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CANNON®S "C L E A N" BANNER

fiE:YHE Armerican Trotskyist Socialist

Woriters Party 4is holding 2 con-
vention early in July to "sum up the
past" and chart the course of ite fut.
ure activities. Turniag loose the
fawcet of phrasss, the leader of tho
Amorican Trotsicyites, Jamps Pe. Cannon,
in his article,, "Beforc the National
Party Convention" maies an effort to
imbuc his readers with coanfidénco in
the Trotskylst organization. With
pride, not with shame, Camnon looks
back at the Trotskyist past and
declares:

"Our survey of the past can only
assurc us that our preliminary work
is done, and for the most part, NOT

BADLY., We have built firmly, our
acihievemonts have a mighty historic
significance. This wc It.ow and no-
body can tell us diffarcutlye.  Our
program has withstood all thc tests
of thcory and cxperficnce and stands
unassailabloy Wo have asscmblod
the forcos of the vansuard in a
singlc organization. Yo no longer

have any rivals in this field and
no problems of ‘unity?! rcqire a
socond thoughte The ten-yoars!

task of clearing the air of confie.
sion and programmatic  disorionte

ation, of regrouping thc scattorod
forces of tho rovolutionary fighte
ors undor a ncv, CLEAN bannor—w—--m"

(Socialist Appeal, Juno 13, 1939,
"Bofore thc Nat'l Party Coavention,
by James P. Cannone My omphasis-G M)

Cannon 1is quite plecased, as wo socc,

with tho Trotskyist past. Trotskyls

program has stood tho test, Cannon as—

sures thc workors. It is "unassailable"
and the Trotsikyist work, presumahly in
thc intercstes of the world proletariat,
was done "not badly."

By George Marlecn

*®

L

. Woll, lot us scoc —: lot us take
a loor at this work and Jjudge how
cloan is the bonnor of Trotsicyisme
Only by knowing T.otsiy's political
history since the risc of Stalinism,
only by knowing his policy during the
fatoful course of ovents since 1922,
can tho workers unmistalringly conclude

whether ho and his aides, Cannon,
Shachtman and othoers, arc worthy of

workors! confidcnce.

The key to the understanding of
Trotslzyls present rolec within tho pro-
letarian ranks must bc sought not in
the references to the days of his ser.
vico to the revolution,but in the part
ho played in the frightful degeneratior
of tic Sovict Union and the Comintern,

We lmow, on Trotsky's own testi-
mony, that Lenin's 1line was to remove
talin, to come out beforo the ontire
world worizing class with a devastating
exposurc of the  burocratic General
Socretary and crush him politically
and organizationally:

"Ienin's  intentions now werc
quite clear to me; by taking the
oxample of £talin's policy he want.
ed to exposec to the party,and ruth-
lossly, the danger of the burocrat-
ic transformation of the dictator-

ship." (ILcon Trotsky, MY LIFE,
P 454-)
"Ienin was now preparing not

only to rermove S¢galin from his post
of gencral sccretary, but to dis..
qualify him before the party as
welleessolc Was systematically pre-
paring to deliver at the twelfth
congress a crushing blow at Stalin
P (Ibldo Pe 480.)



—2—

Had Trotsky followed Lenints line
sad fought to remove the Ggneral Sec-
1etary and crush in the egg the Stal-
iaist monster, the great tragedies of
the world proletariat might never have
occurred. But Trotsky adopted a. policy
of keeping Stalin in the post of powere
The Btalin-Zinoviev-Kamenov gang real-
iz3d that Lgnin had entrusted to Trot-
sky the fight for the removal of Stal-
ine When §&talin's partner, Kamencev,
on learning that Lenin had broken all
comradely relations with Stalin,sound-
ed out Trotsky, Trotsky spoke to him
reassuringly:

"Romember, and tell others that
the _last thing I want is to start
a fight at the congress for ANY
changes in organization. I am for
preserving the status quoesees.I am
AGAINST removing Staline...."' (Leon
Trotsky, MY LIFE, pe. 486. My
emphasis - GeM, )

Onc night shrug this away with a
mere ojaculatfon — a mistakel! No, it
vas something far worsee A close sur-
vey of the eontire historical period
compels onc to look the truth full in
the face. The fact is that the Russian
leadors during Lenin's illness secrct-
ly agreed to entrench themsclves in
positions of permanent power. What
makes the matter corplicated for the
one who does not delve decp into the
analysis of that operiod is the
fact that tho conspiracy of Stalin
agalnst Trotsky was a plot within a
plot. But that Trotsky participated
in the original schome to form a vper-
nanent burocratic control of the first
workers State becomes adequately cloar
if one <collects all the facts to sce
the ontire picture.

Bosidos gotting rid of interfor-
ence from below in the Soviet Union
itself, the gang of plotters had to
forestall the possible "meddling" by
the victorious workers abroad. To
prevent the spread of the rovolution
to other countries, the Russian ronoc-
gade loadors devised a zigzaz line run-
ning now to the Risght, now to the ILeft
of Leninisme Through tho Stalinized
Comintern, at the head of which stood
Zinoviev, this 1line was  introcduced
within the international préletariat

and the revolution was successfully
disrupted in a number of countries.
Trotsky directly participated at the
Fourth Con;réss of the C,I. in laying
down the first Rightist Stalinist zig-
zag which ditched the German revolu-
tion in 1923,

Already on the rctreat beforc the
attacks by Stalin, Zinoviev and Kamen—
ev, Trotsky was forced to make gCs-
tures of "oppositions" Onec of these
gesturds, mostly made within the four
walls of the mpeting room of the Sial-
inist Contral Cormittee, was his plain
talk about the Brandler lcadership of
the German Comrmunist Party, the puppets
of Stalin, Zinovicv and Kamencve This
occurrcd in Septerbor 1923,a few weeks
before the German — workors weore
strangled by Brandlor and delivered to

the bourgeois gencralse _Horc 1is the
¢progf-qpot0d by Protsky from tiie ro-
cordss

Y, ee..oComrade Trotsky, before
loaving the sossion of the Central
Cormittee (Soptcmbor 1923 Plenum),
made a speech which profoundly dis-
turbed all the nembers of the Cont—
ral Committee and in which he alleg~
ed that the 1leadership of the Ger-
man Cormunist Party was WORTHLESS
and that tho C{entral Committec of
the German C.P. was permeated with
fatglism, sloepy-headcdness, etce
Cornrade Trotsky then declared that
the Germon revolution was DOGMED TO
FAILUREeees.. 1" ("Documents of the
Conferenco of the CeP.SeU." Jane
1924, pe 14, quoted in "Third Inter-
national After Lenin," by Ieon
Trotsky, Pe o)

Beyond all question, Tpotsky lkmew
that the German 1leaders of the Party
lod tho revolution to dostruction.
But his speech in which he branded the
Gorman leadership as worthless was, as
we have said, a morc show of "opposi-
tion" to Stalin.

Fully cmscious that the best Gor-
man workers werc¢ in a trap called the
Cormunist Party, wore in mortal danger
of annihilaticn, Trotsky, supposcdly
the continucer of Lenin's work, did not
warn them and the world prolctariate
Worse! Hard on the hecls of his specch
at the September 1923 plenum, Trotsky
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addressed the workers soutsidce ‘Ho
drow an entirely differont picture of
the Gorman party before the trusting
revolutionary proletariate. The later
speech, which he delivered before the
metnl workers of the Mgscov district,
was roported in the Pravda, October 21,
1923, It was printed in thc Worker
hore in the United Siates in the Dece
ember 1, 1923 issuGe. Hore is what
Trotsky saids

"The question is: this party 1s
8till younge Will she.find in jer-
self the will to effect a revolu~
tion, and will sho be able to do so?
In this respect circumstances favor
the working class of Germany. Thoy
arc ready for the strugsle and in
order to act they rmust know that at
their Lead stands o party READY-20
LEAD THEM from strugsle to strugsle
and TO FINAL VICTORY." (Spocca ro-
ported in Pravda, October 21, 1923,
. printed in the Workér, U.B.k.
Docember 1, 1923. My emhasis-GiHX)

‘ A nistake? No, a erimeld Tied to
tho Stalinist clique through the ori~
~inal plot, Trotsky had no altornative
but to go throush with the betrayal.
A triumphant revolution held mnow a

Lreat not only of elimination of the
burocratic pancer in Russia, but alsd
of baring of +the mnonstrous plot and
the exposure of all the particioantse
That would have sealed not oniy Stal-
in%s doom but glso Trotskylse Inevit-
ably the plotters would bo Drouiht
into thic open. On this point, despite
tho evor-growing; personal sanirosity,
there was established g cormunity of
interests between Stalin and .Trotslicye

Cormitted to the political sup-
port of Stalinism, Trotsky could never
doepart from doing untold injury to the
world proletariate. Moking a pretenac
of opnosition he of necesgity c¢onduct-
ed the line of peace-moking and coucile
mt;‘lozg, with the irreconcilable Stalix,
To conceal the original plot by di-
vertins the workors! minds fronm a
thorough investigation of the genesis
of the Stalinist frishtfulness becaro
Trotsizyts prime concerne It is for
this rcason, and for no other, that he
committed so disloyal and-wicloms nn
act when Eastman told somg- revealing

and revolting facts concorning the
usurnation of power by Stalin. Here
is how ®rotslty deceived ' the workers
and covered up the Stalinist gang with
the montle of Lenin:

"Comrado Ienin HAS NOT LEFT ANY
IWILLY!; the character of his ro=
lations to the Party, and the char-
acter of the Party itsclf, excludes
the possibility of such a 'willlt...
A1l tolk with regard to a concealed
or mutilated 'will! is nothing but
a DESPICABIE LIEoocooIt suffices to
agk: VIf ve assume that the malis
cious characterization of our lead-
in~ Party corrades sivon by Eastman
is onIJ partly corrcct,how is it pos-
sible that +this Party should have
omersed from lonz years of illogal
strunglo, how could it stand at the
head of massos of millions, carried
through the zreatost revolution of
the world, %o further the formation
of rovolutionarv parties in other
cowitries?!?

Mere is po sincere worker who
will b611eve in the picture pointed
by Bastman." (Inprecorr, Scptember
3, 1925, pp.ll5,1l6. My emphasis—
G.M:)

4 ristalze? No, a cold,ly—-calcm..l
ated, unparcgnadle. crime} Eastmon's
revelations created ouote a stir in
the Cominterns Had the revolutionary
worlzers in Russia .and throughout the
world becn cerfain at that time of the
autheaticity of Ienin-s will and
rallied t8 the Leninist linc of remov-—
ing Stolin, then a differont history
of tho Sovict Unpion would have been
written. It -would have becn written
not in the devastation and horror in-
flicted b y Stalinism upon the Russian
and world wroletariat, dbut in the des-
truction of the Sgalinist cancer in
Russin ond in the Comintern. By
shielding Stalin, Trotsky shielded
himself from the threat of political
annihilation

Thus, fror 1§22 on, Trotsky's
line, as well as that of Stalin '
Zinovievls Kamenevls, Bukiarin's and
othor loaders +vas the ossence of
troachery and betrayal in the suisc of
"Bolshevisre"

The new.system developsd an inner
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motion of centralization of power in
the hands of B8talin and his closest
collaborators. The elevation of Stal-
in and the elimination of his partners
and big figures of October could pro-
coed not otherwise than over the poli-
tical and organizational destruction
of Trotsky, the most popular man in
the Sovict Union next to Lenine

The Stalinist clique rmade of Trot.
sky their chief target and scape-goat.
On his part Trotsky was making a show
of "resistance," meanwhile attracting
to himself all the Cormunist workers
vho tummed against Stalin and  the
burocratic pyramid he was erecting.
The old dread of being exposed prompte
ed Trotsky to lay dowm for the unsus-
pecting opposition workers the policy
of unity with the Stalinist cliquee.

WThe Opposition is for the unity
of the Party. Stalin propagatess
his own program — to Ycut off! the
Opposition -~ under the false flag
of a pretense that the opposition
wants to crcate a 'second'! party.
The Opposition answers with 1its

slogan: "Wnity of the JIeninist
Russian Cormunist Party AT ALL

COSTS'-.....Our task is to preserve
the unity of the party at ALL
COSTS." (The Rgal Situation in Rusw
sia, pe 125, My emphasis - G,M,)

Trotskyism became a lightning rod
diverting the anti-8talinist oclectri-
city from striking at §taline The far-
rcaching consequences of Trotsky's
policy was tho complete and bloody ox~
termination by 8talin of all the oppo-
sition workorse

After his exile to Turkey Trotsky
continued his policy, with one funda-
mental differenceg before he had oper-
ated solely within t¢he Soviet Union,
misleading the opposition workers to
their doom. Now his activity was con-

fined to the capitalist world. In
Gormany, France, in America, in China
thousands of revolutionary workers

were leavinz Stalints Comintern, in
search of a correct explanation of the
Stalinist phenomenon and in hope of
finding the precise Leninist line in
the trying circumstances. They came
upon Stalin's target and lightning rod,
Trotskye It gseemed logical to them

that if BStalin is a renegade, then
Tprotsky rmust be the successor of Lenine
Just as the Russian workers—oppositions
ists had trusted Tpotsky implicitly so
did the new victims place their polit-
icdk fate in the hands of Trotsky, re—
moto from suspocbing that he is one of
the criminal burocratic betrayers of
Tonin gnd the worlking classe They fol-
lowed Trotsky, but the 1lino he gave
them was not a Loninist 1line, and no
man knew it better than Trotsky him-
sclf. With the knowledge of the carly
crimes of Stalin, and of Lenin's une
compromising attitude toward the dis-
loyal General Secretary, it would have
roquired no profound political ineight
on the part of Trotsky, after the ar-
rest and murdors of the oppositionists
in Russia and his oxile to Turkey, to
grasp the meaning of the Stalinist
cancere The import of Lonin's advice
to fight for the romoval of Stalin and
his henchman, Lenints position that
with Stalin no compromise should be
withrptod evon on a correct linc could
not have falled to strike Trotsicy kith
deep sipnificahee. But Trotsky had to
follow the inner dictates of his guilt-
ily uneasy minde No matter how crush-
ingly costly to the proletariat his
line would prove, it had to bc aimed
at the preservation of the criminal
secrots rospecting Trotsky's true role
in the rise and method of Sialinisme

That Trotsky had a fairly clear
idea of Stalinl!s coldly-devised zigzag
method of preventing proletarian revo-
lution, there can hardly bec any doubte
At first in complete harrony and after-
ward as a loyal "oppositionist® Tyot—
sky politically c¢ollaborated with Stal-
in through all tho zigzags. We have
cited his participation in the first
zigzag by means of which the top lead-
oers of the Russian party sent the Ger-
man rovolution to its grave. In tho
soecond zigzag, which was to the Left
and lasted a bare fow months, Trotsky
gave Stalin support in various ways,
one of them being his flat refusal to
take the floor at +tho §talinist Fifth
Congress of the Comintorn. The Right-
ist zigzag by means of which the Stal-
inist burocracy maneuvered the Clilncse
revolutien into destruction by the
Kuomintang was also covered up and sup-
ported by Trotskye When Sgalin and
his clique chloroformed tho Chinese
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Comminist workers into  supporting
their bourgeois eneuwy, ths Kuomintang,
Trotsky spoke reassuringly of this
treacherous Stalinist policy:

"We approve of Commmunist support
to the Kuomintang party in China,
whicih we are endeavoring bo revolu-
tionize." (Leon Trotsky, INPRECORR,
May 29, 1924.)

And when the reactionary nature
of the OStalikést policy was mirrored
back to the workers in the pools of
toilors blood throughout China, throw-
ing tho Russian Party into ah uproar;
when the oppositionists raised their
hcads,féeling that he hour had struck
for them to take the affairs of the
Soviet Union and the Comintern into
their hands, Trotsky recoiled in dread
of exposure. Too well did..he realizo
that the ovortarow of tho Stalinist
leadership would open the way to work-
ers coming into their own and boefore
long discoverigg the whole truth of
Trotskyl's betrayal of Lenin's trust.
The opposition had to bo stopped. A
liollow excuse for not removing the
Stalinist gang was guite eusily fur.
nished by Trotsky:

"Many younger comrades thougat the
patent bankruptcy of Stalin's pol-
icy was bound to brivg the triwmuph
of the oprosition nearer. During
the first days after the c oup
dletat by Chiang Kai-siek, I was
obliged to pour many a bucket of
cold water over the het heads of my
young frionds — and over some not
80 young. I +tried %o show them
that the opposition could not rise
on the dcfeat of the Chinese revo-
lution."® (Leon Trotsky, MY LIFE,
page 530.)

Before ho iad resided in Turkey
very long, Stalinism and Trotsky faced
another revolutionary situation devel-
oping in Germany. There could have
been no doubt in Trdéky s mind that
if Stalinism wore not exposed in. time,
it would reap as bloody a harvest in
Germany as it had reaped not long be-
fore in China.

But the situation was frought
with peril to Trotsky no less, rather

wore, than in 1923. To onen the blark
pagos of Stalinism to the workers vas
tentamount to political suiclde, Sep-
arated from Stalinism orgadzationally
but organically a part of it, Trotsky
had no choice but to collaborate with
Stalin as bofore and prevont tho revo-
iution in Germany. Instoad of the
Leninist 1line of a merciless struggls
t0 expose and destroy Stalinism he
fastencd wupon the anti-Stalinist Com-
rmunist workers a cruel delusion that
Stalin and his international puppets
would adopt a correct policy. This,
notwishstanding the fact that Lonin
would not trust Stalin evon on a
correct line.

In the DbYetrayal of the German
workers in 1930-1933 Cannon and Shacht-
man directly took part. With roveal-
ing unanimity thoy gave support +to
Trotsky's line., They disseminated
Trotsky's and their own writings on
the German situption, smplhiasizing the
central ensnaring delusion that the
Stalinist Comintorn was = revolution-
ary organization whose turn to a cor-
rect policy was inevitable:

"For a turn in the policy of the
CePeGe" (The Militant,June 25,1932 )

"The about-faco of the Stalin-
ists is INEVITABLEI" (Leon Trotsky,
"Gormany, What Next", p. 182.)

",..the turn stands on the order
of the day, — yoes it is already in
process." (Militant, May 28, 1932.)

Stalinism was .dressed up by Trotsky
to pass for Bolshovism:

"Only these two groups are grow-
ing in Germany: Fascism and Bolshe-
vism." (Vhat Next, p. 89.)

"Our differcnces with the
Party's policy, which 4isolates it
fror the masses and impedes the re-
volutionary movement in this and
other countrios, canndt eliminate
tho fact that the Comrmunist Party
is tho ONLY working class party in
the fisld, the ONLY revolutionary
party vwhich stands for the intorests

of the  working class TODAY and
- TOMORROW."  (The Militant, 9cto‘mr
29, 1932. My emphasis - G.M.
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This was written in October 1932,
three montis before the “only revolu-
tionary party" wound up its socond be-
trayal of tiue German masses and opened
the ghastly era of Hitlerism! There
could be no more terrible mental
poison for the revolutionary workors
then the poison dished out by tha Trot-
gkptto leaders. It nmust be borne in
mind that Trotsky and his Cannone con-
ducted this line of supporting Stalin,
with "ecriticism" to be sure, long af-
tor Stalin had s0ld out the Chinese
masses. We repeat, since Trotsky had
geen the Stalinist method at close
range, hiuself diroctly participating
in betraying the German revolution in
1923, taera could be no room for doubt
in his mind as to the inevitable up-
ghot of Stalin's doadly work among the
Gorman masses. Today even to sone
Trotskyist workers it is clear that his
line on Germany did nov “8xactly"
serve the proletariat. And yet, the
Trotskyist entire pro-Stalinist polit-
ical program, which included the poli-
cy on Germany, is painted Leninist by
Cannon?

“We have every right to confi-
dence in our future, for we alone,
out of a 1l5-year period of unpre-
cedonted defeat and disintegration,
have fought a way-forward. DBegin-
ning with nothing but a REVOLUTION-
ARY progran and a handful of peope,
we have become a movementes.sso”
(Jaes P« Cannon, Socialist Appeal,
June 20,1939. My emphasis - G.M.)

Fighting "a way forward", Trotsky
and his Cannons, througa their "revo-
lufionary" program, aided the Stalin
ists in keepinzg on the mask 0f Bolshe-
vism. Assisted by Trotsky,with Social
Democracy doing its usual Judas work,
Stalin sent the radical workers of
Gernany to their horrible deata. After
the German betrayal there was no pos-—
sibility for Trotsky to continue his
policy of telling the workers to fight
fos the "correction" of Stalinism. The
fraud would havo Doen t00 transparent.
e 0ld policy of diverting the workers
fron waking a thorough study of the
Shtakinist plagis had to-bo  stuxg
in anothor direction. Much of the
hlood of the German workers had not
yvet dried on tho criminal hands of the
Social Denocracy when Trotsky told tie

workers that

"The destiny of the proletariat

depends, in large measure in our
epoch, vpon the resolute manner
with which the soclal-democracy

will succeed in the brief interval
which is vouchsafed it by the march
of development, in breaking with
the bourgeois state,in transforming
itself and in preparing itsolf for
the decisive struggle against Fas-
cisms® (The New International,
September-October 19}7.)

Now the Cannons and Shachtmans,
again with singular unanimity, took up
the new delusion which was no less
deadly than the former one. This
poison roceived widospread distribu~
tion among tho followors of Trotsky.
Hero and thorc the Cannons and Shacht-
mens dragped their misinformod follow—
ers into the ‘"stinking corpsc," the
Second Internatiom2l. Among tho im~
portant hidden aims was the ono to
tako their minds away from the thought
of the need of striking a death blow
to the Stalinist roaction raging with-
in the international proletariat.

Meanwhilo a new hope was rising
on the internatoprdl prolstarian horison
—~ Spainl} The revolutionary tide
engulfed the bYourgeois property in
Spain, throwing the ruling classos in
panic and consternation. But/0pportur1-
ism within the Spanish and internation-
al proletariat, particularly the Stalin-
ist monstor, held the masses in a pow
erful grip of deception. And here, too,
Trotsky gave his followers a line which
in essence continued Lolding them back,
loaving Stalin a free hand to tear
down the revolution in Spain. To some
extent, Trotsky's policy, like Stalin's,
passed through several successivo
stagos. At cach stage Trotsky's 1line
was dependent upon Stalin's. At first,
when Stalin worked in close collabor-
ation with tho Left Social Democrats
of Spain, in the Peoplo's Front Govern~
ment, the stago of Trotsky's policy
was 0f imbuing the minds of the worke
ers with confidence in the treacherous
Left Socialista:

"The leftward eovolution of the
international social-dom 0 ¢ racy
after the defeats of Gormany and
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Austria, came in Spain more rapidly
than slsewhere. Caballaro joined
the left wing, of which the Social-
ist yough, deeply critical of both
the Second and Third Internationals,
was the mnainstay. The left wing
declared forpreparing the prolet-
arian revolution, to be achieved by
arned insurrection. The center
wing of the party,led by Prieto and
Gonzales Pena, publicly pledged. in
the Cortes, that any attenpt at a
fascist rogime would be met by arm-
ed revolution. Only a suall right
wing wunder Besteiros refused to
learn fromflustria and Germany. In
the UsGeTs Caballero introduced a
regime of bold etruggle and the
right wing Soclalists who objected
were forced to resign from its exe-
cutive. Precisely because they had
been so ideologically dependent on
the Kautskys and Bauers,the fall of
their teachers enabled the SPANISH
SOCIALISTS TO MAKE AN EXTRA~-ORDIN-
ARILY SHARP BREAK WITH THEIR PAST.

"The bourgeoisie, reading polit-
ice by way of bourgeois analogiles,
thought this was the bluff — until
they were scared into comkiction by
the discovery of 1large depots of
arms in socialist homes and build~-
ings.

"With the Socialist Party ready
Yo gtruggle, the firht wgainst fag-
cism . wag enormously fagllitated.
INDEED IT IS NOT TOO MUCH TO SAY
THAT ONLY THE LEFTWARD turn of the
Socialist Party magde possible,under
the existing conditions,the vigtory
over fascism." (Felix Morrow, "The
Civil War in Sp a i n," p. 28. My
emphasis - G.Mj

Later, whon Stalin broke with the
Left Socialists the Trotskyist 1line
assumed a changed aspect fundauentally
renaining a welter of confusion,dis-
orienting the rovolutionary worker s .
The line of comfortable illusions was
pursued by the loyal Cannons with un--
quenchable zeal. The Spanish workers
were assured that they had learned the
lessons of the lerman betrayal.

"Fortunately for the world pro-
letariat, Stalinism in Spain does
not cormand the forces it held in
leash in Germany -~ precisely bo-

cause the lossohs of Germany have
entered the consciousness of the
Spanish proletariat." (Felix Morrow,
"The Cipil War in Spain," p.62.)

Only a Bolghevik Party could lead
tho Spanish workers to victory. But
the treacheroug Trotskyite leaders
padnted tho thoroughly opportunist CNT,
FAI and the POUM as organizations that
could destroy Spanish counter-revolu-
tion:

"Only the Un i ¢t ¢ 4 Front of
Struggle of the CNT-FAI-POUM and
all of revolutionary organizations
can succeed in annihilating the
ogre of countre-rovoluti on."
(Trotskyist leaflet of June 19, 1% 7
Quoted in Socialist Appeal, August
21, 1937.)

The indirect support to Stalinism
and reaction the Trotskyite lcaders
rendered throughout s$he Spanish crisis
climaxed with supporting, in tho
So¢ialist Appeal, the Stalinist-
enginecred Madrid putsch which the
Daily Worker glorified.

Stalin's Browders, Hornandczes
and Thorezes masked the betraying line
with tho cry for material aid to the
Stalin-initiated and Stalin-directed
Popular Front Government. Steddfastly
clinging to the essential Trotskyist
policy of not fighting Stalinism but
giving it indirect aid, the Trotsky8te
leadors advocated support to Stalin's

Popular Front Government ¢trap with
“eriticism". This word "eriticiem®
was to give the impression that a

strugzle against Stalinism was being
conducted, when in reality silence
concorning the origin and the zig-ag
nethod of Stalinism was being main-
tained. Nowhere was there the slight-
est warning to the workeors that Stalin
consciougly betrays the proletariat.

With pride, not with shame, the
hardened opportunist, Caonon, 1 ooks
tack at the past destructive work of
Trotskyism,at the record of dishonesty
and deception, at the suceessful hid-
ing of Trotsky's political face since
the rise of Stalinism. And Cannon
creaks, with wutmost satisfication:
"not badly."
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Indeed, "not bvadly" for the Trot-
skylst leaders. From 1922 on, Trot-
sky's crime of participating in the
murging of Stalinism has bedn shrouded
in profound secrecy. Serving as tae
chief target of Stalin, Troskky has
aroused very great, albeit totally
misplaced sympathy of the anti-Stalin-
ist workers; acting as tae powerful
lightning rod for Stalin, he has been
holding these workers politically
within tiie Stalinist systewm, helping
Stalin to drage thewm on, togetier with
all other victims of reaction,to their
untinely graves.

Trotskyls past "anpi-Stalinist"
policy waiclh: was designed to promote
good-will and DbYetter wunderstanding
between himself and Stalin is pdlitic-
ally coanected with his present "anti-
Stalinist" policy. Thae o014, nhidden
purpose underlies tiie entire turtuous
course of Trotsky. In his continuous
effort to keep tho siapoud of secrecy
oved his role in the degensration of
the Octobor revolution Trotsky, tirough
his Cannons, today distracts the at-
tention of the workers througa a vigor-
ous fake "mass line." This "mass line"
illusion is no less sinister than the
former variations of Trotsky pro-
Stalinist policy.

The unsuspecting victinms of Trot-
sky and his Cannons; just as the vic-
tius of another ex«Stulinist burocraty
Lovestona, Rave acceptod the "nuss
line." In deep belief that they are -
on the Loninist patk, they fail to ob~
serve the many-sided schene o prevent
their dig;ing into the blackest depth
of the origin of Stalinismn. In that
manner the slightest euspicion of
Trotsky's hand in the creation of
Stalinism 1s averted. Remote from
their nind is the least notion that
tho organization they are 1in serves
Stulin as a ligitning rod preventing
the workers from: a direct ceifhat
aguinst Stalinisum, the chief eneny
within the proletariat and the source
of the present monstrous tide of
capltalist reaction.

That tie Trotskyist "anti-Staline
ism" is but an old-established fre@d
can be gathcred from the following
half-hearted "admission" on the part
of the Troszkyist leaders:

"The total of all other opponent
organizations — Social Domocratic
Federation, Socialist Party, Love-

" ptoneites, otc.— doses not add w to
o small fraction of the importance
of the Comrrunist Party. INSUFFI-
CIENT ATTENTION ¢to the Communist
Party, almost oqual attention to
other opponent groups, have been
one of the most sorlous woaknesses
in the work of tue party during the
past year: Thoe Cormmunist Party is
far and away the groatest obstaclo
in this country +to the building of
the revolutionary rmnovement... The
basis for influencing the Comrunist
Party for recruiting its members
and synpathizers and for hastening
its dissolution as an obstacle to
the growth of the revolutionary
movenent, is present. What is re-
quired for success is a congcioug,
deliberate and sustained rolicy on
our part." (Socialist Appeal, May
23, 1939, — -My.emphasis - G.M.)

Let none indulge in tho illusion
that tomorrow the Trotskyite lecaders
will actually introduce a "conscious--
-0 Nothing is further from their
intontions — unless thoy arc ready to
break with Trotsky and expose tho
whole story of the Stalinist dogenor-
ation — which supposition would be a
plece of political lunacy. "Insu ffi-
cient attention” or,to translate those
weagol words into the language of
political action, persistent gabotaso
of any sorious effort to fight tho
Stalinist plague will bYe n eaily
carried on as Yefore: Trotsky and his
Cannons and Shachtmans now take nhew
refuge in the fake "mase line." Trot-
sky and ais Cannons spur their follow-
ers to futile fights "against" Fasciem,
only to deliver thom eventually to the
eneny — as Trotsky handed over the
risinforned and misled workers-opposi-
tionists in Russia, Germany and other
countries to Stalin and Fascisn.

The Trotskyist conventions, like
the Stalinist, are heold for the pur-
pose of giving a coat of Red veneor to
the new variation of the 0ld line. In
the usual manner tho leaders of Trot-
skylisnm will spill their ummsually
subtle demagogy. The hall will rever-
berate with Cannon's fake ravings
"against" Stalif¢sm. In a masterly
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constructed web of illusions composod
of "revolutionary transitional demands",
of the tuilding of the reformist labor
party, and of other opportunist yarn,
the Cannons and Shachtnans will attept
to ensnaro their honest followors. And
the persistent evasion in taeir delib-
erations to touch upon Trotsky's out-
rageous policy on Georgia at khe 12th
Congress of the Russian Couunist
Party in April 1923, on Tootsky's
support of tho Stalinist Dbetrayal of
the Gorman revolution in 1923 through
the Rightist trap of ‘“workers govorn=-

ment," on Trotsky's refusal to fight
for Letints lime t0 rewove Stalin, on
Trotsky's eontirc opportunist line up

to tae prosent, will  bear a startling
resettblance to the deliberations o f
the Lovestoneite and Stalinist C. P.
convontioss. There will be a routine
nisreadin; of post-Loninist history.
Instead of honest lossons of the past,
instcad of Leninist analysis of every
important political force within the

proleotariat, ospecially of Stalinism,
— nothing but crininul boastings and
soothing lios.

All tho sincere revolutionary
workers, und that includes the honest
but misled fcllowers of Trotsky aud
his Cannons, shioulder a lieavy respon-
sibility, for to them tko future of
the Amorican and the world proletariat
is a decy concerns Thoy aro vitally
concernaa not witii this or tiat former
great fipureg, but with bringing to
light facts — f a ¢ t 8 which aro
incontrovertible, whicl, give the 1lie
to the lhistorical picture and the task
of tiie hroletariat as presented by tho
Trotskyito leaders.

Now betrayals are in tie nakinge
The traitors and opportunists throuzh
coupounds of Jiés and duplicity are
leading tie workers downward into tho
pit of universadl Fascismes If tlie bLack
of Stalihdsmy 1is not Dbroken in tinme,
the fate of the Goruan and Spanish
nmasses 1is in storo for tlhe Auorican
workers. The only iouye lies in pgather—
ing the scatéerod forcos of rovolution
ists and opening a poworful caupaipn
of unmasking Stalin, Trotsky, Love-
stone and all other star renegades and
opportunists. Only tius can tae cadre
of & new Bolshiovik party be built.

. Cannon boasts of the Trotskyist
“naow clean banner." That it is comr~
rletely new, dating back only to 1922,
wd will hardly deny. As to its clean-
liness, this bamner is indelibly
smearod with Stalinisme Maintaining
shoor silence regarding some improcsive
evidence, C..non is attemptipg to lend
dignity and rcspomsibility to the ban-
ner that is not oasily discernible for
tho troachery and hypocrisy it shrouds.
This banner serves Trotsky, Stalin and
the internatiomal bourgeoisic.

Armod with +tho authority of the
first workers State 4in history the
heavy hand of Stalin is reaching out
for the wider soctions of American
toilers to prevent their struggle for
the overthrow of thoir capitalist ex-
ploiters. If Stalin succeeded in dis-
rupting the revolution in Spain,start-
ing his job with such meagre force as
90C mombters in the entirc country,
what greater possibility of Stalin's
succoss among tho Amorican workers
with Browder's trap steadily oxpanding
— unless tho anti-Stalinist revolwu-
tionary workers awakon to tho dangen
and, profitting by the cruel 1lessons
of Germany and Spain, tcar tho masks
off Stalin and his indiroct protectors,
chiefly Trotsky and Lovostono.

With tho darknoss of world reac-
tion and the throat of imperialist war
against the ©Soviet Union steadily
closing 4n, the transformation of
American Dbourgeois rule from "demo-
cracy" to Fascism is dangerously close
by. The repetitions of the German,
Chinese, Spanish betraygls arc incvit-
able, unless Marxian truth rises to
dispel all the black clouds of oppor-
tunism within the workingclass. The
final word rests with the honest re-
volutionary workers, many of whom are
today victims of organized deception,
But they cannot long romain undisturb-
ed by the fact that the policies of
their leaders, instoad of halting,
actually promote roaction. They have
much to ponder over. Soonor cor later
those workers will abandon the bannors
of Stalin and Trotsky -~ the bannors
which are soaked with tho blood of the
best workers. They will 1ift the old
clean banner of Lenin which Tro t sky,
Zinoviev, Bukarin and other rencgade s
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exchanged in 1922 for the pottuge of
collective burocratic security. Under
this bammer they will gather tho
scattored individual revolutionists
who will form the miclous of rosurgent
Bolshoevism. Then the struggle to
wrest the vanguard from opportunism
will be wunfolded in all dircctionse
And with the wresting of the vanguard
from Stalin, Trotsky, Lovostone and
otaer opportunists, all of them now
operating chiefly tarougn tie ensnar-
ing "mass lime," the historical picture
will be entirely transformed. Growing
primarily at the expense of its oppor-

tunist encmies, as the Bolshevik party
grew at the expense of the Menshoviks
and S.R.'s,the now rovolutionary Party
will occupy the avenues tiat load to-
wards the wide toiling masscs of
America and other countries. Thaen 3he
masses led by its revolutionary van-
guard will soriously challonvo tho

ower oﬁ the bourg8o i? 5, asttho
w¥f§1§¥evgﬁ¥e€ﬁ01¥ra§s orma n’of %ﬁg
Ydemocratic" form of capitalist rule
into a Fascist one with
the iron hand of prolet-
arian revolution.

—

THE LEFT-TROTSKYITE!S
OF OUR LINE

.

WANALYS IS

Jpipvyenemesy

N Volume 5, No. 3 of thie MARXIST,

] published by the R. W. L. (Ooklor
group) in the article "For thio Fourth
Intornationd},' the workers are treated
to what purports to be an evaluatiom of
the "main line" of the Loninist
League Us Se fie Ve take exception {0
this "analysis" because it is nothing
butan evasion of presenting trutiafully
our position to tiie workorse

Here is what Oechler says of us:t

"They present the defoatist idea
that unless Stulinism and the OTHER
REFORMISTS and opportunists can be
isolated first, the workigclass is
doomed in advancos. R o acting
violently away from Stalinism, tho
Marlsn group fails to wunderstand
that contrism and reformism will
exist so 1long as there is capital-
ism, tnat it is fatal to single out
ono reformist agency of capitalism
in labor's ranks, docadly as Stalin-
ism is, and relegatc the struggle
against the MAIN ENEMY, (capitals
in the original) capitalism, to a
secondary place." (iy eupliasis-G.M)

The statcment above tends to leave
a rmumbor of false immressions regard-
ing our own evaluation of Stalinism
and tho question of whica is the
"nain" enemy of the masscs.

We state that Stalinism is an en~
tirely now opportunist force wunlike
any other that ovet existed. Eaving
studied the origin and tho mothod of
this force we have concluded that it
has no organical connection with the
0ld onportunist tendencies, reformisnm
and centrism. These arise anl thrive
withln the workingclass in capitalist

onditions, generally under the bourg-
eois-dcmocratic form of imperialist
ruls. Stalinism, however, arises out
of victoriocus proletarian rewlution
on tho ruins of reformism and centrism
and rests in the forn of a burocratic
Pyramid upon the backs of the toilers
of the first workers State. The cvalu-
ation of tiais burocratic cancer we de-
fino as Burocratic Centralisn of the
Workers State. Ochler, on the other
hand, says that Stalinism is somc sort
of refornism, As we soe Oockler not
only does not tell the workors of our
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concoption of Stalinism, but he even
goes to the lengta of giving a mislead-
Sng irpression tihat we adhierc to his
definition of this opportunigt power.

Next is the question of ths maln
eneny. hecre Oehler confuses two sep—

arato sides of the class struggle: the
conditvion within the proletariat on
tho one Land, and thas historico.-social
system of exploitation on the other.
What we say is that witlin the working
class, of all the opportunist forces
Stalinism is the most powsrful one due
to tae weighty fact that it holds in
its mighty clutcnes the first workers
State, is its official representative,
and has usurped and distorted all the
traditions of October and is parading
as the real Bolshevik movenment. Oshler
knows our position but he does not
infor: his readers.

Furtuer Oechder discloses that we
have "sinzled out" Stalinism. We have
indicéted thiroughout our literature
taat it is nistory that has "singled
out" Stalinisi: as the most powerful
enoLy in the workers! midst.

Now we have to deal with Oehlerl's
charge that we have relegated the
strugple against capitalismr to a
Ugocondary place."

We have cited repeatedly Lenin's
mothod of fighting capitalism, tha t
unless the opportunist onery witihin
tae workingeclass is defeated, t h e
bourgeoisie can never be overthrown.
Time and again we have pointed out
that Lenin's success in arousing the
Rugssian masses against their oppres-
sors was due to the fact that Lenin
directed his heaviest Dblows against
the Menshevikk. and S.R.!'s, the MAIN
enemies within the camp of the toilers
during that period. Had he adopted a
roverse line, such as Oehler, Fielg,
and other "mass liners" advocate, and
turned his guns of exposure and criti-
cism wmainly upon Russian capitalisn,he
would have done a great servies to the
Mensieviks and S.R.'s, and thus would
Lhave aided the HRussian bourgeoisie.
Tais would have nappened 1f he did not
have a correct evaluation < the Men-
sheviks and S.B's, as Oehler or
Field who present a wrong explanatim of

Staliniam. In the
lessong of the

lirght of the rich
October Revolution we
wonder, is it actually ignorance with
Oehler. Ochler's argument €s that op-
portunism will exist s0 long as there
is capitalism. He knows woll, we think
although he does not tell it to the
workers, that the manner in which the
proletariat solves thoe problom of over—
throving capitalism was clearly estab-
lishcd by thc experience of t he
Russian prolectariate

In tho process of tho crisis of
the capitalist system in manyiinstances
tho capitalists stand impotently bofore
the turbulent tide of proletarian up-
surge. In Spain the capitalists wers
to a considerable degree dislodpged,
but thanks to the predominance of or
portunists within the workingclass the
Spanisn capiltalists stabilized thelr
tottering system. The Gerran capital-
ists in 1918-1919, in 1923 and again
in 1932 remained in power primarily
because oprortmbism within the German
proletariat misled and betrayed the
workers. The workers overthrow capit-
alism only when they succossfully and
decisively shake of tho opportunistis.
Ag far as Leninism is  concerned, as
far as tie revolutionary activity of
the Marxists is concerned, the correct
forrmla is not, Opportunism will exist
80 long as there is copitalism, but,
Capitalism wildl continue its oxistence
es long as the proletariat and specif-
ically its advanced section is in the
grip of oppertunism,especially in ths
griy of Stalinism and 1ts powerful-
lichtning rod and traditional scape-
508ty 10L&y

And this brings us to a very im-
portant foature in Ochler's hiding of
our linoc from the workers. It is the
question of Trotsky. Not a single woid
does Ochler's "analysis" contain with
respect to the astounding material
that we have uncovered on Trotsky nor
on the position we held regarding Trote
sky's tendency as woll as Oshler!s owm
tondency which we show to be Left-Trot-
skylism, Since we have bteen sending aur
magazine to Oehler quite regularly wo
have no deéubt that he is familiar with
the facts with respect to Trotsky's
participaton in the plot of Stalin,
Zigviev, Kamenev and other traitors
and deserters of October. Not a singls
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word of recfutation ds well as not a
single word of doubt of the materiul
has ever boon heara or scon from
Ochler. Ve have presented to the work-
ers unimpeachable evidence which shows
that during Lenin's 1illnoss Trotsky
played false and doubla-crossed Lenin
and traded the cause of the workors
for tnc mirage of a collective buroc-
ratic control of the first workers
Stute. Trotsky helped Stalin to trans-
form the Twelfth Congress of the Party,
in April 19<3 - thé very Congress at
which Lenin from his sick poon en-
trusted Trotsky to fling the “bomd" at
Stulin — into a Stalinist Gongross.
Trotsky Dbetrayocd inte the hands of
Stalin the Georgiun Commmnists,Mdivani,
Macheradze und others whom Lenin sup—
ported and whe on tho floor of the
Congross coaplained against the Staline-
ist Dburocratism in Georgiwe The
records of the proceedings of the 12th
Congross indicate wunmistakubly where
Trotsky stood. The resolutions pro-
viously concocted and agreosd upon by
the Stalinist clique were  adopted
UNANIMOUSLY., We have brought to light
Trotsky'!s ghastly crime against the
nasses. Trotsky together with Zinoviev,
Bukharin and other Stalinists wers the
chief orgunizers of tho betrayal of
the Gernun working class in the Auturm
of 1923. Thuile uwumaking fake gesturcs
of opposition in the face of a formid-
able drive ogainst hiwe Brotsky voted
together witl Stalin for tae Decocumber
5ti, 19<¢3 rosolution on Purty building.
This rosolution containsd porfectly
erpty words about the danger of buroc-
ratism, completely saielding the Stal-
inist dovelo.ment. Trotsky'!s entire
line during the fiercest attacks upon
him and upon tile unti-Stulinist work-
ers who fell into his trup was a linc
of peaco-niaking uand gconciliation.
Caught in tihe coils of the burocratic
snare in tlie naking of whicl he active-
ly participated, Trotsky wp to tie
present day has Dbeen concealing tho
true story of tlhie rise and riothods of
Stalinism. Up to his ears in the
bloody mirc of Stalinism, Trotsky liocd
to the workers that Lenin 1left no
testaniont, that Stalin was building
revolutionary parties, whon the very
cause of Leninisiz and ¢he Octobor ro-
volution were being destroyed. We
have shown that Troteky's treason ex-

$ended inth all the phases of tho Stal-
Inist dovelopment, even on the quos—
tion of building Socialism in onoe
country, which fakery Trotsky support-

od for some time fftor it had beon in-

troduced by Stalin in the Fall of 19z4.
By now Ochlor without doubt lmows the

facts, yot in "analyzing" our position

he kocps mum on the whole question of

the prescnt-day Trotskyism, which we

have shown to be organically conmected

with Stalinism. Oehler docs not chal-

lenge our facts. He simply turns his
dack upon thom in another soction of

his articlo. Ho dishes out to the

workors tho following  pro-Trotskyist

deceptions

"eeees...the Trotskyist movement .
took form in 1923-24 as tho MARXISN
TRUNK of the Comrmnist Intoraation-
al in the strusgle against Stalin-
ist revisionism. But serious org-
anizational and political errors
undermined 1its base from the time
of its formation and struggle,
through the Chinesoc Revolutior. .and
up to tho defoat in Gormany and the
victory of Hitler." (Ibile p. 4.
My omphasis - G.M.)

Ochler spoaks of Trots k yls
"erpors." An error is an unconscious,
unintontional misstop within the bounds
of the Bolshovik line which in general
fights against opportunism, in the in-
torest of the proletariat. But Trot-
sky's linc from 1922 on was no longer
a Bolsghovik line. It was opportunist
throughout and was exprossed in his
words t0 Kamenov: "I am against re-
moving Stalin." That was not .an error
but a definito pro-Stalinist positionm,
diamotrically opposed to Lonin's line
which was for the removal of Stalin
and his entire cliquo. Trotsky nover
wade an "orror® in the pro-Stalinist
line, that is, he never rovertod to
Leninistie From 1922 on and up to the
present day Tootsky's entirc line has
been an unbroken chain of roncgadism
and betrayuls of the worksrs. His line
ran throuzh the Fourth Conpgress of the
Cel. at which ne helped Zinoviev to
lay dom the Rightist trap named by
then "Workers and Pcasants Govezrmont,"
by which means they stranglod the Gor-
man workers in 1923. Trotsky%s line
ran through the Thirteonth Congress of
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the Party, in 19<4, wherc ae holpod
Stalin to puffover the "Leninist levy,"
that marked a new stage of the duroc-
ratizatior. of the Party. T ro tsly's
line ran througs his "political aoli-
day" waich lasted to Octover .1, 1826.
His 1line can e scer in the wretcaed
anc criuairal decleration of Ocuvober
13, 1625, in whicu he nledged to del-
iver into the clutches of Stalin all
opptsitionists who attermpted to break
Stalint's discipline. Trotsky's treach-
erous line ran through his support to
Stalin durirz the tloody days of
Shangnal when the Party was seetiing
wita exciterent, and wien tho opposi-
tion workers raised their nhecads and
receiveda buckets of c¢o0ld water from
their chief misleader. Trotsiy's pro-
Stalirist, anti-Leninist 1line is
plainly rmanifest in his platform of
1927, in waich, ke proclaimed "UNITY AT
ALL COSYGe"

If Harxisn is a policy which con-
sists of 1lies, treacaery, treason,

==

erimes anl ondless Dbaotrayals df the

worlé proletariat thon Trotsky since

Lenin's illnoss is without any doub t

a Marxist and so ¢ Stalin. One read-

ing Oehler can't holp askinm, now that

tie facts are avallablo and can te as-

certained by anyons wao wishes to take

the troutle to do so. Is it ignorance

on Ochler's part or purest fakery? Ve

nctice that Oshler does not entirely

ignoro the quostion of Yrotsky. In

the same article he takes the Field-

ites to task for tail-ending Trotsky,

for proposing negotiations to  the

Trotslyyites, tut this superficial crit-
icism is obvicusly a cover for Oehlers
own role of siaieldins one who not any
leoss, and in fact very mmclh more than
nany a Stalinist 1s rosponsible for

the rise of the ©Stalinist monstrosity
and the present tragedy of the world

proletariat. Is it ipgnorance on
Oehler's part or purest fakery? We

lhave'a strong susplcion.

GelMe

THE LelisWePe GIVES A HAND TO STALIN
AND “DEMOCRACIESY

HERE 1s, of course, some diffic-~

‘ ulty in provigg to moembteors of an
opportunist organizatior that they are
expousing the cause of the ensmies of
the proletariat. TUnable to distin-
guish Marxisa frow opportunism, they
allow their minds to absord the ideo-
logy of thic oneny. The most vicious
nmental poison becoues a calmly accept-
ed part of their daily life.

A deplorable example is the org-
anization which, 0ddly erough, styles
itself the .League for a Levolutiounary
Workers Party, and whose members are,
prolitically speaking,at swords! point
with us for our insistence tuat, ob-
‘Jectively, they are an aid to Stalin,
Trotsky and the bourgeoisise. In pre-
vious issues of our bulletin we indic-
ated the essential pclitical character
of the LeR.WePe Vhat we take up at

present is but some addel proof of the
correctness of our estimate of this
orsanization.

Marxism teaches thc workers that
rresent-day socioety is torn by a fierce
struggle of oclasses which stand in iz~
reconcilablo antazonism to one another.
The modern class of slave-holdors, the
Bourgeoisie, through ingenious ideolog-
ical Jovices, chloroforms its slave,the
prolotariat, to blind it the more soc-
urely to thc capitalist systeme To
tuddy the comsciousness of the workers,
tne capitalists and their agents within
the workers! ranks direct the thinking
of their victims into "classless" chan-
nols. Tho mental picture of capitalist
slava soclety is willfully twistod and
instoad of the bourgeoisie and the pro-
letariat the workers behold "producers
and consumors"; instead of imperialist
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robber statos he sees “poace-lovigg"
democracics and ggcressive Fascist coart-
ries. Tie vrevolutionists, on the
other hand, carry on a relentless strug-
gle against tae bourgeois ideological

plague. They do thelr utmost to clear
the workers! thinking and waks then
understand taat the world is divided
not into "comsumers" and "producers"
but into classes, the oxploited and

exploiters, the workers and the capit--—
alists. Tus opportunists lay down a
program which in some subtle way com-
pels tho workers to defend the inter-
ests of their exploiters. Tho Marx-
ists, on tho othor hand, pursus a
policy which will free the workers
from the clutches of the opportunists

and will sct the masses in motion for
the revolutionary overthrow of their

oppressors. The wiole mattor is so
elementary tinat only "Bolsheviks" who
lack Marxist education, Or conscious
deceivers of tho proletariat don't ro-
cognize it and adulterate Marxis e

Today this adulteration of Marxism and
poisoning of the toiling masscs with
“classless" bourgooils ideas and pro-
grams are being conducted in certain
concpetse historical surroundings. In-
creasing tho labor week 60 60 hours,

and intensifying +the exploitation of
the German workers, the Germun bourp-

markets.

eoisic is beconing the kecnost compet-
itor of tho Britisk and American cap-
italists in South America and othor
The incrcase of duty against
wares nale in Germany courled with
ftaycott arec strong nieans to roduce the
German compotitors. £find in tieso cir-
cunistances the L.R.WePs has given the
workers the following line purporting
to represent a Marxist policy of
class struggle:

"For a Producers'! and Consuners!
Boycott of Fascist count-
rics!® (Workers! Voice, Doc.1938.)

This is not merely a 1line of
class collaboration and assistance %0
the "derocratic" bourgooisic of Canada
the United Sates and of othor "democ——
racies" to compete succossfully with
Goruany and Japan. In the present
political sdting, with Stal ini sn
carrying out its betrayals through the
rightist line of "Douocracy vs Fascism"
and "Boycott Fascist Goodsl" and.-vith
Trotskyisw: giving the Popular Front
line "critical" support, this 1line of
the L.KeVW.P. is a dircct ald to 3talin

and Trotsky. To our knowledge, this
linc Las never toon repudiated.
Gele
e

A NEW LEFT-TROTSKYIST GROUP

é HROUGH a recont split in the Oeh—
<), ler erganization, a new group has
been formed, the Communist Workers
Group. ZFrom the start the group mani-
fests complete lack of knowing the bas-
ic distinction in the tasks between a
Marxist party which is duty-bound to
carry on work among the masses and an
initial Marxist propaganda group which
concentrates all its energies in the
Ldéologico~politlcal fight against the
existing opportunist organizations t o
clear the field fer the building of
the central nucleus of the future
partye The 1leaders of the Communist
Workers Group imagine that a small

propaganda group can fulfill the func-
tion of a Party ———

.."Phe Communist Workers Group
will work as a propaganda group
with a mass orientation." (The
Workers Banner, June 1939, Dpe 2. )

With this contradictory position

as its point of departure the C.W.G.,
as all other Umass-line" groups, is
out to plow +the ground, plant the
seed, and simultaneously garner the
ripe graine This is bdbut the simpls
mass-line devise employed by Cannon,
Lovestone and other opportunists to
(Continuod.én page 39)
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YPOSITIV

/5N OPPORTULISM

YNEGATIVE" MARXISM

By J.CeEunter

VERY occurrence in the political
y. framework of capitalism serves as
ar. object lesson to teach tho work-
ing class the nature of the capitalist
system in its various aspects. The
oprortunists in the camp of labor,like
the bourgeoisie themselves, strive to
conceal the truth and to paint a falso
picture of reality. larxiste, on the
otaor hand, utilize each incident to
oxpogse to the understanding of tiao
toilors the bourgooisie and  their
labor-opportunist co-workers.

The freeing of TOM MOPNEY for ex-
ample reveals these tondoncles in a
glaring light. We seéc the bourgeoi s
wolf in its sheepts clothing, and the
opportunists with the Stalinist gang
at their hoad struggling to tho best
of thoir ability to help tho bourgooi-
sic conceal their true wolf's form.

By frooing Moonsy, the American
bourgsoisie have, with the aid of tho
opportunists, succoeded in extricating
thomsolves from a very uncomforta b le
situations Moonoy's dotention in
prison for 8¢ many years on obviously
trumpod-up ovidonco has been a bone in
the throat of the bourgeoisie espccial-
ly whenever, 1like today, they try to
uso liberalist demagegy as a means of
rotaining the support of the working-
class. Aftor holding Moonoy in prison
for twenty-two years, ¢the bourgsoisie
now decided to set him free., The fol-
lowing questions arise: 1) How was
Mocnoy'!s lifo saved in the first place;
2) What happonod subsoquently to pre-
vent thoe completo 1liberation for 0
mony years; 3) How does it happen that
tie bourgeoigioc have now freed Moonoy;
and 4) Vhat problems face the workers
in connection with this case vhich is
far from being closed.

‘Russian Bolshoviks.

HOW MOONEY'S LIFE WAS SAVED

OONEY'S 1life was saved originally
by the revolutionary action of the

The Bolshevik do-
monstration in Potrograd on April 23,
1917 and others which followed, a
symptom df the gonoral revolutionary
forment throughout the working class,
vhook up the American bourgeoisie con-
siderably. The Bolsheviks made it
clear to the Amorican ambassador,
David R. Francls, that his own 1life
was not safe if Mooney was hanrod.
Whereupon, after a cable from Francis
to Presidont Wilson, Mooney's dsath
schtence was commtod to 1 ife
imprisonment.

It was not only Moonoy who pro-
fitod by the rovolutionary develop-
monts in the Russian proletariat. The
upsurge of the Russian workers culmin-
ating in the Octobor Revolution and
victorious civil war resulted in a
large mumbor of clags-war prisoners
beinz set free. In Russia itsolf the
bourzoeois. Jails wore emptied of works
ingclass prisoners, and by exchango of
hostazes the Bolgheviks 1liberated
hundreds of radical workers from the
prisons of goveral European countries.
Had the proletarian revolution spread
over the world, the tens of thousands
of Moonoys held prisoner by the bour
gooisic overywiore would have come ow
of their dungeons to scc the dawn of
new socloty.

SOCIAL DEMOCRACY FROM 1814 Up TO

1922 CHIEF SAVIOR OF THE
BOURGEOISIE

o wflrtunately, the process of

the proletarian revolution was pro-
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vented outside of Russia by several
opportunist forces. Until 1922,
Social-Democracy was the spearhead of
opportunism in the ranks of labor.
Supporting the bourgesois-democratic
form of capitalist dictatorsaip as
opposed t0 reaction from the Right aid
"reaction" from the Left tho Social-
Democratic loaders prevented the uro-
lotariat from realizing that its task
was to destroy all forms of capitalist
rule. Tho Social-Democratic workers
wera thus tricked into supporting
bourgeois dictatorship. Participating
in bourgceois cabinets, the Socilal-
Democratic 1leaders directly aided the
capitalists in carrying out their
counter-revolutionary designs. Pro-
letarian revolution was prevented by
tho Social-Democratic leaders in a num-
bor of countries, with Germany and
Italy the most outstanding examplose
By such treacherous tactics, the
Social-Democratic lsaders enabled the
bourgeoisie to fortify their tottering

dictatorship. Bourgeois reaction was
intonsified. The prison and the grave
swallowed up countless thousands of
Mooneys.

STALINIGSM— ANEW
OPPORTUNIST FORCE

HE success of the Russian Bolshe-
[y viks in breaking the criminal grdp
of the Social-Democratic 1lesaders on
the Russian workers opened up the his-
torical opoch of the collapse of So-
cial-Democracy on an international
scalc. Had the Leninist trend in the
workingclass beon maintained, Soclal-
Democracy would have been destroyed as
a force in the proletariat and a tri-
umpaant assault on capitalism would
have been on the order of the day.

In 1921-1922, however, there de-
veloped in the body of the proletariat
a now opportunist cancer which eventu-
ally crushed Leninisme The formation
of tle Stalinist clique striving for
porsonal power in the first workers
republic marked the beginning of a
lor.z series of betrayals of the toil-
ers$ by their leaders. This was a form

of opportunism unforeseern Yy any Marx-:

ist.. Rocognizing from the very start
that a new wave of proletarian revolu~

4ion would crush all forms of oppres-—
sion incluling tho wusurping Stalin
burocracy, the Stalin clique set about
to prevent all further revolutionary
successds by the toilers. It was com-
paratively easy for the Stalin cligue
to wir the support of unsuspecting
radical werkers the world over, No
worksr cculd ever dream that people on
tie soll of the Soviet Republic speak-
ing in glowing terms of the October
Revolution, of Lenin and of $ecialis:
haé in mind to prevent all further re-
volutionary developments. H e n c o,
scores Of thousands of the most radi-
cal workers fell into tho trap set for
them by the Stalin clique. = The most
Loft section of the proletariat rally-
ing bohind the Stalinist-dominated
"Comintorn" was diverted from the Len-
inist line by an alteration of ultra-
Rightist and wultra-Leftist mnanouvers
each of which resulted in a bloody de~
foat for the toilers.* Stalinist
troaciiery was tho prime cause of the
crushing of the workors in Bulgaria
and Gernany in 1 9 2 3, in England in
1926, 4in Clina in 1927, again in Ger-
many in 1933, 1in Czechoslovakia in
1938 and in Spain in 1939, France
looms as the mnext major country in
which Stalinism will once more save
the bourgcoisie and enable them to
transforr: thoir rulo from bourgeois-
democratic to fascist.**® This loyg
sories of defeats enginesrsd primarily
by Stalinism with the aid of all the
other opportunist forces in labor !s
carp has left the proletariat today in
a condition of completo political para-
lysise Tho horrivle slaugchter of the

* We have prosented a mass of evidence
on the Stalinist betrayals in our pro-
vious Bulletins and in "Stalin,Trotsky
or Lenin* by George Marlen.

**  Sec our analysis of the desparato
situation in France in IN DEFENSE (F
BOLSHEVISM Janvary 1939, Voll.II,#l. The
roles of Stalinism, Social Democracy,

Trotsky8sm and Lovestoneism are ex-
roseé as assisting bourgeois T 6=~
action and thictask df~pedutionaries
in building a new Leninist party is
outlined,




Spanish workers has alroady sot tho

stape for a now wave of roaction.

Tnrooghout tho world, tho bourgooisio,
<o aro to  tako advantago of this now

reoioharian disastor. In Amorica, tho

récene furious assault on tho "roliof®

gvaten by tho Roosevolt rogime is.only

cro syuptorn of tho black situation

whicli confronts tho magsos throughiut

tto worlde Tho crushing of tho pro—

lasarian upsurge in Franco sinco July
1936, a crushing offected by the Stal-

inist.-de¥ised Popular Front Governmont,
anl tho prosent agscondance of the

Daladior, pre~-fascist regime leaves

the Fronch proletariat prostrato be-

fero bourgeois :reaction. In the face

of tho deadly warch of reaction, the

world proletariat confronts its class

eneny conplotely deptived of a rovoe

lutionary léadership. There does not

oxist anywhere in the world today a

revolutionary party to lead the massos

to victory over tho bourgeoisie or

even to put up sowe sort orf effective

defense against capitalist assaultse.

THE TACTICS OF THE BOURGEOISIE

A SSISTED by the opportunists,Stal-
£/ W inist,Trotskyite, Social-Democrai-
ic, Lovestoneite, 'etc., in maintaining
their ruloe, - the bourgeoisie have been
frec to maneuver with their usual
skill, The Dbourgeoisie, owwing - the
capitalist state machine, exercise an
iron dictatorsaip ropgardless of the
form of thoir rule. Within the bounds
of their dictatorship. howaver, the
tourgorisio undep different conditions
pursuc differont policics. D-ing the
Saccu-Vansotti case, for example, the
poiicy of +tho Ybourgeoisie was to
aspassinate thess two radical workers
under a judicial cover. Millions of
woirl:ars all over tnd world perticip-
ated in militant dencmstrations  of
solidarity with the impriscned anar-
chistss Novertholess, 211 +*he enor-
nous demonsiravione could not forc e
thae bourgeoisie tuv chauge their course
and Sacco and Vanzettli wers mmrdered.

At times,howsver, the dictatorial
naturc of bourgeois ruls, though not in
the least altered hasically, is not so
roadily apparent ac in tle S ac c o=
Vanzetti case. Since no genuine Bol-
shovilt party has ever existed in the

1

Unitod States, the bourgeoisie have
been able to .keep Mooney and Billings
in prison for tho past twenty-two
years. At times, tho workors have on-
gaged in domonstrations and  other
forms of mass prossure but the bour-
geoisie did: not - 'move .on inch from
thoir position. All the mass protests
wero opportunist-led and so 4id not in
any way offer a scrious threat to the
bourgcosisie. The genoral confusion
and disruption of the proletarian move-
mont .throughout thoe world since the
ascondance of Stalinism rosulted in
rocent years in tho disappearance of
even a shadow of a strugple by <the
masses to froo lMooney. The who le
Mooney case resolved itself into legal
dickerings with the bourgcois courts.
Novertholess, in the face of the com-
pleto political paralysis of not only
the American but also of the inter-
natioral proletariat, in the face of
the recent series of colossal prolet-
arian disastors in Gormany, Ausiria,
Gzochosloy ,. Spain and France, in
the faco ofjunprocodented wuniversal
triumph of bourgeois. roactioan, the
American bourgeoisie have suddenly do-
cidod to set Mooney free. .To what is
this wunexpected burst of capitalist
"generosity" due?

At tho present time, the Amoricsn
bourgeoisie, their hands unticd by the
opportunist-inspired paralysis of the
entire proletariat, have roverted to
liberalist demagogy as a way of re-
taining the support of the werkers in
the face -.of the wunparalleled economic
crisis. Mooney, framed and imprisoned
for ovor two docados, 1is suddenly
flung to the workers as a “dne to
strengthon their allogiance to the
capitalist class. This "gift" costs
tho bougooisie 1little and gains them
much. The disagreeable featuro of
Moonoy.in jail for so many years when
the whole world is awarc that he was
framod was a blot on the "domocracy"

~and "jusice" ‘allcged to exist in tho

U.S. Now this blot Las been "erasod®.
The bourgeoisiec realize that they are
perfoctly safo in freeing Mconey, oven
though this is a plain admission o
their guilt, for therc exists no re-
volutionary party which will utilize
this .admissicn of bourgeois guilt to
expose the fraud of bourgsois-democra~
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cy. A genuine revolutbnary party
would use this admission of guilt to
ro-opon tho whole Mocnoy-Billings case.
It wéuld press for the prosscution of
cvory one of the scoundrols who Lelped
frame these two trade wunionists and
wiio is still running about loosc. Tho
wiicle systom of capitalist "justice"
would be torn apart and laid bare te-
fore the eyes of tho workers. Furtler,
on the basis of the impotus provided
by the freoing of Moonecy, the rovolu-
tionary party would spur the workers
t0 lemand the re-opening of the Sacco-
Vanzetti case. No stone would bo left
unturned to avenge the murder of these
two workingeclass victims of bourgeois
criminalitye.

It gocw without saying that if
such a rovolutionary party oxisted,
the bourgecoisie would not opon the

bars of Mooney's cell as rcalily as
they have. Thgy weald roalizo the
dangor  of such an admission of guilt,

and would resist with every ounce of
strongth any méve to free Mooney.
Since the workers are today in tho
hands of tho opportunists,however, the
bourgeoisic aro able to use Mooney as
a trump card without ovenp having to
take the usual gambler's chance. Thus,
the whole Mooney caso, which, if a
revoluionary party existed, woull be
uscd as a club against the bourgecisie,
has beon turned into a triumph for the
bourgeoisic.

Unfortunately, Mooney himself Las
greatly aidod thoe bourgeoisie in their
effort to creatc the illusion in the
mind of the workers that the wrong
dore has now beoen righted. One of Lis
first acts wupon leaving prison was to
Join the Democratic Party. This is of
course a great foataer in the cap of
tie vourpgeoisio. Naturally, Mooney

desarves the respect of covery worker
for his rejection of the bribe (parols)
offered him by the capitalists and his
irsistence on an unconditional pardon.
But, on the other hand, his move to
the Right in joining +the Democratic
Purty must bHe rocognized as an aid to
the bourgrois demagogues who are usging
him as balt to snare  the workors.
Meooncy's general attitude has bsen
"let bygones be bygones" and -~ aside

from his dosire to free Billings .- has
shown no intention to press the case
any furthor so that the whole criminal
affair can bo exposed before the worlk-
ers. This of course plays directly
into the Lhands of the bourgeoisio who
are oniy too willing to let tiae wholo
matter be guietly buried. Whothor or
not Moonsy contimues t0 let himself
be used Dy the btourgeoisic in  this
namner remaiuns to he soen. As matters
stand now, however, the victory of the
tourgeoisio and the confusion of the
workers are immense.

HOW THE OPPORTUNISTS AID THE
BOURGEOQISIE

1e The Stalinigts

e

‘%, TANDING at tho hoad of the huge
et MLy Of Opporiunist scoundrels wo
have hcen leading tho toilers through
a sea of blood arc the Stalinist buro-
cratse Thoe criminal crew works to

prevent proletarian revolution which
is & monace to tho oppressive buroc-
racy now sbrangling tho Russian masses.
Realizing that Marxism opens the path
to successful prolectarian revolutionm,
tho Stalinists! game is to shunt the
workers under their domination away
from the Marxist line into ultra~left-
ist and ultra~-riphtist directionse.
During an ultra-loft zigzag, the Stal-

inists give the workers an oextreme
loftist orientation toward the other
forms of oprortunism in tho workers

ranks and toward tho bourgcoisic. Thus
during tho last ultra-loit zigeag
(1929-1934), the American Stalinists
tricd to croats the illusion that the
bourgeoig~domocratic rogime of Rooso~
volt was fascist in political ossonce:

"Roosevelt's program is the sams
as that of finance capital the warld
over. It is a program of hunger,
fascization and imporialist war....
Tho Now Deal is not dovelored fas-
cism. But iz political ossence and
in dircetion i¢ is the game _as
Eitlerss program.®  (Earl Browder,
"Communism in the United States",
p. 31. Our emphasis.)

This loftist zigzag was marked by tha



Stalinist workers Ybeing hurled by
tiaoir lecaders into maniacal, alvontur-
ist assaults against tho bourpsoisie
an? thoir armeld forces. Tae Stalinist
workors in the Leftist zigzap are also
flunz against tho Social-Dorocratic
workors, whosos potty-tourseois doroc-
ratic organization is labelled social-
fauscist, by which tho Stalinists mewnt
that the socialists are socialists in
words, but in doods,in actunlity, thoy
aro fascists:?

"Socialists in words, f ascists
in deocds! That is what social fas~
cisn means. It is arn accurate,
scientific,descriptive term applied
to the Socialist Party." (Earl
Browdor, "The Meaning of Social-
Fagcism®, pp. 14-15.)

Tae wild battles staged by the Staline
ist burocrats betweon their followsrs
and the Soolalist workers simply re~
flected the ultra~loftist orientation
of tiis period of Stalinisn. By such
treacherous tactics, the ©Stalinist
workers worc naturally provented from
unéergtanding the nature of bourgeois-
deniocracy and social-detiocracy and tho
nature of Fascism, henco a Leninist
strugile against thom was effectively
prevented.

Waon the bloody triurph of Hitler
in 1933 made these ultra~leftist tac-
tics a source of discontent ani re-
sontment aronget the Stalinist ranke
and-file, the burocrats shrowdly drop-
ped thom 80 as not to 1lose their
victims. Again an ultra-rizhtist
nanouver (Popular Frontism) was sub-
gtituted ¢o divert the Stalinist work-
ers from the Marxist road. In the
ultra~leftist orgy of Stalinism, the
burocrats describe the bourgsois-demo-
crats and the social-democra ts as
identical with tho fascists. 3But in
tho ultra-~rightist zigzag, they sing
an 2ntirely different  tune. The
Mfazcist" - Roosevelt now becomes a
friond of the "p e o p 1 e" who fights
agalinst reaction:

"In 1936 the people won a bril-
liant victory over the reactionary
canp,in the overwholming electoral
sucessses of Roosevelt and the Now

Deal.s.s gEarl Brogder, "The Daxc-
ratic Front‘ 3 Do 10.

The "fascist" social-democrats rmst no
loner te destroyed:

"o, we 40 not 1look wupon the
united front as a means of doing
awgy with the Socialist Party."
(Barl Browder, Daily Worker,
Octcber 19, 1935.)

On the contrary:

“"Corrmnists do nct want a weak
Socialis’s Party which 1is no asset
to the working class. Thoy urge
the Socialists to join the strugcle
for the united front ®ecauso it

will sirenstiion both the Socialist
Party and the Comrmnist Party and

thus strengtiion thio working clasgs."
(Earl Browder, ""hat is Corrmpiam',
p. 111. Our omplasise.)

Hero, thon, is the cssonce of thc zig-
zag nethod by whieh Stalinism prevents
proletarian revolution. In the ultra-
left zipzar, the workérs arc confusoed
on tho nature of YbYourgeols-—domoccracy
and social-demccracy which they are
tricked into identifying with fascism.
Bot: bourgeois-domocracy as a form of
bourgeois dictatorship and social-
democracy as a form of petty-bvourgoois
denmocratic opportunism acting in the
ihterests of the bourgeoisie remain
intact, for tho workers arc invbieed
in futilo and disastrous leftist
strugzles. Meanvhile, politically
confuged and wunder the illusion that
thoy are pursuing a Leninist policy,tie
workers are left helpless in the face
of the trandgformation  of bourgeois
rule from the bourgeois-democratic
form to the fascist form. Gormany of
1929-1933 1is tho outstanding oxamplo
of this kind of Stalinist manecuver.

In tho ultra-rifhtist zigzag, the
workers are made ¢to rely on and col-
laborate with the "fasciste" of yestor-
day, ¢the Dbourpgecois-democrats and the
social-donocrats, and are +{0ld that
they nmust strengthen them. The bours
etdis-democrats arc now the friends of
the people and the social-democrats
are a proleotarian party which operates
in the interests of tho toilers. In
tho prosent ultra-rightist zig-zag
(Popular Frontism), the Stalinists, in

order to corral the workors behind the
bourgeois-democrats, have adopted the



0ld social-domocratic trick of avoid-
ing giving "domocracy" a class char-
actorisation, as bourgeoig-dewmocracy,
and speak of democracy-in-general.
Thue, Browder tells the workers:

"The Cormmunist Purty is the most
conscious, the most active, the
noet loyal, the most courageous, tae
mest disciplined army in the strug-

glo for deuccracy and peace, and
through democracy, 0 socialisnm."

"The Democratic
Our erphasis.)

(Earl Browder,
Front", p. 94.

And again:

"Wa are forging ever stronger
the indispensible weapon for every
stage 1in the struggle, which will
finally carry us through democracy
to socialism -~ the Cormunist Party
(Ibid., p. 95. Our emphasis.)

Lenin pointed out:

“A 1lidberal naturally speaks of
t3democracy! in general; but a Marx-
ist will never forget to ask: for
what class?" (V. I. Lonin, Selocted
Works, Eny Ed., Vol. VII, p. 121.)

Tais liveralist, anti-Marxist fraud of
Browder's is perpetrated to conceal
tho class charactor of "8emocracy" une
der capitalism, its nature as a form
of bourgeois dictatorship. Falth in
"Jemocracy” in general (as now taught
bty the Stalinists)is a petfy-bourgeois
illusion which, however, does not for
a moment £fool the Dig Lourgeoisie.
Lerin explained:

"Furthermore, faith in 'democ-
racy! in general as a universal

panacea, and fallure to understand
that this democrasy 1is bourpgeois
domocracy, historically limited in
its efficacy and 1its necessity,
have for decades and centuries held
particularly strong sway over the
petty bourgeoigio of all countriocse
The big bourgeois is casc~hardensd;
he knows that wunder capitalism a
democratic republic, 1like every
other furm of state, is nothing Wt
a mackine for the suppression o f
the proletariat. The big bourgeols
knowg this from his intimat e

acquaintance with the real leaders
and with the most profound (and

therefore freguently the most con-
coaled) springs of every bourzeois

state machine." (V.I.Lenin, Selocted
Works, Er).gc Edog VOIQVIII, Pp. 147-'
148. Fmphasis in the original.)

Because of the oconomic structure of
capitalism, there can be no such thing
as democracy-in-general; there can be

only bourgeoig-~democracy, a form of
bourgeois rule which the  bourgeois

itself crocates or abolishbs in accord-
ance with the necegsities of the
sltuation:

"Acquaintod ag wo arc with Marx-
ism, we nevor for a moment doubted
the truth_ that, owing to the very
economic structure of capitalist
socioty, the deciding factor in
that socioty can be eitkher the pro-
letariat or the bourgeoisie. We
now see many former Marxists —
among the Mengheviks, for example —
who assort that in a periiod of de-
cisive struggle tetween the prolet—
ariat and the tourgeoisie domogcracy

in general can prevall....Ag though
3he Dourgooisie itgelf deos not
create or aboligh demogracy as it
finds mogt convenient for itgelf!
And if this is @0, therc can be no
guestion of democracy in genoral &
a time of acute struggle botwoen tre
bourgeoisie and the proletariat."
(V.I.Lenin, Selected Works, Eng.Ed.
Volume VIII, p. 167, Emphasis in
the originalj

Unequivocally Lonin taught:

"The most democratic bourgcois
ropublic was never, nor could it be
anytliing elsé than a machine with
vwiaich capital suppressed the toil-
ers, an instrument of the poliical
rule of capital, of the dictator-
ship of the bourgeoisie." (v. 1.
Lenin, Selected Works, Enge. Ed.,
Vol. X, p. 35-36.)

In his effort to hogtie the workers to
the bourgooisie, Browder during the
ultra~Right szigzag not only comeeals
the hourgeoig naturoe of "democracy" ure
dor capltalism, but feeds the work-
ers tho stale soclal-democratic 1lie



about marching "thraugh domocracy VO
socialism." Lenin erpaasizod again
and again that, if the workers ars 1o
be prepared for the prolotarian dict-
atorship, thoy rmst have explainogga to
thera the bourpeois character of Zdomo-
crpey® undor capitalism, that the slo-
pan of "defense of democracy" rmst be
exposed as a bourgeois slogani

YHence, preparation for tiae dic-
tatorship of tho proletariat not
only reguires that the bourgeois
character of all reformism, of all
defence of deuocracy, waile private
ovmership of the means of produc-
tion ie preserved, shall be ox~
plained, it not only requires the
exposure ©of the tronds wiich, in
fact, imply the defence of the
bourzeoisio within tle labor nove—
gent, but it also roquires that the
old leadors be replaced by Corrmun-
ists in proletarian organizations
of absolutely all types, not only
political, but also irdustrial, co-
operative, educational, etc. The
more prolonged, complets and firuly
establighed the rule of beurgeols
deriocracy has been in a given coxiry,

the more has the bourgeoisie succeed-

ed in socuring tho appointment to
such leading posts of people whon it
has trained,who are saturated with
its views and projudices and wihom,
very often,it has boughi directly or
indirectly."
Works' .En'Go Ed. Vol. X, PP0168—1690
Our erphasise) _

It tuet not be thought that the
Stalinist burocrats do not wnderstand
the trug nature of bourgeois-democracy
as a form of capitalist dictatorsiipe
They are entirely familiar with the
Leninist position. During the ulira-
left zigzag, when their Dbasically
counter-rovolutionary line was talng
casouflaged with some correct Leninist
statoments, the Stalinist burocrats
wrotel

"ynat are the ideas, the misgon-

coptions, whth which the gocial-
foscisty confuse and disarn the

workers?  Firsgt, is ihe idea that
fascism ig the opposite of capital-
ist douocracy, -and thip democracy
is thereiore the means of cowbating

(V.I.Lenin, S e locted
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and defeating fascism. This false
idea sorves a double purpose. Bm
means of counterposing Ydemocracy
against dictatorship!, 4t tries to
hide the fact that the capitalist
Ydenocracy' is only g form of the
capitaligt dictatorshipe...." (Barl
Browder, "Cormunism in the U.S."
ps 28. Our erphasis.)

The aim of the Browders is to prevent
tho rise of a new proletarian dictator-
snip and therefore during the ultra~
risht zigzag they maneuver by conceal-
ing the boursooig nature of "derocracy"
under capitalism and by feeding the
workers the poisonous,"social-fascist"
slogan of “"defence of democracy." The
ultra~right zigzag, 1like the wultra~
left, fulfills the Stalinist ain of
koeping the toilere chained to
capitalisrm.

In the Mooney case, the criminal-
ity of Stalinisn stands out in its
usual hideous form. 3By its ultra~left
and ultra-right mnaneuvers, Stalinisn
since '1923 has enabled the tourgeoisie
to erush the working class into the
dirt, so that millions of Moonoeys Lave
tsen gent t0 tho gravo and prison. To
conceal fror: tHe toilers the political
paralysis of the proletariat which has
given the tourgeoisie an opportunity
to turn the Mooney case into a bourg-
e0ols victory, the Stalinist burocrats
ery:

"Mooney'!s release is correctly
considered a great victory for the
worldng people.® (Pravda, quoted in
the Daily Worker, Jan. 11, 1939.)

Loud howling adout the "triumph of
der.ocracy" is part of the Rightist
line of the Stalinigt burocrats in the
liooney cass. Tragically enough, Mooney
iiinmself has been caught in the Stalin-
ist trap, He repeats word for word
the Stalinistpoison of the wltra—
right zigzag:

“Today, the fight in the world
is between democracy on the one
hand and fasciem on the other.®
(To Mooney, quoted in the Daily
Worker, Jan. 9, 1939.)

But "democracy" under capitalisu is al
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ways bourgeois democracy, and bourg-
cois-democracy and fascism fundament-
ally, in their class nature, are simp-
ly two forms of bourgeois rule whose
aim is to effect the same ends,Oppres-
gion and exploitation of the toilers.
Bourgeois-democracy and fasclsm are
not identical, as the Stalinists say
in the ultra~left zigzag, nor are they
opposed to each other, as the Stalin-
isvs asay in the wultra-right zigzag.
Bourgecis—~democracy and fascism are
bvoth equally the instruments of t he
bourgeoisie for the exercise of their
dictatorship. By supporting bourgeois
democracy one supports bourgeois dic-
tatorship and facllitates the trans-
formation of this form of bourgeols
rule into Fascism. In Czechoslovakia,
Austria, Spain and France we sed the
disastrous Pesults of +the Stalinist
and social-democratic success in tying
the workers to bourgeois-derhocracy.The
bourgeoisie in Czochoslovakia and
Spain have already transformed their
ruls from bourgeois-democracy to fas-
cism. And in France they are well on
their way in this transformation, be-
cause there is no revolutionary party
to halt this process by overthrowing
bourgeois rule. Unless a revolution-
ary party arises in time,a bloody fate
awaits all workers ,

2« The Trotskyisss

The Stalinist degeneration of the
Russian Commmunist Party and the Comine
tern has given rise to a mumber of ten-
dencies which pretend ¢to stand in op-
position to Stalinism bdbut actually as-
sist it each in 4its own way. Of all
the "anti-Stalinist™ cooperators with
Stalinism, the Trotskyite burocrats
are the leaders. Present-day Trotsky-
ism has its origin in Trotsky's at-
tempt to get into the good graces of
the Stalinist cliqus despite their
scheme t0 make him their chief scape-
goat. From the very beginning of
Stalinism, Trotsky ©performed every
service in his power for the burocrat—
ic usurpers. Directly sabotaging Len-
in's plan to remove Stalin from the
post of General Secretary of the R.C.P.
by his comforting assurance to Kamanev,
Stalin's ally, that "I am against re-

wmoving Stalin" (L.Trotsky, "My Life",
P+486); denying the existence of Len-
in's "will® which called for Stalin's
removal, with the outright lie that
"Comrade Ladin has not left any 'willt;
the character of his relations to the
Party and the character of the Party
itself, excludes the possibility of
such a 'will'.....All talk with regard
to a concealed or mut®lgted ‘twill? is
nothing but a despicable 1lie." (L.
Trotsky, Inprecorr, Sept. 3, 1925,
p.1005); avoiding any struggle against
Stalin and preferring defeat at the
hands of this renogade from Communism,
as Trotsky stated himself, "To the
last possibility, I avoided the strug-
gless.. . Thoro are victories which lead
into a blind alley, and there are de-
feats which open wup new Ways." (L.
Trotsky, "What Happoned and How",
Articles for the Bourgeois Press, p.34),
Trotsky greased the path of the crimins
al Stalin gang to its ghastly victory.*
Ever since Stalin, pursuing his policy
of raising himself to e v e r-greater
burocratic heights by framing and deg-
troying tho other major political fig-
ures in the S 0 v 1 ¢ ¢ Union, finally
kicked Trotsky out of Russia, Trotsky
has been keeping up a £ a ¢ e~saving
"attack" on Stalinism. All his "anti-
Stalinist" noiso, however, did not
prevent T r ot 8 ¥y during the first

period of his exile from gdirectly
preaching confidence in ths Stalinist

"Party" up to and even for some time
after the rise of Hitler. Thus,as
late as 1932, on the eve of their be-
ingdelivered to Hitler by the Stalin
crew, Trotsky told the German workers,
"A1l eyes to the Communist Partyll (L.
Trotsky,"Germany, What Next", p. 185);
and in the year before fed them the
connter-revolutionary lik that to pro-
pése to create a new party in place of
the criminal Stalinist outfit meant
that the victory of the fascists was a
certainty: "Hugo Urbahns,who comiiders
Pimself a 'Left Communist!, declares

‘the Gorman party bankrupt, politically

done for, and proposcs t0 create a new
party. If Urbahns were right,it.would
moan that the victory of the Fagcists
is certain" (L. Trotsky, "Germany -
The Key to the International Situ~
ation",p.30). Trotsky told the work-
ers that he was unshakably convinced
that victory over Fascism inGermany

';OW t.g ye Enegg?teg.exg re mﬁtiiiat on T_tsg i tpfkeigus role 28,50 assistant
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was possible under the given con-—
ditions! In other words, with “cor-
rected® Stalinism as the leacler of the

German workingclass:

"We are unshakably convincad
that the victory over tue Fascists
is possible — not after their com
ing to powsr, not after five, ten
or twenty years of their rule, but
how, under the given conditions, in
the coming months and weeka." (L.
Trotsky, "Germany — The Key to the
International Situation", p. 31.)

The Mooney case, like everything
political, roveals to the core the
rottenness of Trotskyist opportunism,
Here is the Trotskylst picture of the
forces that rsleased Mooney:

"We are proud to racall, in wel-
coming Tom Moonsy, that he was
saved frou the hangman's noose by
the independent class action of the
labor militants of Russia and the
United Statese....es And at boftom,
it was that kind of actlon that
finnlly forced the ruling class,
vwhich planned hig Jjudicial assagsin-
ation, to rellnguign its prey."
(Socialist Appeal, e d i t orial,
Jan. 14, 1939, P 4:)

Notking can be more profitable to tiae
Stalinist traitors than this criminal
fostering of the illusion that today
there exists in the workingclass "That
kind of action" +that saved Mooney's
life in 1917. VWhoover coanceals tuae
fact that ths paralysis of the working-
class engineered by Stalinism and

other opportunist forces tihat placed
the initiative in the Mooney case in
the hands of the bourgeoisie renders

Stalinism and - the bourgeisio t L e
Lighest nossible service. The Stalin-
ist burocrats constantly drum into the
head of the workors that the masse s
are passing from victory to victory.
This 1lie, ofcourse, conceals the un-

broken scries of defeats suffered by
tho toilers since the rise of Stalin-
ism. It also provents the workers
from seeing in advance tho future de-
feats which stare them in the face un-
legs ©Stalinism and every form of op-—
portunism are destroyed and a new ro-
volutionary party ie created. Hore is

how ©Shachtman enlightens Moonsy on
the cause of his lengthy imprisonment:

"Doesn't Tom liooney know that
the rozson why American labor fail-
ed for more than 20 years to force
his releasa from prison was that it
did not act as an independent class
force, was because it was tied hand
anl foot, because 1t was mentally
gub jugated to the two capitalist
parties?®  (Socialist Arpeal, Jan.
21, 1939, Emphasis in the original.)

Thus,according to the implication
in Shachtman's article Mooney was it~
prisoned for over twenty years because
there was no irnderendent class force.
But apparently such a force has aprear-

ed on the scens today and forced
Mooney's releasc. What force is that,
then? Stalinism? Social Democracy?

AF.of L, and ths C.I1.0. — the oppor-
tunist trade unions tied to the bourg-
eoigie? The millions of uwnorganized
workors, blind followers of tie Repub-
lican and Democratic Parties? Or per-
haps the Trotskyist Socialist Workers
Party itself? — Which, of courss, has
not sucdonly approared on the sceme. On
tho surface Shachiman's article sounds
like powerful Marxist clarification,
But aftor reading Shachtman'!s article,
Mooney will still not know that Ameri-
can, (and international), labor was
subjugated to the bourgeoisis, and for
that matter 8till is, bYecauss Stalin-
ism assistod by Trotsky and others,
crushed Leninism and 8o assisted in
keeping countless Mooneys in prison.
Not a word will be found in Trotskyite
writings on the _Mooney case t¢ point
out that dve chisfly to the criminal
role played by Stalinism Mooney was
kept in prison in the last 17 years.

It is of course no accident that
ti.e Trotskyites are silent on the re-
lation of Stalinist treachery to the
plight of the Mooneys of the world. A
genuing exposure of Stalinism and of
the reasons for its success would re-
quiro an exposurc of Trotskyls rols as
an ald to Stalinism. The consceygence
of sucli solf-exposure by the Trotsky-
ite burocrats is obviouse. Every honest
worker would shrink from these Judascs
in disgust and on tle rovolutionary
day of recxoning would Xnow how to

L]



deal with thems. And so tae dastardly
Trotskyite game remalns to snire at
Stalin frop time to time by tolling
the interndional workeds tha% Stalin
wisleads them becausa ho cannot mander-
stand Leninism, bocause he was %00
busy dbuilding socialism i1n Russia all
by 4itself, because ho cannot read
Fronch, 2tc., otc. But mast basie of
all is the Trotskyite desire to avoid
tno strugsle against Stalinisi by pur-
puing & shaa "mass lino" and concobte
ing a Tourocratic outfit, the falwo
Fourth International. Tue worksrs of
the world will never 1learn the truta
from Trotslgrism.

3. The Ochlorites and Mionovitos

that ons can be
twice-remcved from Stalin's and Irot-
sky's "Iaternaticnals" and still walx
in tho Stalinist and tae Iroiskyist
tracks. One 1line of political devel-
opment in the present eva of the col-
lapse of Marxis:. as a living force in
the workingelass is to pass Ifrom Stal-
inism to Trotsikyisrm and from Trotsky-
ism to "mass lina" howling  against
capitalism general. The origin of
this varicty of confusion is a lack of
understanéing of tae nature of Stalin-
jer, Trotskyism and tiao task of duild-
in;: a new ravelutionary Partye T h o
small group "mass line" opportunists,
suc as the Ocrlerites, icnovites,
Fieldites, Staummites, otec., 863k t0
win tho masses of workers prior to de-
stroying tho major opportunist forcss,
Stalinisnm,Social Denccracy, Trotskyism
and Lovastoneism. Thomselvos confused
on the nature of thoso brands of op-
portunism, tae mnidget "wass linorsW
do not see tue major opportunist rorms
as a stene wall standing between tion
and tae masses. To tiao swall group
"mass liners" tie road to tho wasses
is not as Lenin proved it t0 b e,
sarvusa the vansuard of the prolete

distcry shows

s
"
-

ariat, but is around +tho vanguard
"lirestly" to tho backward stratva of
tho toileors. Therofore, the "mass

liners" do rothim at winning the van~-
guard away frou the major opportunists
in whose rmrdorous cluiches they now
1io jrostrate. Naturally, these "mass
Yiners% are not concerned with tho ex-
rosure of Stalinism and tho otier op-
portunist gangs.
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. Inevitably, a false political
line rosults in a distortion of real-
ity — and in assisting the opportun-
ist forces and tihc bourgeoisie. Danc-
ing aitor the - Stalinists and Trotsky-
ists, tio small "mass linors" paint a
rosy picture of the Mooney situation.
The Oehlerites give tho workers tho
couforting bBut uttorly false assurance:

"locney's freodom is not the re-
sult of tho 'zood! governor Olson,
or of thce HHew Deale It is the re-
sult cf the gume clags Tressure
waica was instrunmental in cormite

ing Moonoy's deatl: sontence more
han & scoro of yoars ago." (The

Fighting Worker, Feb. 1, 1939,p.4.
Our erphasis.)

This enthusiastic outburst of the Och-
lorites almost conjures up in the cind
0f tiie reader the 1image of thousands
of Bolshevil workers and sallors sure
roundini the Governar's mansion in
California and threatening Olson — as
thsy threatered the American ambassad-
or in Petrograd. By a special cifort
tae reader will be able to wish away
toe stoady crushing of the toilors
tarovghout tho world since 1923 due to
the rise of Stalinism and thio result-
ant complete political paralysis vhich
now pervados the working class. The

talinist betrayal of the German, Bul-
garian, Chinese, Czechoslovak, Spanish
and Frencl: masses, t0 citc only the
most hideous instances, will fade from
sis mind, and he will see cnly the
"same class pressure" of April 1917 in
tie pre-Stalinist epoch.

But the
pormit himgelf
this Oellorito
about hic with
tae ascendance

serious roader will not

to be bamboozled by
drivel. Ho will look
a lkeon eye,will cobserve
of bourgoois reaction

tae world over and will understand
that that "samo class pressure" of
1917 which was gonuine class pressure
under the 1leadorelhip of Lenin, has
long since boen aumnihilated by the
triwaph of Stalinism.

The Mienovitos (Murxist Workors
Loague) aro characterized not only by
tieir goneral ideological subordin-
atior. to Stalinist and Trotskyist
fakery ani ty their "mass line" oppor-



tunisn, but also by tiair inadbility to
romember what they write from one sen-
tence to tihe next. Thus, they state:

"Let wus always be prepared t o
inilerit some of the boundless cour-
aze tuat wen like Mooney have pos-
cassed. Now the
went g0 demoralized it is needed
morg tnan ever." (The Spark,edit-
orial, "Tom Mooney", Jamuary 1939,
Our euphasisd)

o far so good. But only one eentence
farther on we are told:

"Governor Olson did not free Tom
Moonsy. Only the international pro-
tests of +the world working class
was atle to accomplish his relsase."
(Ivid.)

And so0, in one breatin the labor move-
ront is "so demoralized" and in the
naxt its “"protests" freed Mooney. The
truta of the wmatter is, of course,that
Mooney would still be in prison if the
bourgooisie thomselves aad not decided
to free him in accordance witia tioir
present line of lilberalist demagogy.
T.ae world workingclass whose proteats
turouiin tue years dicd not 1liberate
Mooney duc to the counter-revolution-
ary policies of Stalinism, Social Dem~
ocracy and others, mcst certainly is
in no position today +to shake the
American bourgeoisie. The Stalinist-
en:ineered disasters which have befall-
en tis world workingclass in Germany,
Cuina, Czecuoslovakia,Spain and France
tarows a Dblack cloud over the bright
picture so falscly painted by  the
Stalinists, Urotskyitoes, Lovestonites,
and thoir tail, the Ochlerites and the
Mienovitcse.

Tiie gross caicanery of tue Ochler~

ites and Mionovites is a result of
tioir opportunist ‘"wmass line." They
soek to avoid a struggle witi Staline
iem and otuer forms of powerful oppor-
tunism by their pretonsc of "going to
tae imasses.” EHence, willy-nilly taey
st create the illusion that the pro-
lotariat is in triumpaant ferwment and
roody to leup into tie new party taey
propose to croate. If a true picture
of realitly were prosented by them, on
the otaer hand, i.0., if they were to
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show that the masses,because of numer-
ous opportunist forces, Stalinism pri-
marily, lie prostrate at the feet of

the bourgeoisic,then their "mass line"
would not appear only ridiculous but

positively criminal. For this rcason
it i that we find the "mass linors"

babbling about that "same class press-

ure" which they allego is shaking the

bourgeoisie on its throne now as in

1917, Reality shows, however, that

tho presont treacherous lsadorship of

tho masses allows thom to exert only

one kind of pressure — downard into

the gravo. In July 1336, the Spanish

masses rose in arms and threatoened to

exert the "esame clags prossurc." But

Stalinism, Social-Democracy, Anarchism,
Trotskyism, Lovestonoism, POUMism and

the rost of the opportunist forces
turned that threat of "same clasg pros-
sure" into a bloody victory for the

world bourgooisie. And the "mies line"

prattlors who give the workors the im-

prossion that witk suchk a lecdership

as thoey now have tley can exsrt pres-

sure against the bourgooisic and free

the Moonoys are only helping io dig

the grave of the working class.

The diféerence betwecon tiic orient-
ation of the ™mass linors" and that of
Marxism is centored about the quostion
whora the masses follow. Marxism always
ovaluatos the situation in the working
class in torms of its leadorship. Tho
"mass liners" on the otker hand are
thoroughly 4imbuod wita the ultra~left
fakery of the Stalinist "Third Pcriod"
and its shrioking about "mass action.
During the ultra-left zigzag, the Stal-
inist burocrats, concoalinz tho dis-
astrous results of their opportunism,
are wont to trump up even the slight-
est dirrelevant occurrence as a great
victory for the working class. The
oxplosion of a water main on Broadway
wag thus Lailed in Moscow as the be
ginning of tho Amorican proletarian
rovolution.*® Tho masses werc over-
lastinaly proclaimed to be "storming tho
hoavens" and on the verge of destroy-
ing capitalism. This ultra-loft noise
has put a disastrous imprint on tho
workingclass movoment. Our present-
day "mass linors," in this respect, as
in some othors, followinzg in tho foot-

*  Soe STALIN, TROTSKY or LENIIN
by Goorse Marlene PeB6e




steps of the Staliniet ultra~left zig-
zag, fabricate triumphs for the werk-
ing class with all the easc of a
megician pulling rabbits out of a hat,
Their criminal nonsense about that
"samo g;ass pressure” froeing Moonay
is not bnly outright fakery perpet-
rated by the "mass liners." The
Oohlerite paper "The Fighting Worker®
for Febs 1, 1839 carries en its first
page tho follewing headline: "Negrotte
Freo. World Progsure Brings Release
From Loyalists." (our emphasis,) The
article follewing this gees on to say:
“Again the working class has scored
anovher victory duo to its class pres-
sure and world wide protests." (our
emphasise)* The Ochleritos give the
impression that the intornational pro-
letariat roso to save Negrotte as the
Russian werksers led by Lonin once did
to save Tom Mooney. The fact 1is, it
goos without saying, that the inter~

national proletariat doss not know

Nogrette frou Adam and was utterly un~
concerned about his fate. The inter-
national proletariat is in the claws
of Stalinism and Socia}-Demoeracy, the
Johaux, Lewises and Greons. Y h o se
criminal gangs, t0 mention only the
groeatest opportunist forces, have just
sent some 2,000,000 wousting workers
to their gmave in Spain and are pro-
paring to repeat this feat in France .
The "nass" movement for Negrottels re-
lesase actually consisted, and under
preser t conditions could only censist,
of a handfull of individuals. The
Qoualerites trumpet:

"In New York and Chicago picket-

“tng” "'6of ‘the’ Spanish Consulate was
carried on with notable success by
the Now York Negratte Unitod Front
Sponsoring Committee." (Ibid. Our
emphasis.)

The Oahloritos are carsful not to ex-
plain that the "mass"pickoting of the
Spanish Consulate in New York consist-
ed of about a dozen peraons which
after a while dwindled down to four.
Naturally, this powerful "“mass pres-
sure" scared the international bourg-
edicie and the Stalinist burocrats out
*legretta is  an Amorican radical who
was jailed first by the Loyalist gov-
ernment and then by the Stalinists in
Spein on tiumped-up charges of boing
an-agent of Frunco,
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of their pants and Negrette was
prouptly released. Nor do the Odnlarites
explain that even if every person con-
nocted with all the orzanizations con-
prising the New York Negrette United
Front Sponsoring Cormittee werc nobil-
ized for +the picket line thore would
8till not Ybe enough mass pressure to
frighten an intolligent cat.

It 4s with such crude hokum that
the "mass liners" strive to croate the
harnful illusion that they too are
"storming the hoavens." Let this non-
sensec be set aside and have it plainly
stated: Negrette was rsleased bocause
it was the policy of the Loyalist gov-
ernment to get rid of all the foroim-
ors in ite territories in proparation
for its final Yetrayal of tho Spanish

workers to Franco. This is known in
diplomatic lingo as "avoiding inter-
national couplications." In spite of

this, as a matter of fact, Negrette
came within an ace of being finished
off by tho Spanish Stalinists. But
novertholess, the ™mass liners", al-
roady head-over-heels in fakery, per-
sist in their Arabian Nights tale of
the internationgl workingclase forcing
Negrette's — and Mocney's - release.

The oprimary fact of the present
epoch that the "mass linors" refusec to
face is that in every crisis ef capit-
alisn which %brings the masses up to
the threshold of a revolutionary situ-
ation the prolstarian vanmuard and
honce the masses generally fall into
thé ultra-rightist or ultra—leftist
trap set for them by Stalinism. The
notion that Stalinisn is a revolution-
ary force must be eradicated from the
nind of vanguard, As
have tRS %?%1&!?2%%5&:%%? the Stalinist
novement, which has behind it the in-
mense prestige of the first workers
republic, offers a solution to its
problems, so leng will there be ne
hope of destroying capitalism. The
strength of Staliniern lies net so much
in its rmumbers at any particular mo-
ment as in this very illusion which
causes the workers at the most crucial
periods of histery to rally behind the
Stalintern and march straight to their
doom. Only in the building of a new
revolutionary party through the precess
of tearing away frem the Stalinists
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end other opportunists the vanguard
elenmonts which they have actually or
potentially, and not in "mass lino"

hownling against capitelism in general,
is there any salvation for the toilcrs.

A POSITIVE LINE FOR THE
PRESENT PERIOD

“]” HE Mooney case, like all issues

‘l confronting tho workers,raisos the
q uestion: What positive action éan re-
volutionary workors tako in this situ-
ation. How are revolutionary workers
to differebtiate tetwoeon genuine posi-
tive action and what only seems to be
that but is actually a line of playing
into the hands of the bourgeoisie.

The greatest blunder and the most
insidiously negative action for revolu~
tionary workers to fall into is to at-
temipt, when they are only a small
aroup, to act like a large party. This
offort of a srall group to0 act like a
big party is the essocnce of the coafu-~
sion of various "“mass liners" on the
question of what revolutionary workers
tust do in the present period. Such
an effort rmust inevitably lead to some
kind of fraudulent gpretense. In the
Ochlerite treatuent of the Negrette
cas3, we see a typical dnstance of
this. Unable, because they are a tiny,
uninfluential group, to organise even
the shadow of a world protest, the Ogh.-
lerites, playing at weing a large
p arty, st concoct a world potest
out of thin. air. Even their outlock
on the political situation in general
must bocome clouded by their false
"mass line" orientation. Wishful fan-
tasies of powerful ferment among the
nasses freeing Mooney flow from the
pen of the "mass linors" who pretend
that they too can arouse a ferment
anong the masses, under present condi-
tions. And this 1is by no means the
end of tho hokum that the "mass liners"
will perpetrate. The deeper they
plunge into their make-belicve of be-~
ing a large party, the greater and
uore frequent will become their fakery.

In the Mooney case, the futility
and barwfulness of the "mass line" ap-
proach becomes clear. For revolution-
aries who are a handful in nunber to

raise a racket about freeing Moonsy is
obviously idiotic since the bourgeoi-
sioc thiomgelves are able and willing to
do so. The treachery of the opportun-
ists gave the Dourgooisie ample room
to pose as liberals and humanitarians.
™ :stage "victory demonstrations® over
the actual liberation of Mooney is ag-
ain ridiculous since the Mooncy case
turned in€o a triuaph for the bourg-
eoigsie and the opportuhists. When the
whole affair is examined from every
angle, it is cloar that at the present
historical juncture the only positive
action in which revolutionaries can
engage in rogard to the Mooney casc is
to expose to the mdvanced workers tho
charactez of the opportunist forces
wihich gave the Ddourgcoisie thie upper
hand. Any activity other than exposure
of the opportunists and winning ad-~
vanced workors away from thom on this
tasis inevitably works in the inter-
ests of the opportunist traitors and
tho bourgeoisie.

Dug to the influence of the op-
portunists over the proletarian van-
guard, the whole Mooney case wa s
poisonod with troachory. All the
thousands of workers who were intorcst-
ed in fighting for Mooncy werc trapped
and sold out by the opportunist lead-
ers. In this situation, to fight for
Mooney could mean only to tear down
the political mask of the Stalinist
and othor opportunists which cnables
them to win over the most advanced
soction of the working class,.

This could not be done by compete
ing with the great opportunist organ-
izations along "mass line" action. It
is childish for a small group to try
to corpete with the opportunists who
cormmand huge and powerful forces. The
Stalinist and other influential oppor-
tunists can win workoers oven without
actually getting them any gains. Op-
portunisx: does not win the workors
gains; it gets them losses. And still,
the opportunists trap the most advanc-
ed section of the proletariat. It is
their political mask — Bols hevi sm,
Socialien, Communism - which lurea
the vanguard workers into the opportun
ists! trap. Boocausc of this political
mask, the workers in crucial situatims
are willing to. accept losses at the
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hands of the opportunists. In Spain,

for example, the workers and peasants,

at the wurging of their opportunist

leaders, Stalinist and others, surren-

dered tlhie factories and lands they had

seized. The small groups we have bteen

discussing seem t0 imagine that oppor-

tunism traps the workers by getting

thew some benefits. Honce,these small

groups set about to compete with the

opportunists by "mass line" action.

We'll get the workers more gains than

the opportunists get them and the work-
ers will come to0 us, the "mass liners"

seenn to reason. But this reasoning is

utterly baseless. What  opportunism

gets the workers is one kick in the

face after another, and still the work-
ers follow the opportunists. Ta ere

fore, there is no foundation for a
small group's gcompeting with the op-

portunists through ‘“mass" activity.

Opportunisn traps the advanced workers

(and hence the toilers as a whole) te-

cause it wears the wask of Bolsheviam
or Socialisme The struggle against

opportunisr: cannot be waged on econo-

migt, "mass line" grounds. Tais battle

must be waged on a wholly political

basise The aim must be to tear the

mask of Bolshevism and Socialism from
the face of the opportunists, and pri-

marily the mask of Bolshevism from the

face of the Stalinist and Trotskyist

burocrats. One may shout agaitst

capitalism from today wuntil doomsday

and "storm the heavens" — (like tho

Oshlerites) - till the cows come houe,

but as long as the oOpportunists can
foster the illusion that they are Bol-

sheviks and Socialists, the workers

will follow the opportunists and even
accept losses -——- ("temporary", o f
course, their treacherous leaders tell

them) — at their hands.

Because of the opportunists, and
primarily the OStalinist gang, the
whole toiling humanity is being held
in the prisomr of capitalism or of the
Stalinist burocracy that strangles the
first workers stato. Undormining the
workers state in Russia and saving the
bourgeoisie in the rest of the wérld,

the Stalinist clique with its opportun-

ist co-worlmrs of every shade has

: Ship .

Jrought +the. workers and peasants
throughout the world to an indescrib-
ably calamitous condition. Most of
the countries are alrsady under some
form of fascist or nmilitary dictator-
In this period, the "democra~
cles", and in the first instance
France, are moving to transform their
rule to the fascist variety. The
Stalinist dogeneration of the Comin-
tern crushing thoe Leninist trend in
tho working class has left the toilers
bound hand and foot before tho trium-
phant march of bourgeois reaction.

The task of the hour 1g to revive
Marxism-Leninism as a vital force in
tho proletariat and to rally the pro-
letarian vanguard into a new revolu-
tionary party and international. 3But
not the mechanical “"Marxism"™ of the
"mass liners", which resolves itself
into abstract cries against capitalisnm
in general, can accomplish this task.
Nor will +the pseudo-Marxism of the
Trotskyite and Lovestoneite leaders,
who conceal their tbeacherous rolc as
assistants to Stalin beneath a mass of
quotations from Marx-Engels-Lenin,per-
form this duty. Only 1living Marxian
which toars to pioces every kind of
opportunism, and primarily tho Stalin-
ist brand, will turn the tide and will

lead thoe toilers to a socialist
society. Alert workers will not let

themselves be confused by the Stalin-

ists,Trotskyists and the Loft Trotsky-

ist "mass liners" into accepting de-

feat for victory. They will look
reality in the face and try to under-
stand the reasons for the constant de-

feats of the workers. Advanced work-

ers will reject all those who paint a

false, though for a moment comforting,

Picture of reality as opportunist mis-

leaders. Knowing that only a truthful

analysis of reality can be of service

to the toilers, vanguard workers will

seek those who offer truth.

Enter the struggle to build a new

revolutionary Party as a step toward
international revolution and socialism.

JOIN THE LENINIST LEAGUE

B - g
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A PROGRAMMATIC OUTLINE

By J. C. Hunter

I. The General Ta.ilg

1. Due to the rise of the Stalinist
reaction, the workingclass in the pro-
sent historical period faces the com-
plete collapsc of Marxism-Loniniem as
a living force. The creation of a new
Leninist international requires the
rostoration of all the revolutionary
principles ecstablished by Marx and
Engsls and carried into effect succes-
fully by the Octobsr Revolution under
the leadership of Lonin.

2. The creation of a now Loninist in-
ternational can be accomplished only
in the process of exposing and de-
stroying all tho forms of opportunism
which today paralyze the proletariat
and keep it in bondage to the bourg-
eoisies Since the vanguard of the pro~
letariat is in the toils of opportun-
ism, the building of a new Leninist
international has as its basic task
the wingfiing of the proletarian
vanguard away from the opportunists.
Ary attempt to turn away from the vane
guard under the iso of going to the
backward masses ("mass 1line") whide
the vanguard is poisoned by opportun-
ism is itself a form of opportunism.
The way to the masses is through the
class-conscious advanced section of
the workingclass.

3. The struggle against Opportunism
has as a basic prerequisite a precise
analysis of every foru of present-day
opportunism and the establishment of
its true character and method of
operation.

Ils The Charactor of Present-Dag

Opportunism

1. The most dangerous and potent fam

of pregent-day opportunism is Stalin-
ism. This troacherous force origin-

ated in tho plot of Stalin-Zinoviev-
Kamenev illegally to entrench them-
sclves in power in the Russian Commmun-
ist Paxrtyond the Stats, and to make
thair power permamonte The criminal
path of these opportunists started
with a break with the Bolshevik org-
anizational principle of democratic
centralism and the adoption of buroc-
ratic centralism as a method of oper-
ation. The removal of Lenin from act-
ive political 1life by 1illness and
death and the cooperation of Trotsky,
Radek and the rest of the leaders of
the Russian C.P. with the Stalinist
clique led to the triumph of Stalinism.
Stalin and his hoenchmen rccognized
that intornational prolestarian revolu-
tion would not tolorate the oexistence
of any oppression 0f the masses and
honco would most cortainly destroy
thoe Stalinist burocratic distortion of
the first workers state. Honce the
Stalinist clique from its very begin-
ning (1921-1922) embarked on a path of
preventing prolotarian revolution.
This it has bYeen doing through the
"Comintern" ultra-rightist and ultra-
leftist zigzags. In the Rightist zig-
zag it binds the toilers to the bourg
eoisie Dby means of a line which
supports the "democratic" form of bourg-
80ois rule in the advanced countries
and the national Dbourgeoisie in the
backward colonial countries. At the
same time 1t openly collaborates with
the social-democratic 1leaders by en-
toring into agreements with then to
work together in carrying out the
Rightist 1line of supporting bourgeois
democracy. In the ¢ftist zigzag,
Stalinism plunges the workers into
supporting bourgeois democracy. In the
Leftist zigzag, Stalinism plunges the
workers into adventurist, putschist
battles with tho bourgeoisie, and into

suicidal struggles with the sod dl.

democratic and other workers whose
organizations it now stigmatizes as



social-fascist and fascist. OStalinism
teaen by using the Rightist zigzag
(1322-1933, Bulgaria, Germany); this
wos followed by the Leftist zigzag
(1923-1924, Germany, Esthonia); then
by the Rightist zigzag (1925-1928,
England, China); again by the Leftist
zigzag (1929-1934, Germany, Austria,
Spain); and further by the Rightist
zigzag (Popular Frontism, — Spain,
France, Czechoslovakia) of 1935 to the
prosent. When the disastrous results
of the prescnt Rightist zigzag, Popu~
lar Frontism, will become obvious to
workers, Stalinism will have to0 aband-
on it and resort to some form of the
Leftist zigzap as a means of covering
up the previous betrayals and of con-
tinuing diverting the workers from re-
volutionary chamnels. Since Stalinism
is mistaken for a revolutionary ten-
dency boecause of the prestige of the
October Revolution which it has fraud-
vlantly aprropriated, the most radical
section of the proletariat is prone to
fall into this opportunist trap, es-
pecially during revolutionary crises.
Hence, Stalinism stands as the chief
opportunist menace in the proletarian
renks and its destruction in at least
one important country is an absolutely
essential prereyuisite to the launch-
ing of the world proletarian revolu-
tion which alone can lead humanity to
a socialist society.

2. Several opportunist currents alive
todsay are a product of the Stalinist
degenaration of the Russian C.P. lead~-
ershipe. Chief amongst thewm &s present-
day Trntskyisme The origin of Trot-
sky's prosensday opportunism is two-
foid: first, it arose in 1922 basical-
ly from Trotsky's effort to cooperato
and eztablish friendly relations with
the Stalinist cliquse. This anti-Len-
inizet line 1is manifested in Trotsky's
jnisinl reeistance to Lenin's campaign
to remove Stalin from the position of
Gonuiral Sccertary of thie Party. "I am
agiiast reroving Stalin,?  proclaimed
Trorsky (fy Life, p- 48R)., It is fur-
ther manifssted in its initial form by
Trotsky's derial of the existonce of
Lenin's "Tostanent" wherein the pro-
posal of Lenin to remove Stalin is set
forth. ("AlL taik with regard to- a
corcealed or maviiated 'will! is nothe
ing but a despicaple lie." L. Trotsky,
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International Press Corregpondence,
Sept. 3, 1925, p. 1005). Secondly,
Trotsky's present-day opportunism ori-
ginates in Stalin's rejection of Trot-
sky's offer of friendship, a rejection
based on Stalin's need to eliminate
Trotsky, the most popular figure nxt
to Lenin, and establish scapcgoats to
sorve as smokescreens for his crimes.
Up to 1933, Trotsky gave diroct sup-
port to Stalin, considering himgelf a
fraction of the Stalinist "Party."
In 1934,Troteky,damdoning the Loninist
position on sociak-democracy, attached
his followers to this opportunist cur-
ront (French Turn, and more recently
even further to the Right, support of
the American Labor Party). Trotsky's
launching of his "Fourth International"
only serves to divert his victims from
an understanding of his treachercus
role and from tho task of destroying
all opportunist forces including the
Trotskyist variety. Trotsky conscious-
1y avoids exposing the truth about the
rigse of Stalinism, for id deing so he
would rave to expose his own con-
nivance with Stalin.

S Lo e are various srall

groups (Oelhler, Stamm, Field,Mienov)
which, not giving a clear picture of
Stalinism and Trotskyism, avoid the
struggle against opportunism by launch-
ing a "mass line" which diverts work-
ors influenced by thom from the van-
guard of the proletariat since +the
latter is in the handsg of the chief
oepportunist forces, Stalinism, Social
Democracy, Trotskyism. Some of these
groups, morever, have adopted or are
moving toward the position of donying
that the Soviet Union is a workers
state and of calling for its defeat.
In this they play directly into the
hands of imporialism which recognizes
that tho socialized economy of Russia,
though Yboing undermined by Stalinisn,
has not yet been abolished and whidh
hence prepares for an atéck on the
workers state in the near future.

w
X

4. Another product of the Stalinist
degeneration of the Russian ThP. lead-
ership is the so-called International
Communist Opposition of Brandler-Thal-
heimer-Lovestons. Originating as the
open and direct 1lieutenants of Stalin



in the earlier stages of the Stalinist
process, these opportunists now stand
as part of the large group oi scape-
goats cast off by Stalin after they
had outlived their usefulness. Brand-
lor and Thalheimer cartded out the
first Stalinist ultra-Right zigzag,
that in Germany in 1922-1923, and wero
cast off by their master and left to
hover around the Stalinistmmovement in
the shape of a;1l oy a 1 "opposition."
Lovestone in Amorica sorved Stalin as
the executor of the Rightiet zigzag of
1925-1928 and esven bogan to carry out
the Leftist line of Social-Fascism.
Later, in the process 0f greater cen~
tralization of Stalin's power in the
C.I., Lovestone was thrown out of of-
fico by Stalin and left stranded in

tho same position as Brandler and
Thalhsimer. These opportunists, now,

liko. the Trotskyists, tend to0 lean in-
creasingly towards the Social Democre~
cy and other forms of r e f o r mist?
treachery (support of the American
Labor Party,of Pimert in France, etc.)

5, Tho comparative smallness of the
tendencies which originated as part of
the Stalinist degeneration and as
cast-offs from Trotsky should not be
construed as unimportant. These ten-
dencies are & menace to the proletari-
at far in excess of their mumerical
size or immediate influence. The rea~
son for this is that radical workers
who become disillusidned with Stalin-
ism and Trotskyism drift willy-nilly
into these movements which appear to0
be anti-Stalinist and anti-Trotskyist.
Honce the most radical section of the
proletariat which breaks with Stalin-
ism and Trotskyism is only misled into
another form of opportunism. Not only
mist Stalinism itself be destroyed but
also all of its opportunist by pro-
ducts, direct and indirect, for, his-
torically, they are an organic part of
the Stalinist system.

6. Social Democracy is still a power-
ful opportunist force. It operates by
tying the workers to the "democratic"
variety of bourgeois rule. Since the
world bourgeoisie is now in the process
of transforming its "democratic" dic-
tatorship to Fascist rule,Social Demo-
cracy only clears the road for this
transformation. Stalinism since 1932

Ras served as the main stabilizer of
Social Democracy, whose collapse the

October Revolution initiated on an in-
tornational scalo. The Stalinist re-
action stabilizes Social Democracy in
two ways: l. by the Rightist zigzag in
wnich the  Stalinist Tburocrats work
aand-in-glove with the Social-Domocra~
tic Dburocrats and 2. by the Leftist
zigzag in which,identifying the petty-
bourgeoiglemocratic socialist move-
mont with Fascism, the Stalinist buro-
crats launch ferocious adventurist as-
saults oen Social Democracy and so in-
croase the distrust of the Social-
Domocratic workers for Comrmunism whigh
thoy mistakonly identify with Stalin-
ismo

7. Anarchism, bYeginning with its
ultra~Loftist position of oppesing all
forms of the State invariably ends up
with supporting the bourgeois variety
of the State. The events in Spain
during the Cigil WVar, in which tie Ane-
archists supported and participated in
the Stalinigt-inspired, trecacherous
Loyalist government,only confirms thigs
analysis. Anarbhism represents a
petty-bourgeois reactionary tendency
which in its theory is ultra~Leftist
and in its practice supports the
bourgeoisis.

II. e D -t O S

for the
New Leninist International

l. The first premise of the day-to

day struggle for the new Leninist in~
ternational is an wneguivocal break,
ideologically and organizationally,
with every form of opportunism.

2. In tho details of the task of
building a new Party and International
self-clarification on the part of in-
dividuals stands today as the primary
phase. Careful study of the various
opportunist tendencies which exist, to

determine scientifically their origin,
naturc and method of operation is part
of this initial ppase. The gspread d

this basic knowledge amongst the most
advanced individuals that can be con-
tacted ds the next step. On the basis
of such work a emall Marxist group
will be e@ystallizeds The approach of
this group will be to the most polit-
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ically mature section of the vanguard
which 1is now under the domination of
olp opportunists, and primarily of
Staliniem. Lectures, forums, debates,
symposia, regular educational meetings,
distribution of literature in nsigh~
bornoods where vanguard workers are
known to congregate, etc., comstitute
tha most feasible methods of approach
at this stage to the advanced workers
which the Marxists will have to win
over. The pressuro of evoents and the
disasters which befall tiae workers al-
most daily due to tie treacheries of
the Stalinists, Social Democrats and
other opportunists — (Czechoslovakia,

France, Spain) — are forcing venguard
workers t0 re-examine tihelr political
positions. Suclhh workers will welcome
tc an ever-increasing degroe the ex-
posure whica the true Marxists will
have to offer. As the growth of the
revolutionary group provides the re-
guisito forces, greater and greater

tasks will be tackled. Meetings held
by the Stalinist Dburocrats and other
traitors will be directly ontered in
full force, and the opportunists will
be exposed before their own followers.

Then the Marxist force begins to take
on the proportions of a political
party, mass organizations,trade unions,
fraternal and cultural organizations,

now dominated by ¢t h e opportunists,
will become consentration pointgs o f
activity with the aim of wresting them

from the opportunists. In this way,
in the process of dostroying opporfun-
ism, will tho new ruvoluticnary Party
ead International be crzatod.  All
other psths are illusory. adventurist
and misleading, playing into the hands
of Stalinism, Social Democracy end
other opportunist movements. To at-
tompt t0 approach the backward masses
of the workers directly while the van-
guard is in the clutches of opportun~
ism is itself only a form of opportun-
iem. The DbYackward messes can be ap-
proachsd only by a political party and
the latder can be Dbuilt by Marxists
only out of the vanguard of the pro-
letariat. Hence tho approach to the
massos is throgh the vanguard which
mist be freed from its prosent
enslavement to opportunism,

3. Tho destruction of Social Democra-

¢y in Russia by Bolshovism opened the
epoch of the dJestruction of Social
Democracy on an intérnational scale.

The destruction of Stalinism 4n at
least one important country will form

tae necessary broach in Stalinism in-

ternationally without which the bourpg-

eoisie cannot be ovorthrown. Through

this path alone 1lios tho way to the

saving of the remnants of October, to

tide international proletarian revolu-

tion,the doestruction of world capital-

igm, and the establishmert of a

socialist society.
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POLITICAL

CORRESPONDENCE

Dear Comrade W:

Lenin never failed to point out
clearly that one of the chief reasons
why the October Revolution was made
possible was because Bolshevism never
ceased exposing the opportunists in
the working class ranks.

The building of a revolutionary
party can in the present period be ac~
complished ohly in terms of liberating
the proletarian vanguard from every
form of opportunist influence. Only
in the process of destroying all op-
portunist forces will the new revolu~
tionary party be created. This task
reyuires a precise analysis of each
political tendency in the working
class ranks to determine 1its origin,
nature and method of operation. To
avaid in any way this task of estab-
lighing the character of every spocias
of opportunism and of combatting it
uncompromisingly is in 1tself a form
of opportunism, 4n fact, as we shall
sec,one of the major types of present-
day opportunism,

Long ago it was recognized by
Lenin that in the historical period in
which we live the proletariat is
plagued with the cancer of opportunism
in the form of conscious traitors to
the workers and of agents 0f the bourg-
eoisie who pose as labor 1leade rs.
Theso opportunists constitute the
chief bearers of bourgeois influence
in the body of +the proletariat and
serve therein as the chief 1link in the
chain binding the working class t0 its
capitalist oppressors. Since the des-~
truction of all forms of bourgeois in-
fluence is a basic prerequisite to the
establishment of proletarian power,
Lenin framed his entire struggle for
the building of a revolutionary inter-
national in terms 0f a batile against
the opportunism of bhis day. At the

historic Second Congress of the Can-
munigt International in 1920, Lenin
defined opportunism as the principal
enony in the proletarian ranks and the
struggle against it as the main task:

"Opporjunigm is our princiml
enemy. Opportunism in the wupper
ranks of the working class movement
is not proletarien socialism, but
bourgeois socialism. Practice has
shown that the active people in the
working class movement who adhere
to the opportunist trend are better
defenders of the bourgeoisie, than
the bourgeoisie itself. Without
their leadership of the workers, the
bourgeoisie could not have remained
in power....se.s..This is where our
principal enemy is; and we must con-
quer this enemy. Ve must leave
this congress with the firm deter-
minaéion to carry this struggle on
to the very end in all parties.
Thig is our main task." (¥. I. Len-
in, Selected Works, Eng.Ed., Vol. X,
p. 196. Our emphasis.?

Without a break with opportunism, it
is impoasidle to riso above the level
of a mere repeater of phrases:

"It 48 not enough to have leam-
oed Communist resolutions by heart
and to use revolutionary phrases on
every possible occasion. Thatis
not enough, and we are opposed be-
forehand to Communists who know
this or that resolution by heart.
The firgt condition of true Commune

iem is rupture with opportunism.™
(Ivid., p. 275. Our emphasis.)

The success 0f the revolutionary move-
ment hinges upon a victory over oppor-
tuniem, for without such a victory the
idea of proletarian dictatorship is a
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hopeless one:

"One of the essential conditiona
for preparing the proletariauv for
victory is a prolonged, persistent
and ruthless struggle against op-
portunism, reformism, social-chauv-
inism, and similar bourgeois influ~
ences and tendencies, which are in-
oevitable as long as the proletariat
acts under capitalist conditions.
Unless such a struggle is fought,
and unless a complete victory over
opportunism within the working
class movement is preliminarily
gained, therc can be no hope for

the dictatorship of the proletariat.!

(V.I.Lenin, Selected Works, English
Edition, Vole VI, pp. 484-485.)

Guided by reality and not by com-
fortable illusions, Lenin wunderstood
that only a minority of the workers
can be gonuinely class-conscious while
capitalism exists. This minority con-
stitutes the vanguard of the prolet-
ariat, that section which actively
participates in the work of political
partios that call themselves prolet—
arian. Only this vanguard can lead
the working class as a whole:

"As a matter of fact, in the
epoch of capitalism, when the mass-
es of the workers are constantly
subjected to exploitation and can-
not develop their human faculties,
the most characteristic feature of
working class political parties is
that they can embrace only a minor-
ity of their class. Polittcal par-
ties can orgenize only a minority
of the class in the same way as the
really class-conscious workers in
capitalist society can constitute
only a minority of all the workers.
That is why we must admit that only
this class-conscious minority can
lead the booad masses of the work-
oers." (V. I. Lenin, Selected Works,
Eng. Ed.., Vol. X, P 214.)

Hence Lenin, while capitalism existed,
addressed himself primarily to the
vanguard and not to the backward mass-
@3 of the proletariat. Lenin conceiv-
ed the task of Marxists to be first
and foremost the winning of the van-
guard to a Marxist position, for it is

understood the nature

However, before this
plished, the advanced workers had to
be freed from their opportunist leader-

guard workers
with opportunism of every variety can

only through the vanguard that Marxism
can bve brought to the backward masses
©of the toilers. And while the vanguard
of the proletariat is in the toils of
opportunism, the duty of Marxists is
to dostroy the influence of the oppor-
tunists over the vanguard, for

"Unless the revolutionary sec-
tion of tho proletariat is thorough-
ly and seorioucly trained to eject
and suppress opportunism it is ab-
surd even to think of a dictator-
ship of the prcletariat." (V.I.Len-

in, Selccted Works, Eng. Ed. Vol.
VI, p. 486. Emphasis in the ori-
ginal.)

Naturally, Lonin concontrated the
maln attack and exposurc against the
strongest and most Jdangerous eneny
within tho workers! ranks at that time
— Social Democracy (MKautskyism").

Why did Lenin concentrate on So-
cidljonocracy? Why didn't he fill
most of nis books with direct attacks
on capitalism? Didn't Lenin want to
fight capitalidsm? Didn't he rcalize
that imperialisu opprosses the toilers
of the whole world? We see that Lenin
of imperialism
destruction in BRussia.
could be accom-

and led 1its

ship by the exposure of its treachery.
It mist be pointed out to these van-
that only by breaking

the path be cleared for the prolet-

arian revolution.

"It 4is impossible to carry out
the tasks of Socialism at the pros-
ent time, it 1is impossible to ac-
complish a really international un-
ification of the workers without
radically breaking with opportunism
and without mnaking clear to the
masses the inevitability of 1its
fiasco." (V. I. Lenin, "The War and
the Second International,"™ p. 61.)

L

THE MOST POWERFUL OPPORTUNIST FORCE IN

The most

powerful and most dap-
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gerous opportunist force operating
within the proletariun ranks since
19<¢2 is Stalinism. This is true be-

caugse Stalinism operates Dbohind the
mask of Leninism «nd has tremendous
prestige among the world proletariat

because it controls the first workers'
state. Confusing Stalinism witn com-
munism, loftward-moving, politically
advanced workers flock to the "Cowrmun-
ist Party" Past evonts have shown us
that even if the Stalinist Party in a
country may be small at the momont,it
grows at a tremondous rate in o pro-
revolutiqnary period. The workers join
the Taird International beocause thoy
still have the 3illusion thad its aim
is tho same as it was undor Lonin and
that it will effect a rovolution. If
a successful proletariun rovolution
were achieved in uan advanced country,
it would sot the world afire and be
the signal for gimilar uprisings
throughout the world. Successful ro-
volution would sweop wwuy «ll pppres-
sorg, bota the world bourgeeigio and
the Stalinist burocruey. To prevent
prolstarian revolution in order ¢to
safeguard the burocracy 4in tae Soviet
Union, Stulin gives his Comintorn an

ultra~left Mline"™ or an ultra-right
"line". In 1923 the ultru-rigut zig-
zu3 o1 the C. I. prevented revolution
in Germuny wnd Bulgariu; in 1934 the
ultru-left zigzag was wused for a

putscn in Esthonia; frou 1925-19<8 the
ultra-right zigzag was employed in
England and China; from 19<9—1 934
Stalin through the ultru~left zigzag
preventod revolution in Germany and
Spain; froi. 1835 to the present an
ultra-right zigzag — Spain, Czecho-
slovakiu, France, China.

After a section  of the prolet—
ariat has been botrayod by Stulinplet
us say with an ultru-left course
(Germany, 1933) the ultra-right course
is slowly introduced in order to cover
up the ultru~-left betrayal. If no
Marxist force arises, then, after the
betrayul of the Spanish and the French
proletariat will be completed, und the
present ultru~right %"line® will have
served 1its purpose, the C. I. will in-
troduce, slowly «nd cautiously, the
ultra-left "Line"™ which will be used
unti} another section of tho prolet-
ariat will have been betrayed into

Fascism——3if Stalinism lasts that long.

Essentially both mancuvers adieve
the objoctive of Stalin — %0 prevent
prolotarian rovolution. Stalinism is
noither roformist, contrist, ultra-
rightist, nor ultra-leftist. It isa
countor-revolutionary oppo rtunist
forco. It is burocruatic centralssm of
the workerg State. Only those who do
not see Stalinism as a whole dofine it
as roformism, contrism, ultra~leftism,
ote.. Thus, those who sce only tho
present ultrua-right zigzag but forget
about the pust ultra-loeft zipgzag, call
Stalinism reformism. Those who 4o not
sce tho rightist zigzag call Stalinism
ultra-leftism. Nor docs the term Cen-
trism correspond to thc totality of
the ossonge of Stalinism. Centrismis
a tendoncy in the working class within
the capitalist countries which vacil-
lates botweon Marxism and raformism,
but under  increasing pressuroc of
ovents collapses into rightism. Stal-
iniem, on.tho other hand, is a tenden-
cy which grows on tho so0il of & work-
ore state andy to prevent reovolutionm,
plunzes tho workors into loftist and

rizhtist ziggags whose oxtromes far -
excood anything over manifested by
Centrism. Contrisng in its 1lurching

to the left,nover enguged in putschism,
as Stalinism doos, while in its lurch-
ing to the riglit, Ceontrism never in-
dulgod in tho open, undisguised, rabid
Jingoien shown by Stalinism today. The
Jistorical roots of Stalinism whid
1ie Dburied in the growth of o buroc-
ratic cancer on the body of a workers
stuto arc what rake 1t difforent from
Lontrism, the 1latter originating in a

labor arist e cracy in capitalist
societye To lump togecthortendencies

whose historical basis and manner of
operation aro different can only cause
confusion. Those who dofiné Stalinism
as Centrism see only the zigzags. They
fail to see or to point out that the
ultra~-left and ultra~-right "lineg"
have in enco, tho some purpose -
the provention of revolution. They
differ only in their surface features,
i.0., as maneuverg they are difforent;
their intent, however, is the same.
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position of destroying Stalinism first
and thon building a Marxist party" you
do not state our position corroctly.
We nmaintain, as pointed out above,
that the vanguard of the proletariat
is within the camp of or under the in-
fivonce of the opportunists - Staline
ist, Trotskyist, Social-Dem oc ratie,
Lovostonoite, etece It is necessary to
destroy the influence of these oppor-
tunist leaders by exposing their
counter-revolutionary past and present
political activities fecr only im that
way is it posgsible to build a Marxist
partys It is not a question of our
personal choice in the matter. We do
not say that we do not want to build a
-revolutionary party Dbefore Stalinism
is destroyed but rather that it is not
possible to build a revolutionary
p arty without unmasking Stalinism and
the other oppdrtunists within the
ranks of labor. It is a gimultaneoug
process. Only during the process of
wvimning over the vanguard from the op-
portunists by means of complete expt-
sures can a revolutionary party be
built. The chief reason why no Marxist
party has arisen since the degeneratim
of the Bolshevik party in Russia which
started in 1921, is that not one of
the existing "opposition™ tendencies
have concerned itself with the Lahin.

ist policy of genuine exposure
gemiine exposure especially of the

most powerful and most dangerous force
in the proletarian ranks - Stalinism.
Trotsky and Lovestone are directly in-
volved in the rise and growth of Stal-
inism and hence, by exposing the whole
truth about Stalin and the burocracy,
they would have to tell the workers

about the assistance they gave Stalin.
To do this obviously would mean polit-
ical suicide for these conscious
opportunists.

The secondfreason why the pseudo-
Marxist organigzations do not concern
themselves with exposure of the oppor-
tunists is that they (Marxist Workers
League, League for a Revolutionary
Workers Party, Revolutionary Workers
League, Revolutionary Communist Van~
guard, etc.) eithor do not understand,
or consciously avoid the Leninist tac-
tic of genuine, consistent exposure.
Their "exposures®™ consist of superfi-
cial "criticism" which does not expose

nor does it aid the workers to under-
stand the rise of, nature, and method
of operation of any Bf the opportunist
forces, especial}y Stalinism.

"GOING TO THE MASSES"

Since all these pseudo-Marxlst
organizations avoid the task of expos-
ing the chief enemy wlthin the workers
ranks ——  Stalinism — they have only
ono other path 1left. That path ls —
avoid tho real struggle against oppor-
tunism and go to the masses. They all
"go to the masses", (whom they have no
moans of reaching), the politically
backward masses, and preach the A B C
of anti-capitalisp to them.

Obviously, every task undertaken
must fit the means oOne possesses to
carry it out. TFor a group consisting
of a handful of people to undertake
tasks which can be carried out only by
a political party is adventurism. If
we are to be guided by the requiremsts
of reality and not by wishful thinking,
at cach stage of our development our
objectives must be within our means of
fulfillment. Vhen we are still a hand-
ful we can only engage in individual
contact work with the most advanced
workers. As wo grow larger we under-
take larger tasks. Real mass work
such as work in the trado unions,frat-
ernal organizations, cultural organiz-
ations, etc., which can be wundertaken
organizationally as & prggrammatic
concontration point requircs means
possessed by an organization having
the size of a political party. During
the process of reaching such a stage,
however, we are forced to rostrict our
activity to more modest tasks. Natur-
ally, though today our organizational
work is of a purely propagandisti c,
individual-contact sort, we do not ex-
clude the participation of our members
in various mass organigations. 1In
these mass oOrganizations our members
endeavor to make contacts with the
most advanced elements and to win them
over to our point of view. Such
individual partickpation in mass org-
anizations by members of our group in
no way conflicts with our programmatig

position that today to attempt mass
work organizationally

is adventurism.
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VHAT IS, A “"MARXIST POSITION"?

Since very many of the advanced
workers do not completely understand
Marx, Fngels and Lenin it is difficult
for those workers to see just where and
how their own opportunist organizations
differ from scientific socialism and
therefore actually play into the hands
of the bourgeoisie. Therefore it is of
great importance to restudy, reevaluate
one's position in the light of what
the three great founders of modern re-
volutionary theory and practice actual-
ly said and did.

You say that the Oehler position
"is Marxist in that it has the correct
position on Democratic Centralism the
building of a party..s.." You seem %0
hold tne idea that if an organization
has one, two, or perhaps three correct
positions it is Marxist., If that is
the case thoen there are any number of
parties or orgamzations in the field
today which, according to your defin-—
ition, should be 1labelled Marxist.
This is a fallacy of a dangerous sort.
In the present stage of history with
the vast amount of wmaterial .exidence
and precedent availuble to those wao
aro gserious in examining <+the role
played by all the parties in the Rus-
sian Revolution and since October, we
see that unless an organization holds
to Marxist principles on svery question
and at gll times it will end up in the
camp of the counter-revolution. Take
the example of the Left-S.R.'s in Rus-
gia. This party accepted virtually
overy position of the Bolsheviks but
in essence remained petty-bourgeois
nationalist. On the question of Brest-
Litovsk, these Left S.R.'s showed
their basic petty-bourgeois nature
which abnors internationalism, by not
only opposing the peace but by actual-
ly going over to the counter-revolu~
tion against the prolstarian State.
The result of this "slight" and seem-
ingly unimportant mistake on Lenin's
part in allowing the Left-S.E.'s to
enter the Bolshevik government  was
that the Liussian Revolution was almogt
dostroyed by the Left S.R.'s.

You state further that Cehlar's
position is very close to ours on the
gquestion of Stalinism, This 1is not

true. In the February 1938 issue of
the Fourth International, organ of the
Bovolutionary Workers League of U-S.
(Oenhlerites) there appears on page 9
an article on the "Russian Question".
This "analysis" does not tell tho work-
ers the whole truth about Stalinism.
In fact there are falso "theories"
takon from Trotsky in this "cexpose".
It states, for one, that the Moscow
and later: the Left Opposition put up a
struggle against the reactionay do -
velopments in the S.U. This is not
true. Trotsky, the 1leader of the
"Opposition" not only did not fight
against the Dbuvrocracy but actually
supported it as he objectively does to
this day by not uncovering the real

nature of the degencration of the
party leadership Sec IN DEFENSE OF
BOLSHEVISM #3). *

Further, the- article statos that
his "strugglo" culminated in, among
other things, "the endorscment and
adoption of nationalism and revision-
ism.as the program of the C.I. and the
Soviet State at the Sixth VWorlda Con-
gress of the C.I. by the adoption of
the theory of Socialism in one
country.” This ig & Trotskyist ex-
planadion and hides the fact that in
1921 three years before this "theory"
of Socialism in one cduntry was intro-
duced by Stalin the degeneration of
the first workers state had already
begun on the basis of burocratic cen-
tralism of power in the hands of Stal-

in., Lenin, in 1922 had prepared a
"oomb" against Stalin which was on-

trusted to Trotsky who was supposed to
carry out Lenin's line against Stalin,
But Trotsky betrayed Lenin and madé a
deal with the burocracy. Ochler com-
pletely covers up this fact by not ex-
posing it.

The R.W.L.'s definition "Stalin-
ism as a movement 4in tho ranks of the
international proletariat is a new hig-
toric form of reformism" is incorrect
and confusing. This definition sownds
impressive but means nothing — it is
not explainod. Stalinism is not re-
formism (new or old), not centr i sm,

*A book containing a complete political
oxpose o0f Troteky is being comploted
by George Marlen.
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not ultra~rightism, nor ultra-leftism.
Stalinism is a gounter-revolutionary
opportunist force; it is burocratic
centralism of the workers gtate. We
emphasize that the Stalinist burocracy
uses the C.I. primarily for one pur-
pose — to prevent revolution.

We say that the main danger with-
in the working class, no matter in

what gcountry, is Stalinism. A4s we
have shown, and as history proves,

Stalinism, mistaken by the workers for
communism, grows at a tremendous pace
in a country approaching a revolution-
ary crisise Therefore, in order to
prevent workers from going to the
Stalinist camp, every class-~conscious,
politically adganced worker mast be
t0ld the whole true story of Stalinism.
Only then will he wunderstand Stalinism
and not be misled into joining it or
giving it support directl y or
indirectly.

You support Oehler's position
that the main danger in the U,S, at
present is reformism. In tho same is-
suo of The Fourth International of the
R.W.L. guoted above we read on page 13
that the C.POU.S.AO as well as the
SePeUeS.As are "social-reformists."

"Next and more important are the
social-reformists., They ars for a
'gocialist! solution, but map out a
road, in one form or another, of
peaceful transition from capitalism
to socialism, and thereby end up
with the support of the capitalist
state and against the proletarian
revolution. The social-reformists
in the United States are represont-
od by such parties and men as: The
Socialist Party and Norman Thomas
and the Cormunist Party (sicl) and
Earl Browder.

"Roformism (and social-reformism)
is an instfument of the bourgeoisie
in the camp of the working class."
(The Fourth International, Februawy
1938, p. 13.)

This kind of "exposurc" is con-
fusien and distortion of the worst
kind, TFirst, by saying that the
CePeUeSede is "social-reformist" and
"they are for 'socialist'! solution" it
is clear that Oehlor doesn't under.

etand the nature of Stalinism. He is
fooled by their verbal utterances.
There is an element of Trotskyiem in
this "analysis'. Trotsky says that
the Kremlin burocrats are ignorant,
don't understand French, make errors,
are narrow-minded, etc. etcs, hence
covoring up the fact that Stalin and
the burocracy are capable and know
Marxisw-Lonigism but are gonsciously
preventing revolution. Vhen Oehler
says that the Stalinists are for a
socialist solution by way dxfu peaceful
transition from capitalism to social
ism ho is, in fact, saying that the
Stalinists do not kmow that a peaceful
trangition from capitalism to social-
ism is impossible, that it is a social-
democratic fraud. The truth of the
matter is that the Stalinists arc in-
torested in one thing chiefly and that
is the prevention of proletarian re-
volution to safeguard the burocracy in
the Soviet Union.

Another point in the above quot-
ation is that Oehler sees, and even
thon sees badly,only the ultra-right
period of Stalinisme. He completely
ignores the "line" of the Stalinists
ih the ultra-left periods. At present,
on glancing at the "line" superficial-
ly, it would seem that the Stalinists
are for peaceful,class-collaboration
with tho bourgseoisie. In the ultra-
left period, however, on superficial
examination it actually looked as if
tho Stealinists were yelling bloody
marder against the Dbourgsoisie, far
the forcible overthrow of capitalism.
Such tactics fool not only the Oehler-
ite workers but the workers of every
other opportunist organization which
has failod to examine the truth.
Whether the Stalinists use ultra-left
or ultra~-right tactics the primary
objoct in both 1is to prevent prolet-
arian revoltion., Ohe "line" is used
to cover up the other. Remembor that
the primary object of Stalin 1is to
prevent revolttion. Only incidentally
as a result does he thus aid the bourg-
eoisio. His tactics are an outgrowth
of the needs of himself and the buro-
cracy and not an outgrowth of the
needs of the world bourgooisie.

By infemce Oshler says that the
Commnist Party U.S., being social-ze-
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formist, is an instrument of thp bourg-
eoisie. This means that the various
Stalinist Parties are serving each
national Dbourgeoisie directly as does
the Social Democracy. Nothing is fur-
ther from the truth. The sections of
the C.I., take orders only from Stalin.
The bourgeoisie hasn't a word to say
in the entire matéser. By lumping the
Stalinists in with the S. P. the ad~
vanced workers are not shown the tre-
mendous difference between these two.
The Socialist Parties,as was comsdtant-
ly pointed out by Lenin, are direct
agents of the bourgeoisie operating in
the . prolotarian ranks. These S. P.
leaders do take their orders from the
bourgeoisie, but the Stalinists are
subservient only to Stalin. You see,
therefore,that by such an "understand~
ing" of Stalinism you can never expoge
ite It will continue to opsrate at
full force. You must understand that
whibh you are trying to expose. Merely
throwing words around, even if they
sound impressive, only blinds the
workers and plays directly into the
hands of the opportunists and the
tourgeoisie.

With regard to Spain you have the
same position as Oehler's. You say
that if your 1line had succesded in
Spain and a workers government set up
this would have been a greater blow to

Stalinism than our line. This state-
went might bYe made by any and every
opportunist organization calling itself
proletarian and yet proves ncthing.
We say, however, that without unmogle
ing the chief opportunisi force in the
Spanish workers ranks (as well as in
other countries) -— Stalinism, no or-
ganization could have, can, or will be
able to sstablish the dictatorship of
the proletariat. (See our Bulletin IN
DEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM Vol. 1, #5, on
SPAIN,)

In conclusion wa: say again that
only by exposing every form of oppor-
tunism in the workers ranks on the
basis of a thorough and honest examin-
ation of the past and present, without
leaving out anything and telling the
politically advanced workers the whole
truth can a revolutionary party be
built consistig of the vanguard of
the proletariat who will lead the rest
of the proletariat in a successful as-
sault against capitalism and establish
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Comradely,

THE LENINIST LEAGUE, U.S.A.

A NEW LEFT-TROTSKYIST GROUP

(Cont'd from p. 14)

divert the workers from the struggle
against the Stalinist reactione

The true political face of the
group is presented to the workers in
the following statement:

"The Communist Workers Group
stands on the line of the first and
sccond conventions of the Revolution-
ary Workers League (Which dncludes
endorscment of the line of the first
four congressos of +the Communist
International)e” (Ibide)

The Fourth CoﬁgreSS was fundament-
ally a Stalinist assemblye. Lenin, whom
the Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamenev c¢li q ue

urged %o stay away altogether (sce
Zinoviev!s romark in the Communist In-
ternational, #2. p.16), attended only
one sossion, the oighth. He was near
collapse when he had delivercd his
brief speech doaling almost exclusively
with the question of the NEP. At this
Stalinist gathering, Zinoviev, behind
a cloud of "Bolshevik" phrases, handed
down to the international Brandlers
the anti-Leninist linc of coalition
govornment with Social Democracy. To
fool the rovolutionary workers, Zinov-
iov and his partners gavo such aoali-
tion government the Bolshevik-sounding
name: "Workefs Government." In spceche
es and writings, Zinoviev, Bukharin,
Trotsky, and other leaders of  the



-40""

Comintern, kmowing from Lenin's writ-
ings and their own experience that:
there can be no middle betwoen a bourg-
ools dictatorship and a proletarian
dictatorship, hailed the 1line of tho
Fourth Congress as a Leninist line.
They lied to the workers that the
"Workers Government," in reality a
masked capitalist machine for disrupt-
ing proletarian revolution, was to be
a stage towards prolctarian dictator-
ships It was precisoly such govern-
ment, formed by the Sgalinist puppet
Brandler with the German Social Dgmoc—
rats and supported by the workers at
the instruction of the Comintern, that
betrayed the German proletariat in the
revolutionary situation in 1923.

The line of the first threc con—
gresses of the C,I. which was 1laid
doym under the direct guidance of Len-
in was clearly and uncompromisingly
against every non-Communist government
and for the dictatorship of the pro-
letariate The Fourth Congress sharply
broke with Leninism whon it declared
in its resolution:

"eesothe Cormunists are preparod,
under certain conditions and with
certain guarantecs, to support a
non-Corrmunist workers! governmente"

In linc with this new position of
thoe CeI., the Exccutive of the Comin-
tern, with Trotsky as one of its most
outstandinz and influential members,
adopted a resolution in which occurs
the following opportunist trap,direct-
ly borrowed from Menshevism:

"Mie Workers Government can be
established on the basis o&f EXIST-
ING DEMOCR ATIC INSITUTIONS."
(Corrmanist International, #25, 1923,
Pe 110. Oyr capitals.)

As part of Trotsky!s system of
safety deviees to prevent detection of
his collaboration with Stalin-Zinovieve
Krmenev in  disrupting the German and
other rovolutions, Trotsky, in hazily
penned words, "bridges" over the
unbridgcable gulf that separates the
Leninist line of the first throe Con-

gresses 0of the C.Il. fpoax the Stalinist

Rightist noose of the Fourth Congresse

"The Third Congress was a great
boeacon. Igs teachings are still
vital and fruitful today. The
Fourth Congress ONLY CONCRETIZED
THESE TEACHINGS." (Leon Trotsky,
Third International  After Lenin,
pe 90. Our cavitels.)

Trotsky makes a defiaite irmprés-
sion that tke 1line of support to a
government headed by non-Bolsheviks,
invariably agents of capitalism, is
Loninist. In the oxpodicncy of shield-
ing himself Trotsky unavoidably shields
Stalin. He thus adds anothor political
forgery to tho long list of deep-root-
ed distortions and lies regarding the
gemesis of the Stalinist reaction and
his own criminal role in promoting
the destruction of Lenin's Bolshevik
Party and the Comintern.

One who fastens upon the workers
the counter-revolutionary 1line of the
Fourth <Congress of the C,I. ties them
to Stalinisn and Trotslyism. To dis-
tort the true character of the linec of
the Fourth Congress has boen the oppor-
tunist practice of Cannon, Ochl er,
Starm, Fiecld and others. When the
Stalinist and the Trotskyist mislecad-
ers hide +the highly significant facts
about the Fourth Congress it is under-
standable from both points of view.
But if one defends the line of the
Fourth Congress out of confusion and
ignorance he 1is a victim of these
political swindlerse. And if he learns
the truth and continues stubbornly
clinging to the Stalinist-Trotskyist
deception about the Fourth Congress he
becomes himself a conscious dissemin-
ator of deadly lies among the workers,

The newly-born Corrmnist Workers
Group stands upon the 1line of the
Fourth Congress, which forms also part
of Oghler's basic position. A satto-
lite of Ochler, who in turn is a satte-
lite of Trotsky, the Corrmunist Workers
Group is well within +the orblt of
Stalin's political systom.

G'. M.
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