct soetting for the intensification
and spread of dictatorial rule. Bourg-
odis democratic wusagos can easily be
sot aside under the pretext of the ne-
cegsity to "defend France from foreign
enemies." It 1is entirely possibie
thuat the Fronch bourgeoisioc may dscide
on such a course of gradual fasciza~
tion. They have learned from the ev-
oents in Spain that an attompt at a
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geizure of power or at a military up-
rising may stir the workers into de-
fensive action with great% destruction
of bourgeois property and a threat of
proletarian revolution as a result. A
transformation of bourgeois damocracy
into fascism ty easy stages provides a
way of circunventing difficulties of
this nature. It 1is even likely that
during this transformation the fascist
hordes of de la Rocque and Doriot,
whoso "impatience" may prove cmbarras-
sing and disturbing to tae bourgeoisie,
will be reorganized and integrated
into the fascist system. Should such
& "conflict" within the Dbourgooisie
occur, the latter and the Stalinists
will, of coursc, try to make demagogic
use of it. They will atbmpt to do—
ceive the workers into thinking that
the dicatorial reogime whica is being
gradually introduced - is not fascist,
for "arendt the fascists, de la Rocouo
and Doriot, being suppressedt" The
workers mustnios permit themselvos to
be tricked by such arguments but must
be guided only by tho fact of the ob—
Jective situation. (Tho supnression
of the fascist Staxklhelm by the Nazils
in no way walkos tio presont Hitler ro-
gime any the loss fasdist.) The fas-
cization of Frauce and preparation for
imperialist war arc "point number one
on the agonda" of the Ironcih bourgooi-
sie today and tac workers must learn
t0 vnderstand ecvery detall of this
process regardless of how intricate it
may be.

In order to bring out still moro
sharply the complotely gonscious nat-
urc of tnc betrayals of Stalinism, the
pre-Hitler days in Gormaay and the
Stalinist analysis of thom must be
presonted. In Germany in the yoars
immediataly prior to Hitler's rise to
power, social-domocracy practiced a
policy of "defending domocracy from
fascism." Tas Stalinists, whilc car-
rying out their own treacherous ultra~
left line, levellod many corroct crit-
lcisws aguinst social-domocracy on the
grounds that its policy was oponing
the way to fascism. The social-democ-
rats, as tae Stalinists do today, ad-
vanced the argument  titut  since the
prolotariat is "not ready" for revelu-
tion, 1i% must make "concsesions" to
the capitalist Stato in order to pro-

eerve tho ‘“democratic" regime as the
"lossor ovil" against the monace of
fascism. The glit Mr. Joan Strachoy,
a favorito writsor of +the Stalinist
movemant, blames this troachery of
social-democracy in his book "Ths Men-
aco of Fascism" (1933) as solely res-
ponsiblo for Hitler's victory. ie
shows tho social democracy's-roasoning
was alonsy thoe following linos:

"The presont regretiable situ-
ation is no time to talk of rash
attempts to take over all powsr for
the workers. On the contrary, it
is nocossary to retreat, temporoe
rily of course, to ensurs ths pre-
servation of all that has boon
gained by tho eostablishmont of a
gomocratic ropublic."™ (J. Strachey,
"Tho ilénace of Fascism," pe.l8o. Our
cmphasis.)

From this fellowod the social-
democratic. tactic of Muniting" with
every variety of ‘reformist, liberal

and bourgedis-democratic fraud wunder
the pretext of I'preserving democracy
from fascism."

"For this sacred purposa, and as
vhe one way to tiawart the desisns
of tic reactionaries, who wish 1O
‘dostroy Democracy, Parliament-
ary Government anid tac freadom a the
Trade Unions, we must forwm a broad
united front of all genuino Democ-
rats and Liberals. The German work-
ers should drop, for tac moment,
too much talk 0f Socialism. Lot
taem, at any rate, put their main
cmpaasis upon their broad litoral
and Jjomocratic aims.® (Ivid.
pp. 185-6., Our omphasis.)

How familiar +this social-democratic
poison must sound t0 workors  into
whose oedrs tho Stalinists nour their
decoptions! What are tho specches of
tile Stalinist burocrats at tio 7t h
World Congross of the Comintern but
echoes of tais social-democ~-
ratic swindlo? For this "sacred purpose
the social-democrats supported a jov-
ernnent consisting, somewhat simil ar
to the firstand second Popular Fron t

governments of France, oFf sccial-deroO-
crats and partios pore to the right:
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"So they entered — as, on the
whole, Jjurnior partners — Coalitim
Governments formed by the democrat-
ic parties of the Centre and of the
Right Centre. Or, 1later on, they
supportod — 'tolerated!, as the
phrase went — by gtoadily wvoting
for thom in Parliamont, Governments
exclusively formed by such part-
ies." (Ibid. p. 187, Our emphasis.)

Very much liks events during the early
days of tho Popular Front goverrmonts
in. France, for which the Stalinists
were also '"steadlily voting", thosse
"Popular Front" coalitions in Gormany
fooled the workers into thinking that
tho bourgooisie had been prevented
from introducing fascisms

"However, this new application
of the podicy of thoe lesser ovil
did undoubtedly for a tims seem to
have succeeded in its main purpose,
It did appear to have warded off
the threat of reaction and to have
saved tho Democratic Constitution.”
(Ibidc, Pe 187.)

Reaction, howover, was not sloep-
ing meanwhile, but was biding its time
and, like in France, it began to con-
solidate its forces and show its hand
more and more openly. Social-democ—
racy,like the Popular Front in France,
toleruted all of this:

"Se long as they accepted such
conditions they wers not,of course,
in & ‘pesition evon to think of ad-
vancing a single inch towards So-
cialism. They supported by their
votes in Parliament the payment of
reparations, the building of pew
battleghips, and the payment _of
vagt gsubgidlies to the more gnd more
monopoligtic German capitaligtgs
Moreover, they ‘'tolerated! the
8teady  rovival, under Governmept
engouragemont, of every roactionary
elemont in the 1life of Ge oM
(Ivid., p. 188. Our emphasis.

But the intensification of the crisis
in caplitalism made, 1like in France,
vicious assaults on tho workers'! liv-
ing conditions an absolute neocesgity
for the paurgooisis. T hrou gh its
"Popular Front" government, the Gorman

dmperidlists beganm %to cut" social ex-
penditures and to enforce government
"arbitration" to cut wages:

YAnd then came the slump....Its
onget found the Social Democrats
oithor gupporting or 'tolcrating!
various types of coalition parlia-
mentary governments. When  the
‘slump came, these Govornments had
necessarily to take the usual steps
which all capitalist governmontsg
umét talo in $hme Of mlump. The y
had to 'ctt'.....They had to cut
their grants to lochl authorities;
they had to cut social serwvices;
they had to cut wunemployment bene-
fit; and above all, of course, they
had to use the elaborate Gorman
system of Government arbitration to

cut wagos." (Ibid. page 190. Our
emphasis.)

For the Bake 0f presorving capitalism
(the "democratic republic"), the German
soclal-domocrats supported reaction:

"And once again the Social Demo-
crats had their way. Thoy 'toler-
ated' overything and anything for
the sako of prescrving the demo-
cratic ropublic." (Ibid. p. 193.)

The social democrats formod eleoctoral
blots and supported "democratic" can-
didates in order to "defeat reaction,"
to "keep the Tfascists out at all
costs':

"In the spring of 1932, for ex-
ample, tho time for the Germ an
Préaidontial Election fell due.
At the previous olection, Field
Marshall von Hindenburg had been
e8lected by the united reactionary
pariies, dofeating a Social Domo-
cratic candidate. At this elec~
tion, a new candidate appearocd in
the fiold -~ Hitler, th> loador of
tho Fascists. What should the
Social Democrats do? If thoy
placed their own candilatc in the
field, they split tho anti-Fascist
vote. Hitler might bo olected.
At all cégts thoy must avoid this,
So they docided to support Hinden-
burg. No Social Domocratic candi-
dato was nominatod." (Ivia.
Pp. 193-194. Our emphasis.)
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"Victory" was achieved and fascism
was “"kept out." But life under capi-
talism does not etand still, 'I'be
Bruening ministry under Hindenburg's
presidency, (the counterpart of the
present Daladier government), began to

pags over to dictatorial forms and to
rule by decree. Wages and social ben-
efits were slashed ferociously, 80

that the Bruening government was calle
ed thc government of the "Hungor De-
crees”". This was capitalist dictator-
ship a la Daladier, but the German
social-domocrats told tho workers that
"domocracy” was being dofended and

hence tho govornment should be
supported:

"These reductions were princi-

pally eaffected by the notoriou s

five 'Hunger Decrees'!, as they came
to be known to the German workers,
igssuod by the Bruening Governmont.
For ordinary parliamentary proce-
dure had beon abandoned. While it
was ¢ssontiad, tho Social Democrats
agsured the workers, 10 gupport the
Governmont becauge it was democrate
dc and -congtitutional, Herr Bruen-
ing actually governed as a dictat-
or." (Ibid. p.195. Our ompnasis.)

Strachey in accusing italics oxposes
this policy of supporting open capi-
talist dictatorship under the guise of
"progerving democracy":

"The application of the policy
of the l_nae_ evil had bogun in
searnegte In order o ward off Fag-

¢igm, t0 pregorve jge prineciple of
gomocracx, and, avowedl to ;g e-
orve existing Ca ite.li t e

nomic system ('t0 roven golitigal
and economic g¢haog'), tho Socia).
Democrats had month aftsr mon th

gupportad a goverament which had in

ractice bacome & dictatorghip."
iIbid. ppe 196-197. [Emphasis i n
the original.)

uening having outlived his usoful-
ness, Franz von Papan was made chun-
cellor and was in turn supported by
social-democracy "to keep out the fas-
cists". The “domocratic" government
launchod military assaults on  the
workers and taelr orgunizations in the
manner of Chautemps and Daledier, but

this the social-democrats, like their
French countor-part and the Stalinist
betrayors, "tolorated". In f at al
words, Strachoy explains that the pro-
text of supporting capitalist "domoc-
racy" served <tho social-domocrats as
a means Of preventing the workers from
taking the revolutionary path:

"Thoy did all ‘this,thoy said,in
order to obtain, and thon to pro-
sorve the democratic constitution.
Can we, however, ag we look back on
this whr .o extraordinary story, ac-
copt t.is explanation? Do not the
decds of the Social Democratic
loadors speak far more oloquently
than their words? Is it not clear
that the only possible explana t ion
for theoir otherwise incomprohensible
policy is that what they fearod and
dreaded mogt of all was precigely tio
overthrow of German Capitalism and
the establishment of workerg'! pow-
or?" (Ibid. p. 202,)

We shall give this Stalinist scridbler
the answer he wants: YES} It is en-
tiroly clear that the social-domocrats,
the Stalinists, the reformists, the
liborals and all thoso "foes of fas-
ciem" who proath the nocessity of de-
fonding thoe "democratic" ropublic from
reaction foar first and foremost not
reaction but the overthrow of capital-
ism an? the eéstablishmentof workers!
pomr.

Meanwhile, tho social-domocrats
worc deceiving tho workers by podinting
to the eloctoral successos of the
"democratic coalition", tolling them
that this parliamontary horscplay was

warding off fascism. Moro, the elec-
toral successes of’ the "“domocratic
coalition" even caused somo disinteg-

ration of the Nazi forces, (just as de
la Rocque lost strength aftor tho ori-
ginal Popular Front olection in 1936):

"Moroower, as this becaiio app a~
ront, the Social Democrats, to their
immense satisfaction, bDogan to ob-
porve the first signs of disinteg-
ration in tho Fasclst ranks. The
Hitlor party bvogan for tho first
time ¢¢ 1l0se grouni at the
olections The policy of the los~
gor ovil seemol to its aunors to de
about to bo Jjustified."(Ibid. p.207)



This electoral "victory" the social-
derocrats palmed off as the "defeat"
of faccism by the “"defense of democra~
cy". But Strachey doves not fail to
observe that “disintegration! of fas-
cism via the ballot box does not pre-
vent the victory of fascism. On the
contrary:

"The Fascists weres given power
precisgly because they wore begin-
ning to show signs of disintcgra~
tione It was necessary to give
Hitler power in ‘the State just be-
cause he was losing power with the
masses." (Ibid. p. 209. Emphasie
in the original.) '

Ther:c 1ie only thig to add to this
Stalinist's devastating expose of the
treachery of the tactic of "defonding
dercocracy against fascism" and that is
to state that on January 31, 1933 Hit-
ler was kicked wup into powsr by tho
"democratic" republice

What irtelligent worker can doubt
seeing the course of oevents in Gormany
prior o Hitlor and the almost. exact
parallel to theso events in prosent
day Fraance, that to place faith in the
governments of the '"democratic repub-
lic", to rely for salvation from fas-
cism on the "defense of bourgeois dom-
ocracy" means to guarantee the vicsory
of fascism! What thimking worker can
doubt that the Stalinist machine which
produced such precise and annihilating
criticisms of the line of "dofensde of
derrociacy" is today jointly with Soci-
al dcmocracy gonsciosusly, deliterately
and premeditatedly leading tho workers
away via the ultra~right zigzag from
the path of the overtarow of capital-
ism and the "establishment of workers!
power"., Stalinism, rosting on the
might of the burocratically contral-
ized distorted workers state, 1s the
main Sanger within the ranks of the
prolataciate Stalinism, fraudulontly
basiag itself on the preostige of the
greatost  revolution : in. history, has
infinitaly morc power and influence
tha. sociul-democracy ever dreamed of.
Thero can be no salvation for the pro-
lotariat from the hollfires of capit-
alism prior to the destruction of
Stulirnivin as an ideological forc e
wrherever it exists in the ranks of the
workers at least in one country.

. All history as wvnalyzed by Marx,

Engols and Lonin proves conclusively

that for the working class thore is no
salvation excep: through revolutionary
methods. Roformist i1llusions are the

Lope of those who eithor cannot read
correctly tho warnings of ovents like

thuse of Germany or France, or those

who, terrifiod to the point of -domor-
alization, relicve their faint hearts

with wishiul thinking. There is no
possibility of improvement of tho con-
ditions o: working class 1life while
capitalism existis. In Franeo wo learn
the unmistakable lesson of the futil-
1ty of any hope .for bpettorment under
capitalism. Liberalism or social-
democracy .in governmental power sorves
only to open the way to more intense
exploitation. Certainly, when faced
by an upsurge of the prolctariat, the
capitalists will momontarily retreat
as thoy did in Germany (1930-1931),and
in France (19%6). Tho bourgeoisie
with centuries of experience in ruling

a vast soclal structure arc skillful
and capable in defonding their class
intcrosts. But only those who are

naive or blind to reality will mistake
guclh rotroats for defeat and will con-
timue to pin their hopes on refermism.
The ruling class knows that theo ro-
formists seve only the nurpose of
misleading pr-letarian upsurges and of
groasing the patiy of the bourscoisie
back to a recovery of thoir tempora~
rily lost ground and to new onslaughts
aguinst tho liyingy conditions of the
workers. Tae French bourgooisic whose
ac¢tions we have descrived in some de~
tail havo ziven wus a revealing lesson
in class strupgnle tactics. THey have
shown thc numerous dovico®, strategems
ans. maneuvers by which, wilrtho help

of tho Stalinists, the social-democ-
rats and the potty-bourgcois liberals,
they mislead the workers from thoir
true, revolutionary path. The revolu-
tionary worker will not be frightcned
or domoralized by tho streongh and re—
sourceofalnoss of the bourgooisie, but,
understanding the advantagos and meth-
ods of the ruling class, will say to
thom: "Very well, you've won so far;

but our day will come. Wec workers
have to got rid of the troacherous
leoaders in our own ranks in order to

go after you directly." Ho will find
new courage in his clarity, and kick-
ing the Stalinists, social-domocr ats
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and reformists forsver out of his
heart,will gird his loins for revolu—
tionary class battles.

Only traitors to the workers,
such as the Stalinists, social-democ-
rats and other opportunists, will
spread the hateful lie: "It is quite

possible to pursue within the frame-

work of the present regime a democ—
ratic policy in conformity with the

interests of the working masses " (J.
Borlioz, Daily Worker, Feb. 25, 1937).

The advanced worker, sharply noting
every trick of the bourgecoisie, will
raalize that while the stateo is capi-
talist it cun servoe only thoe intarosts
of tho capitalists. No ministry, no
parliament, even if filled to the
rafters with "frionds of the workers,"
will do anything bdut
geoisic and assault the workers as

long as tho capitalist class and its
government exist .nd rule. The Stulin-

ists, resorting to a.plece of decop-

tion long practiced by the soclal-

8amgocrats and other raformigtay ape

cureful. to speak about "democracy"in
general, thus concealing the reaction-

ary nature of ‘this "democracy", its

clags character which mikkes it the
weapon of the bourgeoisie for the ope

pression of the toilers. Thoe Thorez!,
Cachins and Berlioz' fill the workers!

mind with mlsleading phrascs about

"doveloping democracy", about marching
forward for "domocracy™:

"Tho Pcople's Front is therofore
a new s%ep forwuard for domocracy."
(M. Trhorez, Frunce of the Pcopla's
Front and Her liission in the Worlgd,"
p. 65.)

Lenin, on the other hand,
the morse "developod"
this "democracy"
vicious it grews:

teught that
and tho "purer"
became, the more

"The Marxists have always said
taat tae more dsveloped and the
tpuror! democracy becomos, the more
naked, skharper, wnd morciloss be-
comes tiec class setruggle, t h e
'purer! aprears the yoko of capital
and the dictatorskip of the bour-

gooisie." (V. I. Lonin, The Found-
ation of tne Communist Intornation-
dl, Pe 100)

aid the bour-

Dimitroff, faithful bootlicker of the
Stalinist burocracy, tells the workers
that a bourgeoois domocratic governmont
will defond them £from recaction, but
Lonin tceaches and history provss:

"The most domocratic bourgeois
republic nevor was and nover could
be anything elsc than a machine for
the supprossing of tho toilors by
capital, than the tool of political
powsr of capital, dictatorship of
the bourgecoisie.” (V. I. L en i n,

Collected Works, Vol. XVI, p. 186.
Our cmphasis.)
And again:
"All Socialists, in oxplaining

the class character of bourgcois
civilization, of Dbourgools democ-

racy, of bourgeois parliamontarian-
ism, have oxpressed tho thought
which Marx and Engels spoko out
with tho greatest scicontific cxact-
nogs whon thoy said that the most
domocratic bourgeois repuclic is
notihing

elso but a machine ior the
suppression of the working class by
the bourgcoisic, of the mass of
toilers by a handful of canital-

ists." (V. I. Lenin, The Foundatim
of the Communist International,

p. 7. Our orpaasis.)

From the Stalinists we hecar that
thorz is a middle coursae, a "tkird
possibls course" opon to thoe workers:
"Sinedo- October 1934, the Communists
(sic!) novor ceasod t0 maintain that
there was a third possible coursc bo-
side the ostablishmont of Sovicts on
the one hand and the reactionary po-
licy of tihie Fronch uppsr class on the

otker." (Inprecorr, Junc 12, 1 ¢ 3 7.
p. 577, Our omphasis.) But it is

from Lenin that we learn:

"The chief thing which tho So-
cialists do not wunderstand and
whicli comprises thoir theoretical
shortsightcdnoss, their captivity
t0 bourgeois projudices and their
political trecachory in rogard to
4he proletariat, 1s that in capi-
talist socioty, with any kind of
serious sharpening of tho class
strugele which 1lios at its basis,
therc can be no middle coursc save
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the dictatorshiy of tha bourgceisie
or the dictatorship of the prolst-
ariat. Any drcam about any king or
third way is the reactiorary lament-
ation of the petty-bourgoois."
(V. I. Lenin, The Foundation of the
Comrunist International, pe 12,
Our ompaasis.)

History provides only two altornatives
to the workors: either destroy bourg-
sois rule and establish a proletarian
dictatorship or continue to suffer en-
slavement wunder a bourgeois dictator-
ship. Especially since the Russian Ree
olution it has become clear that evory
government which is not a dictatorsiaip
of the oreolstiriat 1s a dictatorship of
tie bourgeoisie. No verbvalisms 1like

* %
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Social Democratic-Comrmunist coalition
government, or Labor government, Or
Popular Front government can negatc te
fact that as long as bourgeois rule
of every form has not been annihilated
by proletarian revolution, the bourg-
eoisie retain the power to cxploit the
workors.

no. path which cen lead
the workers to frecdom but that  of
proletarian revolution and the est-
ablishment of a prolotarian dictator-
ship. Evory other path, regaral ess

of what sugar-coated slogan may conceal
its trcacherous nature, can bring the
workers only increasing misery and
aventually universal fascisme

There is

* *

HOW THE "OPPOSITION" SHIELDS

STALINISM

- A\ EVOLUTICUHAEY and loftward-move—
L' Wing workers,realizinz the counter-
rovolutionary mnature of Stalinism,
often turn to the so-called "Oprosi-
tion" to tho Kremlin cliguo contoring

in the Trotskyvite and Lovostonsito
carps. This is only natural, for the
simplest  solution of the dilemma

A) THE TROTSKYITES

caused by Stalirism scems to be to

join thosce who "oprosc Stalirism." But
the immenso complexity of tho class
strugzgle does not permit of "simple"
solutions. It 1is necessary to show
that Trotskyism and Lovestoneism do
not combat Stalinism in reality, but
sorve to shicld it in waricus sibtlo ways.

SHIELD STALINISM

When in 1921-1922 Stalin,Zinoviev
and Kamoneov  formed their conspir-
acy to wusurp powsr in the CePeS.U.,
Lenin, out of the battle becauss of
illness, placed in Trotsky's hands the
duty and task of blocking the designs
of the conspirators. Lenin doman ded
not only in his "Testament" but also
in his personal instructions to Trot-

sky* that means be found to remove
Stalin from the post of General — Sec-
rotary. Trotsky gave lLenin the irpros-
sion that he accepted Lenin's offor of
& bloc to fight the usurpers. From the
very start, however, Trotsky Dbetrayed
Lenin's trust and doliberately avoided
carrying out Lenin's line.** Hig
policy of corpromise with Stalin coen-

* For an account of Lonin's proposcd battle against Stalin see "mY LIFE" by Leamn
Trotsky, pages 478-479, 481-485, 487-488, 505-506.

** For an account of Trotsky's trecacherous, compromising policy sec thc same vol-

ume, pages 48<, 485-487, 489, 494, 515, 518, 522, 529, 530.
admissions by Trotsky: his opposition to removing Stalin and to split with

Note the follow ing
him



tributed to the victory of Stalinism in
the Soviet Unionr and in the Comintern.
Iroteky was conseguenily placed in the
position of having to cover-up his own
treachery to Lenin by an "attack on
Dtalin which was limited wholly t0 a
deceptive verbal barrage. Stalin's
deliberate crimes were whitewashod as
"nigtakes", as "centrism®". Tho ultra-
left and ultra-rignt zigzags,conscious-
ly iastituted in the Comintern by
Stalinism to preveny proletarian rovo-

lution, were c.1lsd “eentrist" vacil-
lations which Trotsky protended to

"eorrcet" by sonding the Kromlin gang

long-windecd “apreals", "“lottors" and
"eritigques". The wultra~left cigzag
wag  termoed "secturiunism" and  the
tltra~-right, "reformism". That both

zigzags werce not the lurchings of a
"ristaken" centrist but woere tech-
niques deliberately used by Stalianism
to provent revolution, Trotsky avoided
telling tac proletariat.

During the period of 1934-1936
wken the Stalinists were substituting
the ultra-right zigzag for the ultra-

left, Trotsky spread the fable that
they were beginning to correct their
arrors" and he gave them his
"acclaim":

"We are ever ready to sincorely
acclaim every step the Stalinists
take on the correct road."
(L. Trotsky, "Whither Franco",p.28)

Creating the false impression that the
Stalinists arc revolutionaries, he

tadvised" these  counter-rovolution-
aries to form  workers militius in
Frarce, and was "surpriged" to learn
tnat they disagree with him, and he

informed tne workers that the Stalin-
ists "do not wunt to sea" the develop-
ing revolutionary situation, thus for
the nth time leading the workers into
thinking taat the St.linists aro hon-
est rovolutionarics who for some myst-
erious recuson  perpotu.ally mak e
"errorg":

** (Cont'd from previous page)

"Those who yestorday preached
the ‘'third period' do not want to
see what 418 going on beforo their
oyes." (Ibid. p. 27.)

Trotsky confuses the workers with the
fantastic story that the Stailinists
arc mercly committing a sories of log-
ical errors: :

"But hore the stratogists,
tangled in their own reasoning,
bring forward against us still more
stupefying arguments." (Ibvid. p.28.
Our Omphasis.)

The fraudulent "unitod front"
with social dcmocrats porpetrated in
1934 by tho Stalinists to 1lull the
workers! fcars and complaints is hail-
od by Trotsky as full of "immemse
possibilitiocs":

"We have already said that the
united front of the Socialist and
Communist Parties embodios 4mmensc

possibilities. If only it wants it
seriously, it will tomorrow become

mastor in France. But the will must
be there." (Ivid. p.43. Our orphasis)

Trotsky has found the ‘"koy" to the
situation: "Tho koy to tihec sitation is
now in the united fronta® (Ibid. p.43.)
And to pile confusion upon confusion,
Trotsky cualls for a Socialist-Stalinist
coalition bourgeois-doemocratic govern-
ment:

"The aim of the united front can
be only a government ¢f the united
front, i.e., a Socialist-Cormunist
govornment, a 3lum-Cachin ministry.
This must be said openly. If the
unitod front takes itsclf sceriously
— and it is only on this condition
that the popular massos will take it
goriously — it cannot divest itseclf
of the slogan of conquest of power."
(Ivid. p. 44.)

This linc of Trotsky's is clearly a do-

organizationally, his silonce on Stalin's origin-
al crime of usurpation, his feoblo attempt to take a "political holiday",

‘his

lack of resistanco to removal from offices, his discouraging the desirs of young-
er peorpde to attack Stalin's clique in 1927 when the defeat in China opened an

opportunity, otce.



- 45 -

parture from a fundamental principle of
Leninism in several respects. Fifrst,
historical experience has proved cor-
clusively that only a government com-
posed of genuine Bolsheviks as the
sole ruling party and coming to power
by the overthrow of the bourgeoisie

can serve the interests of the toiling
masses. There is no middlo road, no
third course in thec form of a "govern-
ment of the united front" whick can do
anything but work for tho bourgcoisie

and against the massos. Secondly,
Blum, the leader of reformist social-
democracy, and Cachin, the leader of

counter-revolutiocnary Stalinism, could

in any caso hoad only a political mon-
strosity whica would functiorn on be-
half of imporialism and Stalinism.

Even 1if thc Stalinists or the social-
dermocrats were genuine Bolshcviks, this
proposal of Trotsky's would rasult, if
carrizd out, in disaster for thc wor k-
ers. Considering what scoundrels the
Stalinist and sociul-democratic buro—
crats actually arc - how well Troisky's
proposal serves to bolster up the con-
fidence of the workers in those swind-
lers! — what can this line of Trot—
sky's be called but « picce of doudble
deception. The "united front", how-
ever, was soO obviously fraudulent that
after a while Trotsky had to "eriti -
cise" it to save his face. Hocnce he
informed the workers that the "united
front" was '"unstuble" bocause t h e
leadors of the Comintern have "lost
confidence in thamsolves™:

"True, tne Comrmanist Internation-

al has made a sharp turn on the
question oi the united front: facts

proved themsclves more potent than
the progr.m,. But the progruam of
tae Comrunist Intornational has
bacn neither suppressed nor modi-
fied. Ite fundamontal mistakes
have not basen explained to the
WOTrkors. Tho leaders of the Commu-

- nist Internationul, who have lost
cor.fidence in themsolves, are pro-
serving ageinst possible eventuali-
tles an uavcnue of retreat towards
the position of gocial-Fascism'.
This has invosted the policy of tha
united front wlth its unprincipled,
diplomatic and unstable character.®
(Ibid. p. 74. Our emplusis.)

In this passagoe there is not a singls
notion that is in any way true, In
the first place no "sharp turn" on thae
quastion of the wunited front was maie
by the Stulinists. The crooked mars.a-
ver of 1934 exocuted to deceive tne
workers and only one of & consistent
serics of deceptions is a "skharp tvra'
only to a persor who 1s hopclesely
bankrupt duc to a malodorous past Of
his own which he conceals by reams of
bombast. Secondly, thorc werec n ©
"mistakes" in the program of tho "Con-
intern", since it has becn deliberate-
ly countcr-revolutionary evor sincc it
fell ind the hands of tho Stalinist
burocracy in 1922 — with comp lote
"syccess" so far. As for Trotsky's
psychologizing about tho Stalinist
burocrats! loss of solf-conf i dence,
this will dazzle only thosc who mis-
take windbagism for Loninism. And
finally, the Stalinists werc not at
thz time Trotsky wrote this passaze
(1936) plonning to reinstate the ultra-
loft (social Fascism) 1linc. On the
contrary, they wors scheming to pass
from the sham "united front" to 2 full-
fledged ultra-right zigzage

The complote launching of the
Popular Front 1linc 1s described by
Trotsky as a ‘“reformist illusion"

bascd on tho Stalinists! "inability to
understand® Lenin:

"The inability to understand tho
woaning of Lenin's thesis on ‘capi-
talism in its death throes! has in-
vested the present policies of the
Fronch Communist Party wlith its
character of noisy impotence, sup-
plomentéd by reformist illusions."
(Ibid. p. 74. Our omphasis.)

When Dimitroff at the 7th World Con-
gress of the Comintern introduced the
Popular Front tactic of supporting a
bourgeois government and shrewdly
buried this treachery in windy phrases
gbout a "Soviet government" (see above
p. 16 ), Trotsky protenled to take him
literally:

"Dimitroff, as well as his in-
spirors, seriously imagines that it
is possible to combine class colla~
bvoration with the class struggle, a
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bloc with the bourgeoisie with the
proletariat's struggle for power,
friendship with Daladier with build-
ing o2 Sovietg." (Ibid. p.147.)

Ve have shown that the Stalinists are
fully conscious of the fact that Popu-
lar Frontism Jleadc *he workers away

from the revolutiorary path and deliw
berately introduces this =zigzag for
this specific purpose. Trotsky, how-

ever, faithfully babhling after Dimi-

troff 1like a school-boy reciting his
text, spreads the extremely damaging
falsehood that tke StAlinis ts
"seriously™ want revolutior only are
"mistaken" in their tactics. The
Stalinists 'Mseriously" want "class

struggle", the "proletariat's struggle
for power" and the "building of
Sovisets", says Trotsky, ouly by some
"error" thay are uniting these prin-
ciples witlh subservience to tae bourg-
eoisis. It is thus that ever sin ce
hig opportunistic surrender to Stalin

in 1923 Trotsiy has failed to call
Stalinism by its right nare - con-—
acioys countér-revolution -~ and has

‘helped Stalinism cheat the proletariat.

In another work Trotsky explains
that the new '"mistake" of the Comin-
tern, Popular Frontism (social-patrio-

tism), flows from Stalin's wrong
"theory" of socialism in a single
country:

"In the days when the Communist
International still played wita all
the rainbow colors of 'revolution-
ary defeatism!', we warned that from
the taeory of ‘'sccialism in a
single country! there would flow
inevitably social-patriotic conclu-
siong with all thoir trdacacrous
consegquences." (L. Trotsky, "On ths
7ts Congress of the Comintern'; The

New Interrational, Oct. 1935, Vol.
II, p. 178. Our emphasis.)
Trotsky Dbases his so-called fig:t

against Stalinism
istic promise.

tae Btalinists
causs tiaey nave a

on a wholly ideal-
According to Trotsky,
are maxing errors be-

wrong taeory — tue
tonsory of socialism in one country.
by this kind of argument, Trotsky
covers up the criminal materialistic
foundation of Stalinism — its usurp-

ation of powsr —- which is the source
of the StalinistStreachezy. Stalini-sm
was operating and developing for three
yoars {1921-1924) before it promul-
gated 1its "theory" of soclalism in one
country. The essence of Stalinism is
not scme "theory" btut is its scizure
of material vpower in the Bolshovik
Party and Soviet organs. The announce-
mont of the "theory" of socialism in
one country was nothing but a demago-
gic false-front DbYehind which Stalin
concsaled kis provious and subscquont
counter-rovolutionary mansuvers. The
death of Lenin in 1924 gave Stalin an
opportune moment to0 resort to this
trickery. Otherwiss, instead of cent-
ralizing his personal power for three
years before employing the swoke-

screen of ‘"“egocialism in one country",
ne might have dons so for five, ten
Or more years -— Or he might never

have found it neccessary to use this

particular form of demagogy. Stalin-
ism, mnevertheless, would still have
been the same. Because Trotsky had

betrayed Lenin's 1line of combatting
Stalin's usurpation of power — (Trot-
sky's "I am asainst removing Stalin";

Trotsizy's denial of the cxistence of
Lenin's testanont; etce) — he could

not attack Stalin on these fundamentnl
grounds. To have done so would have
entailed an exposure of his own part
in helping Stalin centralize his power,

_ Eence, to save ils face in view of the

way Stalin was making a traditional
scapegoat out ¢f nime Trotsky was
forced into pretending to take Stal-
in's "theory" of socialism in one
country at its face value. Trotsky's
criticisms ef Stalint's thcory, like
all his pretenses to correct Stalin and
teach him the ABC of Marxism,are noth-
ing but a camouflage of Trotsky's ewn
double-~crossing of Lenin in the strugz-
gle against Stalin. By avoiding to exe
pose the true origin of Stalinism and
making his fight against Stalin's "“theo-
ry" the central issue, Trotsky is actually
holping to spread the false notion
that Stalin has the honest desire to
build socialism in the FSoviet Union
but cannot do so because of a wrong
ftheory"se A better service to Stalih
can hardly be imagined, for what can
naive workers say but, "Alrizht, let
Stalin try to build socialism in one
country and see what happens. Maybe
he'il succesde Who knows?" Thus,



Troteky's posing the problen in a
wrong light forces many workers into
a position of neutrality, of watcaful
waiting with regard to Stalin's count-
er-revoluticrary activities, or even
into a direct support of Stalin.

But merely his confusing of the
French proletariat on the nature of
Stalinism did not satisfy Trotsky. In
a saries of verbal acrobatics which
have become lknown as "Troisky'!'s liter-
ary style", he posed the proposition
that tae hopes of the French proletar-
iat must ve pinned on . .social-dendc-
racy!

"The destiny of the proletariat
depends, in a large measure, in our
epoch, wpon the resolute manner
with wiich the social-democracy
will succeed in the brief interval
which 1s vouchsafed it by the murch
of develorment, in Dbreaking wita
€he bourgecis state, in transform-~
ing 1itself and in preparing itsslf

for the decisive strugsle against
Fascisme" (The New International,

September-October 1834,Vol. 1,p.7C.)

Despito all the qualifications cover-
ing ur trhis corplets broak with Lanin-
ism '

$ % @ui.j o~ the thougat thoreiln
is clear and is followed up by the or-
der to Trotsxyl!s Fronch fcollowers ¢ o
enter the social-democratic party to
Yhelp" revolutionize social-demo cracy.
Speaking of ais Frencz organization,
Trotsky says:

"It cax1 occupy such a place un-
der preseni conditions in nd other
way thai: by entering the socialist
party." (Ibid. p. 71.)

Lenirism recognizes social-democracy
as the ageant of the boursesoisie oper-
ating withir the ranks of ths prolet-

ariat, Its vrimary rurpose is to pre-
vent ‘the passags of tiic working class

to rovoluionary mothods ¢f setiling
accounts-wits  oapitalism. T o day
social-democracy in the Popular Front
is working hand 1in glove with +the
Stalinists, following taem in a sec-
ondary nposition in this counter-revol-
utionary wameuver., Leninism recegniz-
es tuat social-democracy can navsr
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dreak with the  bourgeois State.
Social-derocracy will hold Dhoclk tre

rroietariat uniil

fascis: - mulcs
direct ]

14l
vid for power.e It will then

attempt to save 1its face by flinaiug
the workers against fascism when the

victory of the latter is alrcady a
foregone conclusion (Austria) or it
will actually attempt to come to an
agrecment with fascism (Germeny, whewe
the social-deomocrats gave ZEitler &
vote of confidence) or, in the face of
an actuval military wprising %oy the
fascists as in Spain, it will collabo-
rate with the Dbourgeoisic ir prevent-
ing prolctarian revolution and thus
will irndirsctly assist the fascists.
But since fascism does mot find it
naccssary to compromisc with social-
denocracy, the victory of fascism re-
sualts in the destruction of social-
democracy. The final result of social-

democracy is to lead both the prolet-
ariat and itsel? into disaster. It is
bocause Lenin realized that social-

dermocracy will bind the proletariat to
the bourgeoisie {0 .the very last gasp
taat ie proclaimad the absolute ncces-
sity of a clefr and permanent organiz-
ational break with it. To preach ro-
liance on social-domocracy or some
vague hone trhat social-democracy will
break wiul the bourzeoisic is to open
the road to the victory of fascist.
Thus from his opvortunisi’ line towsrd
Stalin inl9%s=3 andhis sharp break
with basic Lerinist prineciplsf .
Irotpinyts~ political degeneration ..
follows an wninterrupted path.

The Ameriean Trotskyite, James
Burnham, has written a pamrhlet called
"The Pooplo's Front; the new betrayal",
wiich is merely a weary repetition of
the misreprosentations and confusion
spread by Trotsky - with perhaps a few
original "inventions" by Burnhar him-
self.,

The ultra-left zigzag of 1 § 2 9-
1933, Stalinismé-dsliberate betrayal
in Germany, is described as a ‘"mis-
take", as "sectarianism!:

"It was the class-collaboration-
ist policy of German Social -Democ-
racy (combtined with the suicidal

scctarianism of the Gorman Comnmn-
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ist Party) which left the German
middle class easy pusy for Hitler."
(J. Burnham, "The Paeple's Front;
the New Betrayal", 192 3 7, p. 30.
Our emphasis.)
Now, says 3Burnham, the Stalinists are
turning "reformist" because they ref-
use to let their "shielded eyes" see
the approaching revolutionary sltuation

"The reformist leadership of the
Socialist Party of France, on the
other hand, and the Stalinists, just
then turning reformist wunder the
impulse of the new orientation of
the Comintern, had quite different
views. The depth of the crisis
made no impression on their ghield-
ed eyegs. The approach of a revolu-
tionary situation? Mere fantasy."
(Ibid.- Pe 40.&* emphasis-)

The denial of a revolukonary cri sis:
when there is one and the exaggeration
of the ‘“revolutionary crisis" when
there is actually none are simply part
of the Stalinists! machinations to
mislead the workers and prevent them
from taking the revolutionary road.
But to the Trotskyites, if we were to
take them seriously, the Stalinists
indulge in theae treacherous antics
because of "shielded eyes". Burnham
gives the Stalinists credit for having
at one time put up a "fighting strug-
gle" on benhalf of the workers; now,
because of their "reformism" they are
abandoning heir ‘'noble" work of the
past - (examplified doubtless by their
counter-revolutionary treachery i n
Germany prior to Hitler):

"The policy of class-collabor-
a.pion forces the ©Stalinists to
abandon more and more the fighting

struggle for economic demands, and
through that struggle the raising

of the level of clagg-congciousness,
for the attempt to come to agree-
ments with the buvocrats, to settle
disputes through deals behind the
scenes,td rely on governmental ar-
bitration boards and mediators.'
(Ibid. p. 56. Our emphasis.)

To the Trotskyites the ultra-left sab-
otage and demagogy with its wunion
busting, its identification of social-

democracy with fascism ana its murder-
ous assault on the soclal-democratic
workers whom the Stalinist Dburocracy

branded "Little Zorgiebels" was a
"fignting struggle for economic dem—
ands". It 1is thus that the Trotsky-

ites who describe Stalinism®s cons-
cious betrayals as "errors" play into
the hands of Stalinism and bear res-
ponsibility for its existence.

After page upon page of such cri-
minal confusion, 3Burnham in his last
chapter revéals what he optimistically
calls "The Real Meaning of the Popular
Front". The Stalinists, it seems, are
fine fellows who arc basically trying
to build their country up, to achieve
"national self-sufficiency", and hence
endeavor to maintain the "status quo:

"Now, since Stalinism conceives
its problems in terms of national
gelf-sufficiency, it looks upon the
solution of the gquestion of the
Soviet Union as resting,first,upon
a maintenance of the status guo as
long as this is possible (during
which time self-sufficiency will be
built up); and, when the war comes,
an alliance with whatever bourgeois
nations are willing, in order to
prosecute the war successfully."
(Ibid. p. 62. Our emphasis.)

Hore again it 1is plain that by con-
cealing the true role of Stalinism,the
conscious prevention of revolution
which is 4its aim first and foremost,
the Trotskyites help Stalinism spread
its poisonous irnfluence. Read ing
Burnham, a naive worker, espédcially if
he has come in contact with Stalinism,
will exclaim: "What is so bad about
trying to build national self-suffi-
ciency? What of it if Stalin makes a
fow errors? Are a few errors so bad
in comparison to making the workers!
fatherland invincible? Just  1leave
Stalin alone, you Trotskyo-fascist
Burnham, and he will establish soclal-
ism completely and irrevocably." Ag~
ain the Trotskyites begin their "pole-
mic" with an acceptance of the lies of
Stalinism as the basis of their argu-
ments. The Stalinist burocracy knows
just as well as Burnham that the
"status quo" cannot be maintained;
that 1in the present period the worli:
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must rapidly move either in the direc-
tion of proletarian revolution or of
wniversal fascism and imperialist war.
The yprimary fear of the Stalini st
burocracy is proletarian revolution
with wkich it cannot cewmpramige and
which will rapidly wipe Stalinism off
the face of the earth. Wita fascism
Stalin can compromise as s has done
and is doing and can manesuver with
various groups of imperialists to
stave off as long as possible tinc in-
evitablp attack on the Soviet Union.
What Burnham brightly paints as
"national self-sufficiency" is nothing
but the wealth created by the workers
and peasants and in enormous quanti-
ties appropriated by the burocracy.

If the Comintern 1line is related te
Stalinism!'s foreign policy of maintain-
ing the "status quo", how does Burntem
explain the following contradict ion:
that in the years up to 1933 Stalinism
in its foreign policy had "friendly"
relations with the German imperialists;
but from 1929 to 1933 the Comintern
line in Germany shrieked night and day
for +the overthrow of German imperial-
ism. Ths Comintern 1line and Stalin-
ism*s foreign policy.are not dependent
on each othor. The Comintern line has
only one Dbasic purpose: to prevent
prolstarian revolution by either tho
vltra~left or the ultra-right zigzag.
It 1is true that today the ultra-right
zigzag and the oxisbéanee of the

Franco-Soviet Pact give an appearance
of plausibility to the notion that the
Comintern 1line is part of Stalin's
foreign policy. Wo may rest assured,
however, that should the final victory
of General TFranco in Spain cause
an intonse dissatisfaction with the pre-
gent ultra-right lins, especially in
France, an ultra-left zigzag will fol-
low. Nevertheless Stalin will try to
contimie hig alliance with France.

Burnham accordingly 1links the
Comintern 1line with Stalinism's for-
eign policy. Since Stulinism, accord-
ing to the Trotskyites, is trying to
maintain the '"status quo", it must
have allies amongst the imporialists.
Hence it sells out to some of thom via
the ultra-right zigzag:

"Stalinism mwu s t, therefore,
make clear to0 its potential allies
that it is dependable; and it must
aid its potential or actual alliss
in trheir own preparation for war.
It must show, that it is to say,
that in returr for a military al-
liance it will do its part in sup~
pressing the class struggle and the
proletarian revolution, in bringing

Aftor piling deception upon de-
cention and completely confusing the
workers on thke nature of Stalinism,
Burnham paints himself as a staunch
anti-Stalinist and calls for "an un-
relenting struggle against Stalinism".

etout national wunity, within tho  Thus the Burnnams sorve to cover up
allied nations. The Popular Front the crimes of Dboth Stalinism and
is a mpjor device wanoreby Just this '

is done." (Ibid. p. 63.) Trotskyism.

% * %k ok

BZ THE LOVESTONEITES SHIELD STALINISM

Trotsky attracta follow%?gg?‘ﬁ&
his prestige as the co-leader with Len-
in of tne Bolshevik Revolution, who,
while he was faithful to Leninls 1 ine,
did undeniably superd work. Lovestone,
however, can boast of nothing but wun-
usuval shrewdncess as a wiro-puller. Love-
stone carried out all of Stalin's poli-
cies without a murmur of criticism while
he was still a leader of the American
Stalinist Party {approval of elimination
of Brandler and Thalheimer from the lead-

ership of the German party and of
Stalin's treacherous line in China in
1925-1937; support of the fake "theory"
of building socialism in the Soviet
Union alone; hounding Stalin's chief
scape-goat, Trotsky, etc. etc.). Love-
stone represonted a stage in the pro-
coss of buroccratically centralizing tho
Comintern and in the passage to a high-
er stage was oeliminated by Stalin. *

Lovestone's game has been to pre-

* For a detailed account of Lovestons's chicanery, see STALIN, PROTSKY or LENIN

by George Marlen, 1937.
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gent a fraudulent criticism of Stalin
while perpetuating and helping t o
spread the lies of the Stalinist buro-
cracy. 4As a face-saver, Lovest One
railed against tihe burocracy but stuck
close enough to it with' .hid "friendly
criticism" to retain some hope of be-
ing called Dback into the Stalinist

machine. Stalin, however, for whom
there is no turning back on the path

of counter-revolution, will have noth-
ing .of Lovestone. The assassination
of Bukharin has finally forced Love-

stone to ‘Ybreak" with Stalin — as
Trotsky "broke" with Stalin, we may

Before Bukharin was murdered, the
Lovestone leadership painted what was
- actually the burocratic centralization
of the Workora'State as the "building
of socialism." The Lovestoneites point-
ed to the huge industrial machine bhat
has been cresated in the Soviet Union
as "socialist foundations," glossing
over the counter-revolutionary politi-
cal features of the Stalinist burocra-
cy. Since the Lovestoneite chieftains
had been ousted from their cherished
positions in the burocratic machins,
they had to keep up a pseudo-criticism
of the lack of "domocratic centralism"
and a "collective leadership" in the
Comintsern. What this meant in plain
language was that they wanted back
their jobs in the Stalinist hierarchy.

To account for the zigzags in the
Comintern 1line, the Lovestoneites set
up a theory which to date has Iardly bemn
oxceeded in its fantastic nature. This
is their well-known "gap theory." Ac-
cording to this notion, the Cormmmnist
Party of the Soviet linion, which was
engaged in "constructing socialism" in
the U.S5.S5.R., dominated burocratically
the entire Comintern. Due to its
mighty preoccupation wilbh the con-
struction of "socialism" it failed to
grasp the conditions existing in tae
rest of the world. Hence whenever it
had to give the Comintern a "line", it
simply ‘transformed the policy 1t was
forlowing in Russia in the "socialist

construction" into an international
"line". If the tempo of "socialist
construction" was slow at tho moment,

the Comintern was given an ultra-Right
line; if "socialist construction was
promeding rapidly, the 8omintern was

blessed with an ultra~Left line.

"The basic cause of the crisis
in the Comintern is to be found in
the gap that has developed betwoen
the victorious proletarian revclu-
tion and the steady development of
Socialigm in the USSR, on the ons
hand, and the 'retarded! devolop-
ment of the proletarian revolution
in the capitalist world on the oth-
or." (Communist Party of the USA
(Opposition); "Where We Stand,"
1934, Vol.IlI, p. 36. Our emphasis.)

The ultra-Left 1line which did so¢ much
for Hitler was seen to Dbe caused by
the"mechanical transference" of meth-
odg from Russia where "socialism" was
being built fast and furiously — (al-
ways prior to Bukharin's demise,pleame
remember) — $o Germany where Stalin-
ist "socialism" had not yst descended
on the prolatariat:

"The real basic source of the
ultra-left course 1is seen by the
Internattonal Communist Opposition
in the falso transference of the
methods and forms of struggle cor-
rospording to a country in which
the working class has already tri-
umphed and in which sgocialism ig
being built, to the Communist Part-
ies of those countries in which thse
majority of the working class has
8till 0o be won over and the pro-
raquisite for taking up the strug-
gle for power have still to be cre-
ated." "(Ibid.,p.15. Our emphasis.)

The "mechanical transference" of the
various factional stuggles within
Russia, (which actually were nothing

but Stalin's smoke screens to hide the
burocratic centralization of t h e
State), to the Comintern also caused
the zigzags:

"A further cause is the mechanie-
al. transference of the factional
struggles within the Communist Par-
ty of the Soviet Union to tho Com-
intern and its sections." (Ibid.
P 150)

We have but to0 synthesize these no-
tbtons into a single formula to realize
what amazing gibberish these "theories"
of the Lovestneites amount to. In
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brief, the Lovestoneites told the work-
ers that the party which was "con-
structing socialism® in one sixta of
the world and was there forever liber-
ating mankind from the horrors of cap-
italism was consistenly giving the
proletariat in the rest of the world a
series of "lines" which have led and
are leading 1t in¥d the hell of fas—
cism. ©Stalin and his gang had bheir
nose so deeply buried in '"socialieh
construction” that they didn't have
thotime to take a peak into the capi-
talist world about them and find out
what the roeal conditions there were,
Conscquently, — lazy dogs that thoy
wera! - thoy "simply" extended their
policy of "socialist construction" in-
to the capitalist world, and as one
fascist triumph followed another, con-
soled themselves by building a little
more “socialiem."™ And khis hair-raisirg
faixy tale was solemmly offered by the
Lovestonoites as "™Marxist criticism"}

Having whito-washed the ultra-
Loft counter-revojutionary sabotage as
being based on "gocialist construc-
tion," the Lovestoneite apologists far
Stalin were givon a new field in which
to confuse the workers when the ultra~
Right zigzag broke 10o0ge.in 1934-35.
Lovestone's tactic has been to keop a
littlo to the right of Stalin whén the

latter was to the left, and a little
to the loft when Stalin was t0 the
right. This was done to ctreate the

1llusion that Lovestone, whilo rocog-
nizing that Stalin was "caonstructing
socialism," retained his "indepéndonce"
of thought. When the Popular Front
was alrocady in full blast, Lovestone
published a pamphlet called "T h e
Peoplels Front Illusioen® in which he
"eriticizos" Stalinism.

Since this was written Yefore
Bukharin's. assassination, -~- (L ove-
stone justified, the murder of Zinoviev,
Kamonev and other "Trotskyites") ——
Lovcstone was still able to find ™io-
bility" in tho motives of tho Stalin.
ist burocracy:

"As an even momentary (sicl)
break with communist principles,
such moves aro costly beyond cal-
culagion or repair - regardless of
the nobility of the motives animat-

ing the tacticians."™ (J. Lovestone,
“The Peopleds Front Illusion®,
1937, p. 5. Our emphasis.)

Friendliness for the Stalinist counter-
revolutionaries oozes constantly from
the pen of Lovestone: "the comrades in

the leadership of the Comintern,"
"Comrades Browder and Hathaway," "Our
official comrades," otc. page after

Page.

The ewing from ultra~Leftism to
ultra~-Rightiem 18 due, according to
Lovestone, to the "un-Marxian" methods
of tho Stalinists; they are in a
"panic," or,as Trotsky would say, they
have lost self-confidences

"Applying an equally un-Marxian
method today, and moved by degpair
over the defeats brought on by the
wltra~left course, the Comintern
hag flown in panig to the ultra-
right strategy of the Peoople's
Frotit." (Ibid., p. 8.)

According to Lovestone, it was becauge
the Stalinists were heart-broken over
what- happenod to the workers in Ger-
many, you egee, and not because they
had to forestall a revolution i n
France and Spain that the change in
zigzag occurred. But there were ap-
parently redeeming features even in
this new betrayale Lovestone blandly
tells us that the Stalinists responded
to pressure from thoir followers and
formed a "united front" in France:

¥Soon the spontaneous movement
for proletarian unity of action
forced the leaders of the Socialist
Party and tho Communigt Party to
have their parties enter into a un-
ited front and to insure trade
union unity.™ (Ivid. p. 25-28. Our
emphasis.)

Like Trotsky,Lovestone entirely avoids
exposing the spurious nature of this
"united front", or the wutilization by
the Stalinists of this work of treach-
ery t0 pacify their disgruntled victins
the better to demeive them iIn the futwe .

Lovestonse, who had behind him the
majority of the members of the Cormmun-
ist Party of the U.Se.A. was trick ed
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into going to Moscow and burocratical-
ly kicked out of his positon by the
bandits in the Kremlin, has the incre-
dible effrentery to delude the workers
into thinking bhat the Stalinist lead-
ers "correct" their policies because
of pressure "from below"l Lovestone,
who knows by the welts in his own hide,
exactly how the Stalinist machine is
run! Can this be termed anything but
conscious bootlicking of Stalin, any-
thing but deliberatebetrayal of the
proletariat? It is in this way khat
Trotsky and Lovesbone by palming off
outright criminality as the "correce
tion" of "errors" rob the workers of
their critical vigilance and he 1l p
Stalinism perpetrate its villainy.
When the Stalinists make their inevit-
able swing t0 an ultra-left course,
will Trotsky and Lovestone again hail
the first cautious steps in the total
betrayal as ‘“correction" of %errors"?
Will they add another peak to the veri-
table mountain range of confusion they
have alrcady piled wup on the revolu-
tionary path? Lest it be phought that
we are merely indulging our indigna~
tion for the sake of literary effect,
it mist be made clear that Lovestone
already indicates a "possibility" that
the Stalinists will ‘“return" to what
ho fondly calls a "revolutionary poOp-
sition". OSpeaking of the French “anti-
fascist" decrees passed by the Popular
Front government he says:

"They are all so worded as to be
usable against the Communist Party

L e —— LA

tionary position." (I b i d. p. 73,
Our emphasis.)

The Stalinists? pretmnse of opposing
the sabotage of the workers of Spain
by the French Popular Fronk& governmont
is seconded by Lovecstone and sold to
the workers as honest intentions - not
perfect, it is true, but an effort in
the correct direction nevertheless:

"The blockade of Spain by the
French People's Front government
has aroused go much ire amongst the
workors, that. the Communist Party
was compelled to criticize verbally,

- at least,this policy of the govern-
~ment and t0 ShOW its disapproval by
~Bhstaining from voting for the gov-

- gurface

errmment on one (Ivid.

p. 75.

occasion."
Our emphasis.)

Nowhere in the pamphlet do we find any
statement that to abstain from w-o tskg
when voting against is the duty of a
revolutionary, is to support a
reactionary measure.

Readers of Lovestone's pamphlet,
if they are not ¢ 1l e ar as to what
Stalinism is, i.e., deliberate counter-
revolution, will be taken in by the
great deal of seemingly correct
criticism of Popular Frontism
it contains. The same holds true of
the writings on this subject by the
Trotskyites, the anarchists and even
some liberals. It is no great feat to
show that in its gurface features, in
its outline form Popular Frontism fol-
lows the tracks beaten long ago by re-
formist Social-democracy. But to do
this does not in 41tself constitute a
Leninist criticiem of Stalinism,
Practically all of the so-called crit-
ics of Stalinism present certain dis-
tortions. Thus, they will all main-
tain that the Comintern line is depen-
dent on the foreign policy of Stalin-
ism. They will point out in "criticism"
that the "Comintern" line is a "mistakéd'
in that it is not effocting what they
imagine 1is 1its purposo, namely, to
"fight fascism" or to prevent war.,
Only when it 4is clearly understood
that the "Comintern" line has nothing
to do with fighting fascism and that
its one and only basic purpose is to
prevent proletarian revolution, can a
corraect analysis of Stalinism be made.
When this concept and the evidence we
prosented for it are held clearly in
mind, the critic of Stalinism will be
able to avoid attributing - directly
or by implication -~ good intentions
but bad practice to the Kremlin clique
of counder-revolutionariess On1ly
along these 1lines of genuine and fun-
damental criticism will workers be kept
from harboring the dangerous illusion
that some day Stalinism will “correct"
itself and become "once more" a "revo-
lutionary" movement.

"Criticism" a la Lovestone, how-
ever, has the effect of telling the
workers to walt until Stalinism has a
change of heart -— 1. €., to march
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straight into the grave that is being
dug for tham by Stalirism with the
help of its “"friendly critics"s Lave~-
stone was going to ‘help" Stalinism
turn henest?

"Under the existing conditions,
the International Comrminist Opposi-
tion and 1its sections set thoem
selves the task of helping (sic!)
the Comintern and its  sections
return to communist principles.”
(Ibid., p. 84. Our emphasis.)

While Stalip, who has marched so far
forward on the road of counter-revolu-
tion that even a Lovestone is too far
behind him, spits in the face of his
old lackey, Lovertons, the latter gave
his former master who laid down,
through Dimitroff, the policy of the
Popular Front, some "advice":

"In France, the Communist Party
should bYegin to turn .away and win
tho working class away from the
People®s Front, so that there may
be created the politicsl ani organ-
izational prerequ.sites for shifte
ing from the prese.t pclicies of

parliamentary bourgeois domeceratic.

coalition to the field of determin-
ed extra-parliamentary struggles
for immediate demands."(Ibid. p.79)

L *

L%
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Stalin has but to find the time to
read thc epistles of Lovestono and all
will be well; ©Stalinism can yet save
the proletariat:

"Once the Communist Party drops
the Peopie's Front, it will return
to the fulfiliment of its element-
ary duty of combining communist
prcpagenda with striving for these
immediato objectives. It will thus
prepare the ground for revolution-
ary transition singans and a strug-
gle for the reorganization of eco-
nomy on a socialist basis, for the
ultimate aims of communism." (Ibid.
P 82.)

Whab more viciows misleading poison
can a traitor pour into the mind of
the proietariat! Instead of -warning
the workers to beware of the new ultra~
Left zigzags that the Stalintern has
in store for them, this Judas teacheos
them to hope for leadership from Stal-
inism in tae fight “for the ultimate
aim of Commnism". Unless the prolet-
ariat lezsrns the real nature of Stal-
inism, its history and its methods of
betraying the masses, there 1s nothing
to look forward to but the victory of
fescism in Spain and France in the
near future and of universal fascism
ultimately.

L I

THE COMING IMPERIALIST WAR

AGAINST THE SOVIET UNION

HE & <. masses again face the
danger of being slaughtered in a
waxr One

new
fact of basic importance stands out in
the preseat chactic situation. Depoite

all difficulties and liesitation, the
imperialists are slowly %but surely
forming a united front against the So-
viet Union. Up to 19i7 ile impsrial-
ists were in a stroag cncigh pcsitvion
internally to make war -1zon each other,
for the forces of proietarian vevolu—
tion had not yet directly threatened

world imperialism. Thus, the Franco-
British group of impsrialists could
afford to engage in a gigantic war
against the Ausiro-Gorman. But sinze
the Octoher Revclution and the creatim
of a Workers Stete and the accelerased
declinu of international capitalusm,
tho furdamental threat to the imperi-
alist is the existence of the pro.et-
arian state, even in its presovnt dis-
torted form, and new proletariar revo-
luraong. Heace in the present hist o-
rical period, this conflict betwsen the
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workers state and world imperialism
must be settled before the conflicts
amorgst the imperialist plunde rers

themselves.

World imperialism has chosen Ger-

many as the spear-head of this atdack
to be made upon the OSoviet Union.
"Democratic" TFrance and England are
working hand in glove with Hitlor in
his drive to the East. English, French
and American capital financed and sta~
bilized the Nazi regime from the very
beginning. The Nazi militatization of
the Rhineland and the surrender of the
Saar Basin to Hitler met wikh a
"strange" lack of opposition from the
"democracies" while the Nazi seizure
of Austria was executed with the ill-
disguised aid of British imperialism
and the tacit consent of French capi~
tal, The dismemberment 6f Czechoslo-
vakia has been accomplished with the
direct assistance of English and Frerch
imperialism and the indirect help of
the "democratic" American government
whose fraudulent protestations of neu-
trality and love of peace serve as a
cover for its collusion with German
fascisms The road to the Bast is be-
ing opened for German fascism by world
imperlalimm in every way possible. The
‘ot e consummation of a four-power
pact or entente by England, Germany,
France and Italy -§6 an historic
landmark in this coming warof world
imperialism against the Soviet Union.

The imperialists are wusing the
cleverly planned war scare as a means
of bludgeoning the masses into accept-
ing the concessions being made to Hit-
ler. The formation of a united front
of the imperialists against the Soviet
Union will, of course, be paraded as a
measure of ‘“peace" and its real anti-
Soviet nature will remain carefully
unmentioried. In these imperialist
machinations, the French Popular Front
government plays a very active and
willing part. Thus, the negotiations
of Chamberlain and Hitler were actual-
ly suggested by Daladier according to
his own statement:

"In a communigue issued late
this evening Premier Edauward Dalad-
ier in some ways claimed credit for
the suggestion, for he always las

been a partsan of a get-tegether

policy wikh Germany, and late last
evening, he suggested by telephone
to Mr. Chamberlain that something
should be done for having something
like a three-power conversation to
consider the situatbon. In his
statement this evening M. Daladier
said: 'At the end of yesterday af—
ternoon, in the presence of a rapid
sequence of events in Czechoslovakia,
which :ie¢ made local nego-
tiations difficult, I took the ini-
tiative in establishing direct per-
sonal contact with the British
Prime Minister with a view to exam-
ining with him thoe possibility of
atéempting exceptional procedure
that would permit an examination
with Germany of the most effective
means of assuring a friendly solu-

tion of the differences thad separ-
ate the Sudetens and the Prague
government and, 1in consequence, of
maintaining peace in Europe.'" (N.Y.
Times, Sept.15,1938. Our emphasis.)

Daladier?!s "I took the initiative"
gives the 1ie to the Stalinists who
try to give the impression that the
French imperialists are helpless lumps
of dough in the hands of the British
“Tories". Fronch imporialism (and its
tool the Popular Front government),
like every imperialism, secks a common
front against the Soviet Union. The
destruction of the Workers State 1is
equally the aim of all the imperial-
ists, "democratic" or fasciste

In any war that French imperialism
wages, the aim of class-comscious work-
ers must be the complete defeat of
French imperialism and the conversion
of the imperialist war into a war
against imperialism for the creation
of a French Soviet Republic. The nat-
ure of any war waged by French imperi-
alism is determined only by the pre-
datoy aims of the French ruling class,
the capitalists,and not whother France
1s an "aggressor" or "defender" or by
the nature of France's allies. No war
fought by France while it is under
capitalism can be anything but wholly
reactionary and designed to bring
about still greater oppression and ex-
ploitation of the masses. The class
conscious French workers who have been
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forced into the impekiist army must
practice fraternization with the sol-
diers in the “enemy" forces so thav by
the united efforts of the internation-
al proletariat world capitalism can be
destroysd and a socialist soclety cre-
ated. Basing themselves upon the nat-
ure of the situation {degree of class~
consciousness of the workers, strength
of capidalist reaction and terrorism,
etc.) the French workers mst make
every effiort possible to prevent the
French war .machine from carrying out
its plans. Sabotage of the Imperialist
war machine will be of most value when
best organized and of least value whoen

indiscriminate and planless. If ¢the
Fronch workers are thrown against the
Red Army, the revolutionists in the

French imperialist forces must enlight-~

en the Russian workers as to the cri-

minal nature of Stalinism - 1t should

not be imagined that the Russian mass-
es have a clear political grasp of the
reactionary character of Stalinism,for
within the Scviet Union the burocrats

*

practice a vast blinding demagogy- and
spread revolutionary propaganda amorg:t
the Russian toilers. Stalin's cons:s

tent policy of preventing prolectariaa
revolution and compromising with am-
perialism must be exposed before ik
Russian masses, for they suffer unde
the illusions created by the huge Stal-
inist propaganda machine which sproacs
far and wide Stalin's fakery. The ne-
cessity of fighting a revolutionary
war for the complete defeat of imperi-
alism, rather than the limited, buro~
caatic war to compromise wigiimperial-
ism which Stalin will wage must be im-
pressed on the DRussian toilers by the
class conscious workers of France., The

profound nced to destroy Stalinism and

every other opportunism, if the masses

are to be freod from capitalist op-

pression, must be made the knowledge

of all the toilers of all

the armies in thecoming
rl war,

*

STALINISM'S GAME

The charge that the Stalinist
burocrats, in order to prevent prolet-
arian revolution, a r e deliberately
leading the workers to defeat will
seem incredible only to those who have
been deceived into thinking that the
Stalin clique is "fighting fascism".
The Stalin burocracy has but one fun-
damental aim: to preserve itself with
all its privileges in power and, if
possible, to increagse its might and
wealth. In this design, however, it
is threatened on two fronts. First,
any revival of the proletarian revolu-
tion begun in October 1917 will re~
store the trend to a genuine gocialist
socliety with which tho existence of
Staliniem is incompatible. Secoddly,
world imperialism, with German fascism
as its spoar-point, stands prepared to
accomplish its basic task of the pre-
sont historical period, i.e., the des-
truction of the Workers State. With
proletarian revolation, Stalinism Thas
novor. compromised and can never compro-
mise. From the very Beginning of hise
control of the Comintern (1922), Stalin

has  beon preventing proletarian
revolution through the ultra-Right and
ultra Left zigzags. The conflict bet-

ween tie Workers State and imperialism,
after the violent clash of 1918-1921,

passed into a stage of "peace" that is

really a breathing spell during which
imperialism is gathering its strength
for a new and final attatke The end
of this "armistice" is now visible.The

building up of the imperialist front

has not proceeded all in one leap, but

rather in partial moves. The absolute

necessity for imperialism to smash the

German working class has already been
fulfilled. The crushing of the French
proletariat 1s the mnext imperialist

requirement and is fast approaching

its fulfillment. The lining up of Gen-
tral Europe under tho heol of German

fascism is reaching it completion.

Stalin's policy of prevonting
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proledarian revolution has immensely
benefited imperialicm and has facili-
tated ids passing over to the fascist
form of rule. From this; hcwever, it
should not be imagined that Stalinism
prefers fascism to bourgeois-democracy.
In fact, we may safely assume that the
opposite is true. The dilemma of Stal-
inism 1is that the destruction of its
enemy-from-the-left, pooletarian revo-
lution, endows its enemy-from-th e-
right, world impeiialism, with 1its
maximum power by easing its passage to
its best fighting form, fascism.

There arise in the mind of the
reader these questioms: Do not the
rulers in the Kremlin know that world
imperialism, with German fascism as
its spear-head, plans war against the
Soviet Union; Doesn!t Stalinism know
that tho imperialists, "“d emocr atic"
and fascist, plan to bdury their dif
ferences temporarily and launch a. un-
ited attack on the U.S.S5.R.? Our ans-

wor is: Yes! the Stalinist burocrady
is entirely conscious of all these
things. We have never questioned the

intelligence or ability of Stalin and
his henchmen. They have bduilt them-
solves & huge political machine with
millions of officials and hangers-one.
They very "“intolligently" fleece the
workers and psasants through lucrative
Jobs and mumerous social and economic
privileges. They have built a mighty
military machine which they domihate
with great "ability". What then is
the game that Staliniem is playing?

The ultimate scheme of Stalinism
may be outlined as follows. As long as
possible it preserved itself by pre-
venting the overthrow of capitalism in
the rest of the world and by tagging
itself on to one or anobher of the im-
perialist groups. This way of prolong-
ing its life, however, is definitely
becoming impossible, for a united im-
perialist attack on the Soviet Union
is looming in the near fudure., Stalin-
ism will handle this imperialist at-
ack in two ways. First, the Red Army
will fight furiously with all its
tecunical resources and with the tre-
mendcwns courage that only workers de-—
feni'rg ®& country which they believe
is ¢hewrs can show. This will serve
to gvave off immediate defeat. -Sec-

ondly, behind the backs of the workers,
the Stalinist ciique, always fearing
proletarian revolution, will dicker
with the imperialists for a cessation
of the war, promising them various
concessions. Stalinism will say to
the imperialists: Gentlemen, if this
war contimues — and it will very
lixely drag on for a couple of years
at least since we're a huge country
with vast man-power and a brave, self-
sacrificing population — you face the
dangor of proletarian rovolution in
your own back yard. Remembor what
happened to you as a result of the war
of 1914-1918. Therefore, if you know
what side your bread is buttered on,

you will 1listen to reason and accept
the offers wo are willing to make. If
you agree to peace, we will modify our
state monopoly of foroign trade and
will allow you a certain amount of
freedom to trade- in tho Russian market.
We will permit you to invest capital
in Russia oither in enterpriges you
build yourselves or in Russian produc-
tion directly. We may even give you
some piocos of property and territory,

as we "so0ld" to the Japaneso imperial-~
ists the Chincse-Eastern Railway of

vast military importance and as we
gave Japan the Amur Islands not so
long ago at Japan's first show of
gtrength. It 4s true that this will
convert us burocrats into a compradore
class, living, like the Chinsese bourg~
eoisie, by the grace of foreign imperi-
alism, but that we prefer to being put
out of existence altogether by a world
proletarian revolution. We burocrats
will reinvest our surplus incomes in
Russian production. In order to win
the support of our 100,000,000 peas-
ante, we will. grant them private owner-
ship of the land. By such dovices we

will glowly dbut surely drag Russia

back to capitalism. You needn't worry
about the Russian workers being able

to resist this counter-revolutionary
development for we have them well in
hand. We havo already robbedthem of
all political and economic rights, the

lat#ar being entirely in our grasp. We

have completdly befuddled the workers

ideologically so that politically they
are paralyzed and have them under iron
control through G.P.U. dorrorism. We

have raisod demagogy to0 a fine art so

that we can explain away every bit of
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socialism®. Thus, when we give the
land to the peasants and open the
nationalized industries +to individual
investors, we will describe this as a
passage to the higher stage of commun-
ism. As for ceding territory to you
and giving you economic concessions,
this we will bé able to talk away very
easilye We will simply point to the
fact that Lenin himself was willing to
cede tertitory to German imperialism
for the sake of peace and urgently ad-
vised the granting of concessions to
foreign capitalists as a means of
building up Soviet economy. The road
is cloar, therefore, if you will only
come to an understanding with us.

“Whether or not ghe.imperialists
accept these terms will depend on their
strength as compared with that of the
international proletariat. If a new
revolutionary movement does not arise
to overthrow capitalism on a suffi-
cient scale to prevent the crushing of
the Soviet Union, then there is small
likl@hood that the iwperialists will
accopt the offers of the Stalin buro-
cracy. World imperialism, if unhinder-
ed by proletarian revolution, has
sufficient material and military
strength to destroy the Soviet Union
and dismember it. It is purely wish--
ful thinking to hold that the economy
of Russia, still considerably inferior
to that of the advanced capaitalist
nations, will Ve sufficient to resist

L I
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@ united imperialist onslaught. While
the equipment that +the Red Army has
now is excellent in many respects, to
imagine that in the production of mili
tary supplies the Soviet Union can com-
pete with world imperialism is sheer
utopianism of a perfectly idiotic. sort.
Nor can any comfort be found in the re-
collection that the Red Army of 1918-
1921, despite its great inferiority in
equipment as compared with tho imperi-
alists, could nevertheless defeat its
enemies. In the days of Lenin the Rod
Army was backed by a revolutionary
political and military 1lines Under
Stalinism, which will fight only to
compromise with 4imperialism, the Red
Army will wage a wholly burocratic war
without t¢he slightest element of revo-
lutionary policy. Unless +the world
proletariat succeeds in freeing itself
from. the bonds of Stalinism, Social-
democracy, Trotskyism, Lovestoneism
and other forms of opportunism and in
overthrowing capitalism, the destruc-
tion of the Soviet Union is a certain-
ty. If  world proletarian revolution
does not arise to destroy capitalism
as a whole, there 1is no alternative
but a descent, after an interlude of
universal fasciem, into indescribable
barbarism.

Not Dimitroff's "democracy" or
fascism is the choices The true his-
torical alternatives are socialism or
barbarism.

x %

WHAT IS TO BE DONE

HE dofeat of the proletari-
an revolution in the advanmd
countries of Europe at the end of the

orld War and the burocratic distor—
tion of the first Workers! State have
thrown the working class back many
years. To an extent it faces today
the task that it did in the days of
Marx and Engels and later of Lenin,
with this advantage —~ today there al-

ready exists the body of political
science created by Marx, Epgéls and
Lenin. If the prolesariat is to es-
cape & descent through universal fas-
cism into barbarism, there is one, and
only one task that it must fulfill: a
new revolutionary party and inter-
pational must be forged out of the van-
guard of the prolotariat as the only

means whoreby the world can be led out
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of the disasters of capitalism to the
froedom of socialist society. Only by
building a new revolutionary movement,
basing itself on Marxism-Leninism, can
we isolate and destroy the influence of
Stalinism,Social-democracy,Trotskyism,
Lovestoneism, reformism and all other
species of deception that plague the
workers! ranks.

By vanguard of the proletariat we
mean thoge advanced workersg,who,sharply
realizing the horrors of capitalism and
the wunavoidability of a descent into
barbarism unless the world is saved by
proletarian revolution in the advanced
nations, are willing to unite and act
to build a revolutionary 1leadersihip
based on the principles of Marxism-
Leninism.

The predominant concentration of
this workers vanguard is found today in
the ranks of the Saalinist parties, of
Social-democracy, of the Trotskyites,
Lovestoneides and other opportunist
groups, and in the large
section of society which,having passed
through or in some way been in contact
with them, is wunder their ideoclogical
influence. The turn-over in the Stalin-
ist and other counter-revolutionary
movements in the workers' ranks is en-
ormous and the persons o0f+all classes
under their ideological control are
far greater in numbor than mere party
membershipe TO give only a rough idea
of how many persons can be influenced
by a comparatively small organization
in a country whore the revolutionury
crisis has not yet broken in its full
fury} it 1is estirmated that at least
250,000 persons have passed through
the Stalinist party in the U.S. since
its formation —— to say nothing of ite
numerous deopendent organizations. In
a country 1like France, of course,
literally millions are dominated by
the poison of ©Stalinism, Generally
speaking, the strength of Stalinism
does not reside unecessarily in the
number of persons under its influence
at any given moment. Its power lies
in the confusion and misconceptions of
tho-mosscs wha wmiababn  Stallhism for
Leninism. Stalinism in England, where
rumerically the Stalinists are at pre-
sent insignificant, is as much the
main danger in the ranks of the pro-

Jetariat as it is in France or Spain

where millions have already fallen

into the Stalinist trap. The casa cf

Spain is especially in point, fcr in

that country the Stalinisks as late 2as

1931 had only a few hundred members in

their party, with only fourteen mem-

bers in Madrid before the overthrow of

the monarchy. When the Spanish situ-

ation bacame revolutionary, however,

tens of thousands of workers, deluded
into thinking that Stalinisk represents
the October revolution, flocked into

the "Party of Marx, Engels, Lenin

and Stalin", so that today it has an
estimated 400,000 members with millions
under its counter-revolutionary spell.

In France the outburst of prcletarian
activity in 1936 caused the ranks of

the Stalinist party to swell similarly.
It is absolutely certain that with the

occurrence of every revolutionary cri-

sis, if Staliniem has not been exposed
for the vicious anti-working class

force that it is, the workers will in-

evitably be tricked into trusting and
following this menace and will be led
into one disaster after anothere There

is no escaping Stalinism excopt Dby

meeting 1t face to face with the wea-

pon of Leninist exposure and destroy-

ing it.

Stalinism, the main enemy in the
ranks of the pro.etariat, and all the
organizatioms which, because of their
opportunist 1line, indirectly shield
and support Stalinism,will be destroy-
ed only by winning the vanguard of the
workers to Marxism-Leninism. Except
through the winning of the proletarian
vanguard to a Marxist-Leninist posi-
tion, there can be no hope of disinte-
grating ths 1nTluonce of Stalinism and
its subsidiary and supporting mowements,
and hence no hope of saving the talling
masses from unspeakable degradatione.
As long as Stalinism can find a foot-
nold in the proletariat, it will be
able to repeat the betrayals it perpe-
trated in Germany ahd is now perpetrat-
ing in France and Spain. Prior to de-
stroying the influence of Stalinism in

the ranks of the workers a successful
revolution is impossible. Only the
horrors of Germany, France and Spain

can be the prospect. Stalinism must
be destroyed in at least one important
country. To dofeat Stalinism itself,



and the half-jtalinigts-from-the-left
guch as the Trotskyites and Lovesbdone-
ites, a new revclutionary pariy must
be built outr of tre vanguatd of ‘the
proletariat. A revolutionary party
can be built only in terms of winning
the vanguard of +the proletariat to
Marxisr-Leninism.

What are the stages through which
such a new movement will pass? This
question can be answered only in out-
line form.

First a few individuals will
realize the true nature of the Stalin-

ist, Social-democratic, Trotskyive,
Lovestoneite and other Ybetrayals of
Marxisms. Thess individuals will grow

th a group by person-60-person Con-
tact, discussion and propaganda in a
way something similar to the process
in Russia prior to the foundation of
the revolutionary party. Study circles
will be used to expose every
variety of fraud in khe working class
rankse The past history of these be-
trayals as well as their present
treaciiery will be sharply examined and
understood. The present study is only
cne of many that will be made to prove
conclusively the deceptions of Stalin-
ism, Social-democracy, Troteskyiswm and
Lovestoneism, and to expose the nature
of the swindle they perpetrate. Thase
study circles will consolidate to form
a Leaguo whose basic aim will still be
clarification and the winning over of
individuals who are already wavering
in their alleglance to tho Stalinisss
and other misleaders. The severe cris-
is of the present day world and the
continual defeats the proletaxiat is
suffering have causcd a great fermont
in the vanguard of the workers; nurer-
ous politically conscious workers are
of themselves arriving at tentative
conclusions as to the counter-revolu-
tionury nature of Stalinism and its
holpicates. Such alert workers will
gravitate to a new movement which can
give them complete clarity and can re-
store them to a Marxist-Leninist posi-~
tion. When the League has sufficient
forces, it will send members into the
Stalinist, Social-democratic, Trotsky-
ito and other deceiving organigations
of the vanguard that menaco tae prolet-
ariat to act as fractions and win mom-

bers away from these cheats who betray
them. It will descend in full force
on public meetings held by these trait-
ors, will question them in the open on
treir crimes, and when they try to
squirm out of their villainy, will ex-
pose them Dbefore all the workers in
the audience, will spread its own pro-
paganda and exert its own influence in
every way possible. The League by in-
tense work along these lines will grow
larger and will gradually assume the
proportions of a political party. In
the process of dislodgingz Stalirism
from all iés positions,this new revolu-
tionary organization will take over the
mass work now performed Ffor demagogic
purposes by +the ©Otalinist burocrats
and the obhsr opportunisks and will
lead large masses of toilers in genu-
ine struggles against oppression and
reaction. Both the ultra-left sabotage
of Stdlinism in its Third Period and
the -<class collaboration policies of
Stalinism in 1its ultra-right period,
of Social-democracy and other forms of
opportunism will disappear from the
proletarian camp and an honest battle
againgst the tourgeoisie will be waged
for tne first ¢time since the death of
Lenine All Leninist political posi-
tiong will be restored to their true
form and the workers will be taught
the real nature cf the class struggle,
of imperialist war,of fascism, of pro-
letarian Trevolution, of socialism and
of all the political tasks which the
proletariat rmst perform. It will then
be possible to penetrate mass organiz-
ations of &all kinds, such as trade un-
ions and fraterral and cultural organ-
izations controlled by the counter-
revolutionaries or influenced by them.
From these tne party will draw off the
most advanced sections and take them
into its ranks, will educate them in
Marxism and convert them into profes-
sional revolutionaries.

In America beginnings have already
been made along these linese The Len-
inist Leaguc seoeks to clarify advanced
workers and the proletarian vanguard
generally on the nature of the trait-
ors in the workers! ranks, at present
by the sheerly propagandist methods al-
ready indicated. I% published Marxist
Leninist setudies, orgarizes and part-
icipates in study circles, symposia,
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debates and lectures. It seeks to win
vanguard elements in graat enough num-
bers to build a party so as to isolate
and destroy the influence of all count-
er-revolutionary forces in the prolet-
arian rankse.

Half the major countries of the
world already exist in the blackness
of fascist bestiality. A new imperi-
alist slaughter 1is in its initial
stages. Every class-conscious worker
is fully aware of what disasters the
future holds in store for his class
and all oppressed if capitalist reac-
tion, assisbéed by the +traitore in the
workers! camp, sucesdds in advancing
even further. In 1917 the Russian
workers under the lsadership of Lenin,
gave the world proletariat a glorious
example of the only way in which it is
possible to hurl back the tide of cap-
italist reaction and burst tae chains
that bind them to the bourgeoisie.
Stalinism, Social-democracy and their
various camp-followers have made stu~
pendous efforts to bury this revolu-
tionary example far from the sight of
the working class. Now, it 1s immedi-
ately on the order of the day to re-
store the reovolutionary movement
brought to its prime by Lenin. In 1914
Lenin saw the necessity of forever

breaking with social-democracy and of

building a new international. This

realization gave the world the first

workers! republic. Today, the histor-

lcal task of the proletariat is to cut

itself off wharply not merely from So-

cial-democracy but primarily from

Stalinism and its opportunist bootlick-
ers. The Third International, under

the corrupting influence of Stalinism

since 1922,has taken its place in his-

tory beside the ©Second. Sometimes,

working hand in glove, (in the ultra~

right period of Stalinism), atd :eomi-

times in fake opposition (in the ultra-
left period of Stalinism), these two

counter-revolutionary organizations

have led the proletariat thromgh ocears
of blood and have helpsd create mount-
ains of workers! corpses. Only a Len~

inist Fourth Internatiomal, based on

the principles of Marxism Leninism and

unequivocally opposed to every dévia-

tion from Marxism-Leninism, can save

the working class from a plunge into

unparalleled slavery.

FORM LENINIST LEAGUES! Enter the strug
gles to build a new revolutionary party
and international, and forever free
the toiling masses from capital ist
bondage.
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TO
TEE READEERKS OF

IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM

Dear Friends and Comrades:

You have beer receiving our bulle- that have beset the international work-
tin IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVIM for some ing class since Stalin usurped powe T
time. No doubt you are now acquainted in the Soviet Union.
with the ideas expressed there and sym-
pathize with the main aim of the maga~ In the very short time allowed us
zine, i.e., t0 defend the ideas of Bol- by history for this task, we must
shevism against all its enemies and its reach an ever-widening circle of poli-
psedu-Marxist "friends" - especiall y tically clear and determined sympath-
against the Stalinist scourge which is izers and supporters. The iuperative
burying the traditions and teachings need of the hour is the need of a geuu-
of Leninism,. ine revolutiorary party. The work of
carrying on and spreading IN DEFENESE
The comrades around the periodic- OF BOLSHEVISM has alrcady rocached the
al IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM have under- limits of the financial capacity of

taken the task of unearthing the whole our small group.

truth about the degeneration of the

Comintern and the Soviset Union, clari- We ask you to share in the wrk
fying the class-conscious, revolution- of attompting to oxtricato the entire

ary, vanguard workers; to rally them working-clagss from +the reactionary
in an offensive against the persistent wave engulfing it. We ask you ¢to
and deep-going trend of pessimism, de- share in the struggle for the eat ab -
moralization, confusion and defeats lishment of Socialism.

THE. LENINIST LEAGUE U.SeAs
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The Leninist League, U.S.A.,
P. 0. Box 67, Station D,

New York City

Dear Comrades:

Enclosed please find § ag a contribution toward the pub-

lication of IN DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM.
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The Leninist League, U. S. A.,
P. 0., Box 67, Station D
New York City

Dear Comrades:
Enclosed please find § for which send me IN DEFENSE
OF BOLSHEVISM for year.




