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THE DILEMMA OF THE IMPERIALISTS
AND THE OPPORTUNISTS

By George Marlen

CLOSE survey of today's situation
in Western Europe brings out shap-
ly the fundamental dissimilarity of the
present moment and that of 19}4-1918.
The formidable combat known as the
World War was a contest of two imperi-
alist groups for the redivision of the
earth for markets,colonies and spheres
of influence. In order to gain their
ends,it was necessary for them to fignt
to defeat each other. The war of 1914~
1918 was the continuatiion by forcible
means of the peace-time struggle for
world supremacy between England and
Germeny and their respective allies.

Contrasted with that spedific
character of the World War of 1814-
1518 of fighting to defeat each other
and the years preceding it,the present
historical setting in Europe represents
the contimuation of a policy of an al-
togethor different nature. The British
and the French imper&dlists though of-
ficially at war with Germany are not at
all pursuing a policy of defeating the
German imperialists; and Hitler does
not seek victory over the British and
the French. The policy of Chamberlain,
Daladier and Hitler prior to tihe decla-
ration of war was bent towards solving
the intense crisis of German and world
capitalism through the destruction and
partition of tihe Stalin-ridden prolet-
arian State. Only politically near—
sighted people will fall victim to the
bourgeois fraud that the Bdtisb-French-
United States policy of handing owr to
Hitler the siall iIindependent countries
that separated one of the most powerfil
imperiulist states in Europe frow Rus-
sia was a policy of "appeasement." The
aim was to forge Germany into a spear-
head in the general imperialist attack
upon Russia. The "war" in the West is
the cover whicn gave Hitler the oppor-

tunity to march into Poland. This
"war" represents the last phase in
setting the stage for the major

drama. The British and the French "al-
lies" ‘of the Polish landlords and cap-
italists consistently facilitated mat-
ters for Hitler. Taking its orders frou
London, the Polish government flatly
refused to negotiate with Hitler. That
furnished Hitler the necessary setting
for delivering his savage thrust a t
Poland. Though Chamberlain had pro-
mised to assiat Poland with all the
means at his disposal, he withheld aid
to his Polishn "ally." Meanwnile the
Polish army, following the "advice" of
the British and French milidary lead-
ers, abandoned the border defenses and
retreated to the interior:

"The army, on advice of the
Britisn and French General Staffs,
retreated, and in good order." (N
Y. Times, Sept. 10, 1939. My  em-
phasis - G.M.)

This "advice" proved decisive for
Hitler's lightning war in Poland. The
outepr shell of defenses was brdken
through with relative ease, and, once
inside, the Nazis cut the Polish army
like a knife cuts butter.

YAfter having broken through the
shell of Polish border defenses
the German found inside,in compari-
son with their own forces, little
more than a soft yolk,and they have
penetrated that in many directions
whthout really determined general
resistance by the Polish Army."
(The N.Y.Times, Sept. 12, 1939.)

The imperialists
their purpose, but
selves in an irksome

accomplished
they found them-
and paradoxical
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dijemma. Thney had fooled the masses
with tha idea that there was a rsal
wa. on the' Wastern Front. Now tacy
were cunpelled to keep un Yo appear-
ance »f wayr and yot find a way cof fnol-
ing tho masses into  accopiirg a
"peana.®  To0 resolve this difiiculty
the irperialists are enveleping thoe
minds of the workers in a for of ox-~
plarasions. This war, say their adi-
tors, is not so muca a war of arms as
of diploumatic movas. The hardened
prof3ssional butcaers 1like Gener al
Garmelin sudaenly go humane and vecone
vary ruch S concerncd about sparing
lives —— tneo lives of the peasants and
workers in tihe canitalist armies.

Meanwhile the most powerful im-
rerialist war rfacikines in  Europe face
sacn other and renain inactive. Some
of tae bourgeois writers and speakers
with o hunorous streak have named tue
atrair on the Vestern Front "The
Alphonss-Gaston Var."  Concerning the
truc nature of tnis "war," tiao capit-
alist correspondsnts reveal some as-
touniing facis. Fer instance, Duranty
disclosed that, since Chauberlain de~
clared that the British would cous to
the assistance oi Poland with all the
means at their disposal, the British
planes that maas periodical fligats
over Germany not only d4did net drop
bembs but did not even carry a single
bomb!

"The war nas not prograssed bo-
yond the "kiddirg® stage. Of tais
there is autiicritative confiruation,
that not o single Britisa Dbouwber
has yet carrisd er dropped a bamb
over German territory." (Walte r
Duranty, N.Y.Times, Oct.ll, 193G.)

No less indicative are soue re.
marks punctuating the long columns of
reportage frou tos Western Front:

"At the front t.ue general com-
plaint is ¢f Dboredom and the men
clawor for Iouvbulls,checker boards
and detective stouries to winils away
the tire. Yet two nighty arnios
continua 10 face eaci otuer. Waat
does it all meant It is not peace
certainly. But rneitior is it war
as war was understood until today."
(New Yorx Times, Oct. <5, 1939.)

Hugh Cibson, former Ambeassador,
deseribed the affalr abroad ws “‘very
curld.s war: thoet was gottin:g 'curious-
er and. curicuser. " He cited a London
poper  which ucked "ThAre we at war?™M
(ew York Times, Oct. 26, 193S.)

Evidently the mere fact that
Caawberlain is carrying a gas mask is
not convincing proof that Englond is
actually at war.

Nevertheless the semblance of &qr
must be twintained until the dilemra
is solved. Moreover, it 1is no¢ tha
Gerwan but rather tahe Britisn, Franch
and Anerican workers who must te in-
pressed witzx ths futility of coutima-
ing the "war" and tanc noecessity of f{or-
minating it. Hence thare is soms ach-
ivity on the seas, such as German at-
tacks upon British naval bases in the
course of which the British Admiralty
i1s conveniontly relieved of some old,
oosolecscent tubs like the Courageous
and the Lkoyal Oak. The iutrinsic
character of the situation 1is once
again denonstrated 1n the attitude cf
the Eritisi. It is significant that—

"eisoooowhile Germans have bean
boubing and torredeing British war-
$.aips, vaere has been no evidence
here that Britain Las even attempt-
8l retaliation." (W. Y. Tres, Octd
18, 1939.) -

Arongst thie Gorman workers, ne war
spirit againet France and England has
been wiippsd up and so0 it is not nec-
8gsary to spread torror amongst them
to counwvince tlem of the desirability
of peace. DBut tus French and British
workors, wad hLavo been given colorrul
"vroizises® about "destroying Hitler-
ism," Lave t¢ ahave a wish for peace
"'scared into" taem. lence, the "at-
tacks" on tne sea are coming from
Germany andi not from England and
France.

In taoe face ef iitler's advance
to tae Bagt Stalin did rot rewain pas~
sive. Taking advuntage of ths ness
ti.e imperialists temporarily got them-
selves inte, Dtalin hastensd to push
forward tho %btorders of tiie Soviet
Union, ‘and managed to create outposts
in tue Baltic States and iuprove in
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general his military position. Though
the bourgeois writers exaggerate bey-
ond all measure Stalin's present amic-
able relations with German imperialism;
and though the opportunists within the
working class have invented "the Stal-
in-Hitler war bloc," the cornerstone
of Stalin's moves rests upon the idea

of . balking the future attack by Germaa
imperialists. This is patent in Stal-
in's demands wupon the Baltic States,

upon Finland especially:

"The Soviet demands,which clearly
indicate fear of a future German of-

fensive,...." (The New York Times,
Octover 18, 1939.)

THE OPPORTUNISTS CONCEAL REALITY

If during the conflict of 1914-
1918 the crass opportunists denied its
imperialist nature, then in the pres-
ent situation tne subtle opportunists
seek to distort reality by painting
the cover-war of Chamberlain-Hitler—
Daladier as a battle to the death simi~
lar to the one of 1914-1918. The en-
tire gamut of pseud6-Bolshevism, from
the Stalinists through the Lovestone
and Trotsky camps and down to the

"in a chorus,

tiniest self-styled Bolshevik groups
though in different
voices, raises the cry that the Brit-
ish- and the German imperialists are

locked in mortal imperialist combat.

Using this distortion as a spring-
board, all these fake Leninists issus
the revolutionary-sounding pacifist
slogan of STOP THE IMPERIALIST WAR and
KEEP AMERICA OUT OF IMPERIALIST WAR.

THE STALINISTS

While Hitler with the aid of
Chamberlain was steadily advancing
eastward, the Stalinists concealed the
trus nature of the policy of inter-
natiomal imperialism. Now they admit
that "ths Munichmen" were organizing
an attack upon +the Soviet Union, but
they add the fake that Stalin through
the understanding with Hitler succeed-
ed in turning the guns of German im-
perialism upon the British +and the
French. The cover-war of Chamberlain
and Hitler is painted by the Xalin-
ists as the Second Imperialist War:

"The war that has broksn out in
Europe is the Secmd Imperialist
War." ("Keep America Out of the Im-
perialist War!l" Declaration of the
National Comuittee, Cormmnist Party
of U.S.4,)

"The present Second Imperialist
War with its blood and iron and
steel is tue inescapable conseyuance
of a collapsing capitalist system."
(James W. Ford, "The Negro Peop le
and the Imperialist Wa r, Daily
Worker, October 23, 1839.)

fact that the "war" on
a temporary dilemma in

Concealing the
the west 1is

which the imperialists find  them-
selves in their drive against the So—
viet Union, the Stalinist renegades pre-
tend that the Anglo-French-German ime
perialigts are locked in a death-strug-
gle,tuat they really intend to annihil-
ate each other in the present period.
This deception that the imperialists ac-
tually propose to defeat sach other pri-
or to destroying the Soviet Union is
the dominant tune set up by the Stal-
inist vurocrats and is faithfully sung
by all the opportunists, from Trotsky
to Oehler and Stamm, who stand histor-
ically within the Stalinist system.

The Stalinist clique, since its
origin,has had the policy of entrench-
ing ivgelf in power by crushing the
workers struggle throughout the world.
To protect itself againgt the imperial
ist attacks, Staliniasm depends upon
the "Red" Army. The contradictions
among the imperialists themselves have
enabled Stalin to mansuver from one
camp to another and form "pacts" with
this or that imperialist powor., To
the workers Stalin palms of  these
pacts as a protection of the Soviet
Union. Thus the Stalinist burocrats
tell the workers that the Stalin—
Hitler Pact has made the imperialists



-4 -

drop their plans for an attack agalnst
the Soviet Union.

"Byt the British and French ia-
perialists miscalculated. They
staked on an anti-Soviet war but
lost. The Soviet Union, conduct-
ing a socialist foreign policy, by
concluding a non-aggression pact
with Germany frustrated the ineidi-
ous plans of the provokers of war,
ensured peace between the wwo larg-
est states in Europe and strength-

ened ‘ its influence over the entire
course of international develop-
ments." (G. Dimitrov, Daily Worker,
November 4, 1939, page 2.)

So shouting that German imperialists
have been turned away from the Soviet

Union to the West, the Stalinists do-
ceive the workers with +the fiction
that the Franco-British and German im-
perialists are actually 1locked in
mortal combat.

THE TROTSKYITES

Beclouding the minds of the work-
ers with fundamentally Stalinist
opiates the Trotskyites support the
Stalinist and bourgeois pretense of a
real war in the West, agreeing with
the Stalinists as to its basic naturs,
that it is a '"war for markets and
colonies." Traditionally posing as
opponents of Stalin they give an
"anti-Stalinist" angle to their defin-
itions. The political picture in
Burope is given the following twist:

" ..the war in Europe is.an im-
perialist war, with the arch-react-
jonary Hitler on one side, backed
at the moment by the treacherous
Stalin regime and with the imperial
ist governments of Chamberlain and
Daladier on tha other." -( Scialist
Appeal, October 17, 1939.)

In essence this is support to the
Stalinist deception that through the
Stalin-Hitler pact the Stalinists di-
verted Hitler from East to West. En-
grossed in: their work of  twisting
roality out of shape, the Trotskyites
lead the minds of their trusting read-
ers into the domain of absurdity.
Thney declare tunat Stalin, who is rush-
ing wita preparations to stop the fut-
ure anti-Soviet attack by Hitler waen
tae cover-war in the West is liguidat-
ed is earnestly helping Hitler. The
Trotsiyites even go to such lengths as
to stats tnat "A victory for Hitler is
an essential part of Stalin's policy."!
( socialist Appeal, Oct. 17, 1939. )

leaders are s0
their fakery

Tue Trotskyite
bent upon putting over

abqut Stalinist policies that . they
tell the workers the following?
MAnd, along the same 1line, the

Stalinists have dropped all refer-
ences to BOTH imperialist camps be-
ing 'equally guilty.! This radical
formulation (used for btut a few
weeks) is now dropped; in its place
one finds only ¢the Anglo-French
camp descrived as 'war-mongers'."
(Socialist Appeal, Oct. 17, 1 9 3 9.
My cgpitals - G.M.)

Apart from the fact that OStalin
is not in military alliance with Hit-
ler, the line of the Comintern, wiaich
is not at all based upon Stalin's for-
eign policy, moving now in the direc-
tion of the regular Stalinist ultra-
Leftism, must raise the "Leninist" cry
about «ll imperialists. In the article
by Stalin's flunkey Dimitrov, "ihe.
War and the Working Class of t.s Cap-
italist Countries" (Daily Worker, Nov.
4, 1939), the Comintern line about the
situation in the west is presented not
as the Trotskyite leaders paint it:

"In its character and essence,
the presont war 1is on the part of
BOTH warring sides, an imperialist,
unjust war, despite.the fraudulent
slogans being wused by the ruling
classes of the warring capitalist
states in their endeavor tc hide
thair real aims from the masses. of
the people." (My capitals — G.il.)

And again:

"BOTH sides plotted this imperi-
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alist war for years, OCommnist In-

ternetional says, urging end of
conflict." (Sunday Worker. Wov. 5,
1939. Iy capitals - G.M.)

However, despite the elaborately
constructed deceyption about the cover-
war, the Trotskyites, just as t n e
bourgeois and the Stalinist writers
let slip an occasioal admission thiw b
the war is not real. Writing in the
New York Times, October 4, 1939 issue,
Trotsky says:

"France .and Britain do not de-
cide to violate the nsutralivy of
Belgiwn and Switzerland -~  their
violation is absolutaly inevitable
in case thc real war develops —
(Leon Trotsiy, New York Timos, Oct.
4, 1939. lly empuasis - G.M.)

This is a clear implication that
a real war is not tnere. Of course
tkis half-admission of Trotsky's is
drowned in a welter of distortions
ranipulated by his machine fraudulent-
ly misnamed the "Fourth International.”
It drums incessantly into the workers
minds the Stalinist fabrication of the
" Second Imperialist War.® The Trotsky-
ist magazine, The New International,
for October 1933 discusses "The Second
World War."® = The Trotskyist Socialist
Appeal 1in a lanpuage almost identical
with that used by the Stalinist swind-
lers speaks of "the holocaust that has
been unleasned by the decay of the
capitalist espires" (Sociulist Appeal,
Oet. 17, 19393. Cancion 1lsctures on
UThe World in Flames AGAIN" (Toid. My
capitals - G.i.)s Of course, t he
hard facts of reality show that there
is no "uolocaust" and that it is main-
ly the Trotskyite Camnon belcking
"flames."

Is it accidental that despite the
outward signs of embitterment against
Stalin, Trotsky and his followers pol-
itically support the basic features of
the Comintern fakery? Not at alll
Present-day Trotskyism is rooted in
the Stalinist reaction. First as .a
direct participant with Otalin, Zinov-
iev and Kamenev in the crime ol organ-
izing collective ourocratic sway over
the Bolshevik Party and the Soviet
Union, and later as a loyal "opnosi-

-to conrceal the whoule

$ionist," Trotsky was
the Stalinist Dbetrayals
proletariat, He is
Stalin organizationlly only because
Stalin in  the process of accumulating
and centralizing his personal power,
crushed ani eliminated Trotsky,despite
all Trotsky's pleas for conciliation
and reinstatement. Therc is a compbl-
ling wreason why politically Trotsky
mist coliabvorate with Stalin. He can-
not reveal the true nature of Stalin-
ism, its origirn and the zigzag method
of betraying the workers, whkich it has
been using since 1922, without exposing
himself. Chiefly by means of a fake
mass-line present-day Trotskyism di-
verts the minds of the anti-Stalinist
adivonced workers from discovering the
damniriy fects about the dsgeneration
or tihe Comirtern and the Sovict Union.
It is a calculated policy of Trotsky's
truth about the
rise of the Stalinist reaction.

a party to all
of the world
separated from

Throughout the entire period of
its existence from 1923 on, presente—
day Trotskyism kept its trusting vict-
ims in & foz of illusiams, riveting
the anti-Stalinist workers to Stalime
ism and thus helping Stalin and the
bourgeoisie to destroy millions of the
bdst proletarians. Beginning w it h
1922 Trotsky cmbarked upon the sordid
policy oif workin; with Stalin,at first
directly, latcr indirectly. He col-
laborated with the T r i o -~ Stalin,
Zinoviev and Kamenev —- to0 fasten the
oprortunist noose called Workers Gave-
ernment upon the necks of ths German
workers in 1923. Together with Stalin
he conceoaled Ienin‘s Testament. He
supported Stalin's swindle of revolu-
tionizing the Kuorintan . He tied the
anti--Ctalinist workers to the Staline
ist machin> in Germany in 1930-1933.
He gave ‘“eritical"™ gupport to the
Stalinist-Oocialist Popular Front sab-
otaging governmont irn Spain,thus col-
laborating with Stalin in betraying
the Spanish toilers.

Trotsky always, from +the day the
Stalinist burocratic plot was hatched
in Russia in 1922 politically collab-
orated with the arch-renegade Stalin
and his blood-stained henchmen. Trot-
sky rhas no other choice for he must
conceal als own crime of naving parti-
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cipated in the founding of the Stalinw
ist order. That the 0ld adage "polit-
ics makes strange bed-fellows"” is true
can be gleaned from Trotsky's declared
position on collaboration with Stalin:

"You ask if I am ready to collab-
orate with Stalin and his closest
collaborators? I have nover repudi-
ated such collaboration, and now,
beforo the serious difficulties with-
in and without the country,l am less
disposed than ever to repudiate it.
Politics knows no personal rescnte—
ment nor the spirit of revenge.Pol-
itics knows only effectiveness. For
myself, as well as my companions,it
comes back to the yuestion of prog-
ram of tha collaboration." (The
Case of Leon Trotsky, p. 171.)

The avove statement is not accide
ental. Trotsky knows exactly that the

only program that Usurper Stalin fol-
lows and gan follow is that of betray-
al of the masses. In this program, as
records conclusively establish,Trotsky
very offectively collaborates with
Stalin, one of the bascstencmies of
the toiling masses. But this collab-
oratiom is meticulously covered up by
Trotsky himself and his hangers—o n
the Cannons and Shachtmans! Trotsky-
ism's assistance to Stalin in befuddl-
ing the workers! understanding of the

present "war" gituation in Europe is
only one aspect of this collaboration.

OEHLER w-- STAMM

The Trotskyites are not alone in
peddling tie fraud that Chamberlain's
policy is to defeat Hitler and that
Hitler is aiming to defeat the British
Empire and that the cover-war is an
imperialist conflict for plunder.
Oehler and Starm hang on to the coat-
tails of the Cannons and Shachatmans
and therefore to Stalinism. Stamm's
REVOLT buries the present policy of
the imperialists beneath the folbowing
misleading words?

"The war in Europe is an imperi-
aligt war. It is the direct result
of the imperialist peace of Ver-
sailles. ILike the war of 1914-1918
it is fougit on all sides for im-

- perialist ends." (Revolt, Sept. 16,
1939.) : '

The Oehlerites go beyond all rea~
son and self-control and paint an am-
azingly unreal and utterly mislead—
ing picture. They write with referance
to the "war" betwsen the Bri tisa,
French and German imperialists:

"Events are moving at terrifying
speed. Waiat took months in the
last war is compressed into weeks
in the Second World War. Torpedo-
ing of ships, bombings, are being
seized wupon to whip public senti-
ment into shape." (The M a r xist,
October, 1839.)

‘In 1914 within a few short weeks
the German army overran Belgium, in-
vaded France at a spectacular spe®d
and was within sight of Paris. In tne
East the Russians invaded East Prussia
and suffered a terrific defeat at Ten-
neberg. A furious, bloody battle was
fought to turn the German army on the
Marne. But all this 1is as pink tea
compared with Oechler'!s picture of the
"Second World War." ’

Are Stamm and
naive?

Oehler crudely

We have 1little doubt that they
are informed as to the actual situa-
tion. ©Signs multiply to show that the
imperialists are really not waging war
among themselves. But Oehler and Stamm
disrogard those signs. The bourgeois

corroespondents almost every day let
slip wvaluable admissions. What the
Stalinists, Trotskyists, Oehlerite s

and other opportunists paint as an in-
fernal battle betwesn Germany and Eng-
land and France is a purest fabrica-
tion of Chamberlain, Daladier and Hit-
lor, with the Stalinists adding the
fake that their master broke up the
orientation of the imperialists. In
the dispatch ironically headlined
"38 War Reporters Search For a War,"
Harold Denny writes in the New York
Times for October 22, 1939 —
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"Hostilities between Britain and
Germany are now well along in the
second month and not a shot has yet
been fired in anger by the British
ground  forces now firmly installed
on this front. Nor, as far as we
can learn, have the Germans mmd e
any serious gestures in this way.
They nave not even sent over recon-
noitering airplanes.”

Two days later the New York Times
said: "Correspondents Find War in West,
But it Took Place in April, 1618."

It will not be 1long before the
opportunists will begin to repeat the
capitalist "explanations"™ that this
"war® ig "fought" differently, that
this is a war of "diplomatic maneuvers™
—~ the deceptions the imperialists are
setting afloat in their endeavors to
extricate tncmselves from the present
irksome dilemma.

To summarize. What are the vital
vacts whica the opportunists avoid
bringing to the minds of the workers
and thus act to aid the imperialists?

Fact 1. Since the October Revo-
lution the deepest contradiction among
states has been not between England
and Germany or America and Englandor
Japan and the Western imperialists.
The deepest contradiction 1is betwseen
Russia — the State based upon social-
ized property and all the other States
based upon bourgeois private property.

Fact 2. While decayixg capital-
ism was approaching the new yevolution-
ary crisis, within the only prolet-
arian State, most of the top leaders,
having enjoyed personal power for a
few years, entered into a conspiracy
to entrenca themselves in peruanent
burocratic control of the proletarian
State. To dinsure the stability of
their enterprise they transformed the
Comintern into a counter-revolutionary
trap and halted and betrayed the world
revolution. The burocratic plot was
headed by the alliance of the Troika—
Rénoviev, Kamensv and Stalin — with
Trotsky, and supported by Radek, Bukh-
arin, Molotov, Rykov and other reneg-
ade leaders. As aresult of th e
treachery capitalism received a new
lease on life.

Fact 3. Due to the contradiction
between socialized property,the ground
upon which Stalinism has been thriving,
and bourgeois private property in the
capitalist world, the major imperialist
powers have pursued the policy of avoid-
ing engagirgin a real war among them—
selves. They have been moving along
the 1line attempting to solve the
crigis of cppitalism by planning to
destroy the Soviet Union which would
enable them to divide its huge terri-
tories. The central policy of all im~
poerialist powers has boen, since the
invalidation of the Versailles Treaty,
the organization of & common front
against the burocratically crippled
prolétarian State,

Fact 4. The present situation in
Europe represents the continuation ef
this policy. The "war" between Chamber-
lain and Hitler 1is the continuation of
the Munich 1line of collaboration, by
ether means, and not at all an attempt
of the imperialists to defeat sach oth-
er. The "war" is a "fix" the imperial-
ists got <thomsslvos into in the course
of thoir game of bringing Hitler to the
Russian border.

Fact 5. Taking advantage of the
temporary dilemma of the British-French
and German imperialists, S tal i =»n
strengthened his defenses. He pushes
liis outposts into Europs, lengthening
the distance between Moscow and the inm
perialists. At the same time Stalin
incidentally extends some of the rem-
nants of October to hitherto bourgeois
territory.

Fact 6. American imperialists are
hastily preparing for war -~ not against
Germa:y but against the Soviet Unim.
Among these preparatiens is the attack
upon tie Stalinist Party. It is not
that the LRoosevelt administration has
any illusions that Stalinism represents
a revolutionary movement. But Roose-
velt, Jjust as Daladier, understands
that around the Comintern are gathered
nany honest werkers who will blimdly
follow their burecratic leaders in all
sorts of adventuristic enterprises.

The conseyuences of the Stalin—
Trotsky betrayal of Lenin and the pro—
letariat are about to run their courss.
The opportunists conceal the actuality
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from the workers. Taey induce tae
workers to take things at thelr face
value. The task of the true Leninists
is to explain ' the policy of imperial-
ism. he immediate problem is to ex—
nose Opportunism, particularly tie en-
tire Stalinist system of whick Trot-
skyism is an important branci, politic-
ally collaborating with the central

Stalinist body. Only in winning the
most advanced political workers from
supporting . opportunism and building
with thom a new revolutionary Party
can there be any hops of ocusting Stale-
inism which is the chief cause of tne
present wave of reaction. Only thus
can history bvpe turned from world re-

action toward world revolution.
Novecrmber 5, 1939

e

CORRECTION OF AN ERRQCR

An article called "The Question of the Workers State,"
by J. C. Hunter (In Defense of Bolshevism, November
1938, p. 20) contains the following remark: "...the
pacts Vetwoen Stalin and the imperialists are a thing
of the past, 1in light of the Munich accord ..."  Ob-
viously, the possitility of the formation of the Stalin-
Hitler "pact" of August 1939 or of any other "pact"
between Stalin and the imperialists was ruled out.
This was clearly an error. The mistake committed in
tho above-mentioned article on this matter of "pacts"
was causod by the Loggus's taking these "pacts" bet-
ween Stalin and the imperialists a little toofscrious-
1ly® In light of the Munich situation in which the Ger-
man imperialists, aided and abetted by the British and
French,were-swiftly pressing toward Stalin's homeland,
it scemed that the day of Stalin-imperialist "pacts"
was over for good. In a long-range, historical semse,
this is true, for fundamentally the rocal werld war of
the prescnt oepoch will be that of world imperialism a-
gainst the Soviet Union, despite the latter's distort—
ed, Stalinist form. Mcanwhile, the German imperialists,
faced by a mementary cexigiency,form a “pact" with Sta-
lin which, like tho Franco-foviet and Czecho-Soviet
"pacts," is not worth the paper it is written one

The %basically anti-Soviet orientation on the part of
the imporialists in terms of which thoy are submerging
their owm, i. ¢., inter-imperialist, conflicts, was
however, a correct formulation in the above-montioned
article. Tho present mock "war" in the West is merely
g cover with the aid of which tho imperialists arc cam-
-ouflaging their preparations for a real war against
the Stalinized Seviet Union. German imperialism has
been breught to the borders of the Sovict Union. Mean-
while, prier to the liguidation of the fake "war" in
the West, Hitler, who cannot permit himsclf even to
seem to be in conflict on two fronts,formed a "friend-
ship" with Stalin which he squeczos for all it's worth
in the way of trade and military supplies, Stalin, of
coursae, merely continues his policy of trying to bal~
anco as best he can ene imperialist camp against the
othor,

Loninist League of the US4

Novembor 8, 1939
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THE PSEUDO-BOLSHEVIKS PROTECT STALINISM

&%% VERY OPPORTUNIST erganization
confuses the workers -along two
lines: first, in regard to the bourg-
eoisie and, secondly, with respéct to
the other opportunist tendencies. The
latter aspeot 1s our chief concera
here. The foundation of the entire
structure of present-day opportunism
is Stalinism. An understanding of
Stalinismy is the Dbasic prerejuisite
for tne vreconstruction of Bolshevism,
and since all opportunists function 4o
prevent the recreation &f Bolshevism,
we find every opportunist tendency be-
mudd king tne workers on the nature of
Stalinism. On,the problem of the zig-
zag metnod of the Stalinized "Comin-
tern,"as on all elements of Stalinism,
the pseudo-Bolsheviks -~ Trotsky, Leve-
stone and the Left-Trotskyites — have
consistently filled the minds of their
followers with harmful illusions.

The essence of the diatortion
spread by the pseudo-Bolsheviks con-
sists of a concealment of the organic
comnection of the wultra-Rightist and
ultra-Leftist "Comintern" zigzags.
Harping on the Popular Front maneuver,
the general story of the pseudo-Bolshe-
viks has been that Ycentrist" Stalin-
ism has evolved to reformism. This
alleged transformation of Stalin to a
reformist is attributed by the pseudo-
Bolsheviks to the necessities of his
foreign policy, specifically, his late
"friendship" wite French imperizlism.
By attributing  Stalin's Popular Frat
mansuver to his foreign policy — a
deperidence totally false, as will beé
shown tane pseundo--Bolsheviks have
been concealing tne trus origin and
role of Stalin's ultra-Rightist "Som-
intern" zigzag, its organic linkage to
the preceding wultra-Leftist 1line of

1929-1934 and, through a series of al-
ternating maneuvers, its roots in the
firss Stalinist utilization of the
Comintern in 1922-1923 prepared offic-
ially at the Fourth Congress in Movem-
bgr-December 1922. The pseudo-Bolshe-~
viks have prevented the workers from
understanding that the basic purpose
of the Stalintern zigzags is and al-
ways was 'to prevent proletarian revo-
lution rache than to support Stalin's
foreign policy. And above all, the
opportunists have blinded the workers
to, the new ‘ultra.Leftist maneuver of
the Stalintern which rust inevitably -
it has already started follow the
Popular Front 1line. Far from warning
the workers that Stalin has an ultra~
Left trap in store for them, the
pseudo-Bolsheviks have fostered the
harmful deception that the Stalinized

" Comintern" will move farther to the
Rig}
It is essential for the workers

not only to know the history of the
past and the devegopments of the pre-
sent but also to be able to foresee
the general outline of events in the
future. The course to be pursued by
the opportunists must be clear to the
advanced sections of the proletariat
else the key to the struggle smainst
capitalism today d4s 1lost. It is for
this reason that the Leninist League
has repeatedly warned that following

the Rightist =zigzag, a swing to the
ultra-L e £ ¢ jis immin ent
in the S talinilit
"Comintern."

.-9..
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THE REAL NATURE OF STALINISM

Tne Leninist League analyzes
Stalinism as ‘the Dburocratic ceat-
ralization of the workers state., Stal-
inism originated in a plot on the part
of a section of the leaders of the
Russiun Communist Party to entrench
themselves permanently din  power by
creating a vast bdurocratic political
machine in tiie Party and Soviet or-
gans on which to base thomselves. Tge
caief figures in this plot were Zinov-
iev, Kamenev and OStalin, known as the
"Proika," and their collaborators and
supporters, Trotsky, Bukharin, Radek,
Kalinin, Voroshilov, Dzerziinsky, Mol-
otov, Ordzhonikidze and & number of
other leading Party characters. This
cliyue realized from the start of
tneir machinations that it was neces-
sary for them to prevent all revolu~
tionary developments amongst the ftoil-
ers if tneir scueme for burocrutic en-
trenchment was to be successful. Hence,
the Russian Communist Party and the Can-
intern were converted by tham into
counter-revolutionary traps for the
advanced workers and the masses in gen-
eral. We s.iall consider here only tle
Staulinist macninations in the Comi n-
tern.

The official Staliniet Ilmprint
was set upon the Comintern at 1its
Fourtli Congress in Novemper-December
1922, At this Congress there was luld
down by Zinoviev, tne spokesmuan of the
Troika, tae ultra-Rightist policy of
forming coalition governments witi So-
cial-democracy. In Germany in 1923,
the Stalinist-Social-democratic coali-
tion governments in Suxony and Thurin-
gia prepared the way for the smashing
defeats of the German toilers in taat
year. To cover up and distract the
attention of the worksrs from this
ultra-Rightist maneuver, it was topped
off with an wultra-Leftist putsch in
Hamburg in October 1923, « criminal
escapade engineered by the Stalinist

agents in Germany. The ultra-~Leftist
lire was contimued for about six
months along with much of the Rightid
deception. A kind of "mixed line"
pervaded the Stalinized "Comintern"
for a while. e putachist features
were gradually dropped and a "straight"
ultru~-Rightist maneuver was executed
thereafter. The outstanding disasters
caused by this ultra-Rigitist zipgzag
ware tiae crushing of tiae Britisi work—
ers in 19256 effected turough the Stal-
inist collaboration with the reformist
trade union burocrats (Anglo-Russian
Comiittes) and the overwhalming
slaughter of the Chinese toilers in
1927 Dbrought about by the Stalinist
cooperation witia the bourgeoisie under
Chiang Kui-shek und the Kuomintang.
This period of wultra-Rightism was
coveared up by a Stalinist-devised
putsch in Canton in December 1927,
From 1928-1929 on, the Stalintern pur-
sued an ultre-Leftist line culminating
in the betrayal of the workers to the
Gorman bourgeoisie 4in 1933 (accession
of the Nazi regime). This in turn was
followed by the wultra-Rightist zigzzag
called Popular Frontism.

The Stalintern zigzags are organ-
ically connected and run from the nre-
sent one back to the first in 1922-
1923. Their fundamental purpose has
been from their beginning to prevent
proletarian revolution and the estab-
lishrent of another workers state, for
the Stalin gang always recognized poe-
sible revolutionary victories by the
toilers as the chief danger to taeir
burocratic power. When each zigzag
becue untenable as a means of divert-
ing the warkers from the Marxist path,
it was dropped and its fellow adopted.
Flinging the workers back and forth
between ultra-Rightism and ultra-Left-
ism, the Stalinist system has been the
chief opportunist enemy in the prolet-
arian ranks since 1922-1923.

111,
PREDICTION OF AN ULTRA-LEFT ZIGZAG

It is with +this analysis as its

basis that the Leninist League has

consistently warned the workers that

tiae Popular
Staliniged

Front maneuver of the
HComintern® would be fol-

-10 -

lowed by an ultra-left zigzag. We
clearly foresaw taat, s8ince Stalinism
tarough the Popular Front was lsading
tho toilers through a scries of colos~
sal disasters — a8 it did through al
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tae foregoing Stalintern zigzage —
the Stalin gang would have to abundon
it gradually in favor of a new bait
for tne warkers. The workers were boe-
coming disillusioned with the rosults
of Populur Frontism. The possibility
of tnoe workers breaking awuy from its
influence and seeking true Bolsheviem
faced the Stalin cligue. Overwhelming
defeats of the toilers in Spuin,
choglovakia, France, Polund and immin-
ont disuster in Chind,would inevitubly
rock tihe Stalinist system and cuuse un
exodus of workers from the counter-
revolutionary truops known us.the "™Com-
minist Parties." An nultru-Leftist
g2igz.g was tis only salvation for the
Stalin gang.

As long ago us May 1937, Marlen
stated s a general proposition:

"And when the wultra~-Rightist
line of the !People’s Front' be-
comes untenable, an elaborate
ultru-Leftist 1line, & hangman's
rope to dispose of the British wnd

he Americ.n revolutionuary workers,
will Dbe bhunded down to the Hurry
Pollite and Eurl Browders. "
(G. Murlen, STALIN, TROTSKY OR
LENEN, p. 315.)

Stulinism still Las the necessity o
divertinz tne toilers from « corract

DEVELOPMENT OF THE

Cze-

v
NEW

Jevolutionary 1line. The impending
launching of an ultra-Leftist zigzeg
for this purpose was indicated by the
Leninist League in November 1938:

"The danger of an imminent ultra~-
Left Cominkern zigzag, the present
ultru-right Stalinist line becoming
of no more use %o mislead the work-
ers because 1its disastrous nature
is growing too obvious must be im-
pressed on the mind of the prolet-
arian vanguard." (In Defense of
Bolshevism, Nov. 1938, p. 23.)

In the April-June 1939 issue of this
bulletin, this warning was repeated:

"When the disastrous results of
the present Rightist zigzag, Popu~
lar Frontism, will become dbvious
to workers, Stalinism will have to
abandon it and resort to some form
of the Leftist zigzag as a means of
covering wup the previous betrayals
and of continuing diverting the
workers -from revolutionary chan-
nels." (In Defense of Bolshevism,
April-June 1938, p. 30.)

That this historical trend in the.
Stalinist system is an actuality, that
the Leninist League's analysis of
Stalinism ‘is correct is being proved
consistently by the course of events.

ULTRA-LEFT MANEUVER

Durin; the ultra-Right zigzag,
Stulinism achieves its aim of divert-
ing the workers from the revolutionary
path chiefly by entering into coali-
tiona with the
some cases Wwith the bourgeois-—democ—
rats and preaching confidence in liber-
als and reformists. The Stalinist
burocrats succeed in holding the toil-
ers under the heel of the capltalists
by acting in unison with these "democ-
ratic" agents of imperialism. When, as
has always been the case, this ultra-
Right treachery brings disaster on the
workers, the OStalinist renegades are
faced with the necessity of covering
up their criminality so as to ratain
their hold on the masses. Stalinism
has to relinguish the Rigntist zigzag
and take on a different kind of decep-

Socdal~democrats and in

tion, at the same time safeguarding
itself against exposure. This it ac-
complishes by levelling a furious bar-
rage of abuse against its former part-
ners-in.crime, the "democratic" polit-
icians. Social-democracy is made a
target by Staliniem which '"rages"
agwinst it to the extent of falsely
ldentifying 4t with fascism. The
period of abandonment of the latest
Stalinist ultra-Rightigt zigzag (Pop-
ular Frontism) was put in.the offing
toward the latter half of 1938 by the
betrayal of the Spanish revolution

entering its final phase. Coupled with
this gell-out of the Spanish toilers
by Stalinism and 1te opportunist al-~
lies were: 1) the Munich affair 4n
which the bourgeois-democracies openl

connived with German fascism and 2
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the Stalinist———Social-democratic be-
trayal of the Czechoslovak masses.
This historical setting compelled the
Stalinist Dburocrats to0 begin their
ultra-lieft denunciation of “democracy"
in general and Social-democracy in
particular with which Stalinism was
working hand-in-glcove. "All of a
sudden," Stalinism "discovered" that
French "democracy" is treacherous and
that Social-democracy with which Stal-
inisiu had been in alliance since 1934
is an gent of the bourgeoisise.

"The Munich conspiracy could
take place because the hypooritical
advocates of French 'democracy?
preferred cowardly capitulation to
a policy of resisting the aggressor,
because the capitulators broke the
deterwination of the people to
struggle by sanctimoniously preach-
ing the pacifist creed of peace at
any pricee.

the working class,
the splitting, capitulatory policy
of the leaders of the Second (Labor
and Socialist) International was
unable to muster its forces to
frustrate the criminal conspiracy
of German fascism and British re-
action....o It 1s they who, after
Munich, continue the same policy of
splits and capitulation, the policy
of disintegrating the labor move-
ment . Without a resolute, day-to-
day struggls against these enemies
of working class unity, these
agents of +the bourgeoisie, it is
impossible to achieve cohesion of
the ranks of the proletari at."
(Manifesto of the E.CeCel., Daily
Worker, November 7, 193@.)

Is "democracy" a bulwark against fas-
cism? Assuredly not, cried the post-
Munich Dimitrofi, thereby reversing by
180 degrees his former "positinon." On
the cmtrary:

"Wny has this series of bloody
fascist crimes become possible? It
has become possible because t he
ruling circles of the so-called dem-
ocratic states have systematic ally
retrsated before the fascist aggres-
gsors." (G. Dimitroff, Daily Worker,
Nov. 14, 1538.)

The Munich conspiracy
was facilidated by the fact that
as a result of

+Thus, the keynote of the "Comintern"

charge in zigzag was sounded in Novem-
ber 1938.

The final defeat of the workers
in Spain, a colossal disaster:perpet-
rated primarily by Stalinism, marked
another milestone in the swing of the
"Comintern"” to the ultra-Left. A pro-
found symptom of this was the putsch
engineered by the Stalinist leading
burocrats in Madrid in March 193 S.
After working hand-in-glove with the
bourgeois-democratic gang of Azaa,
Caballero, Negrin, Miaja, Besteirc and
the others of this stripe to betray
the Spanish toilers te the bourgeoisie
organized wunder the fascist forces of
Franco, the completion of the treach-
ery of the Popular Front governmdnt
made it dimperative for Stalinism to
cover its tracks. The formation of
the Miaje -Cassado dictatorship markal
the determination of the Popular Front
government to sell out the last por-
tion of Spain still in its possession.
The Stalinist cliyue, which created
the Popular Front government, dowin-
ated it tharoughout its long and bloody
career of crime against the workesrs.
Participating in the plan.to bring the
civil war to a close through the man-
euvers of Miaja-Cassado, Stalinism ex-
ecuted a putsch against the latter a®
as t0 give the appearance of coming
out of the givil war with clean hanis.
This putsch method of pulling out of a
Rightist zigzag 1is an o0ld one with
Stalinism. Even before the putsch in
Madrid, we 4indicated plainly t ha t
Stalinism in the past concluded every
ultra-Rightist =2zigzag with ultra-Left
putschism:

"After the defeat of the prolet-
ariat in Germany in 1923, Stalin
covered up the ultra-Rightist zig-
zag employed in causing tnis defeat
by an ultra-Left zigzag. For about
six months the Stalinist traitors
ghunted the worksrs into insane ad-
venturist tactics. In Esthonia
about 300 workers were led by
the Stalinist burocrats to capturse
some pdlicw stations,a leftist farce
which was paraded in the Stalinist
publications ag a proletarian revo-
lution. In Hamburg similar tactics
were used. After the disaster to



the workers In China in 1927, a
putech was engineered in December
of. the same year by the Stalinist
leaders in Canton, where evernight
a 'soviet! was munufactured and
palmed off on the workers as a
geizure of power." (In Defonse o
Bolghevism, Jun. 1939, p. 5.)

Kanowing the organic connection between
the ultra~Leftist amd ultra-Rightist
gigzag of Stalin's " Comintern," the
Leninist League had clearly in view
the ¢onclusion of the Popular Front
maneuver with some kind of putsch in
Spain. Only the exact date and place
of the precipitaticn of the ultra-

Leftist adventurism could not b e
stated in advance. The Stalinist
chieftains, wutilizing taeir short-

lived putschist assault on Migja-
Cassado as a oover-up o0f their more
than two-years cooperation with these
bourgeeis-agents, make sure to let it
be knovn that Stalintern lkudere were
at the head of it:

"There were indicatiuns that
Hernandez, a member of the Politic-
al Bureau of the Spunish Communist
Party, had played a prominent role
in bringing; about the counter~
rovolt." ( i.6., agalust Cassado-
Miaja - J.C.H.) Duily Wo r ker,
March 9, 1939.)

Thus, the betrayal ef the Spanish
toilers was brought te « close. Pitch-
ed about from Stalinist ultra~Rightism
te ultra-Leftism, Spain's working mil-
lions are completely crushed for the
present.

The ceming wltra-Leftist zigzug
with its new wave of Stulinist scape-
goat tactics has already been fere-
shadowed in Manuilsky's report at the
18th Congress of the Stalinist Par ty
of the Soviet Union held in March 1939.
Could the Spanish workers hava been
victorious, Manuilsky asks. Certainly,
he anawers:

"But the capitulaters of the
Second International did not want
this to happen, because they fear
the victery of the People's Front
more than they fear the victory ef
fascism." (D. Z. Manuilsky, Daily
Worker, March 13, 1939.)

No more wunited frents with Social-
democracy, Staliniem will howl. The
Soclal-democrats are nothing better
than fascists, as "our great comrade
Stalin" warned the werkers even in
1924. Stalin taught the workers that
Social-democracy «nd fascism are twins
(Commnist International, 1924, #6,
Pe 4). Already in March 1939 the Stal-
inist buwrocrats spoke abeut annihilat-
igg their cohorts of yosterday,the
Secial-democratic leaders. Mamuileky
threatened:

"Firstly, a resolute struggle
against the capitulators carried te
the peint of wunmasking them comp-
letely, isolating them and dsstroy-
ing their influence. The capitulat-
ors ¢ net merely cooperate wi t h
the bourgeoisie btut they cocperate
with fascism. The capitulat-
org are the agents of fasciem in
the laber movement, &cting under
the musk of 'pacifism' for the de-
ception of +the masses." (Daily
Worker, March 13, 1939.)

The Staliniste always knew Social-
democracy is the agent of the bourg-
eoisie. This Dbellowing against +the
Social-democratic "capitulators® aims
to conceal the fact that during the
Popular Front maneuver Stalinism not
only formed.a blec.with these”capitu—
lators" and "agents of fascism" b
even garried eut tegether with them
the line eof supporting the.sjourge ois-
democratic form ef capitalist rule,
which epened the door to fascism.

By the first quarter of 1939, the
Stalinist system moved markedly toward
the wultra~-Left "line" which will be
its form of deception in the ensuing
period.

In France the course of the Pop-
ular Front "line" was run by about the
end of 1938, Stalinism had to pre-
pare to abandan it and substitute an
ultra-Left zigzage The tremendeus
damage inflicted ey the workers by
Stalinism through 4its Popular Front
made that "line" untenable as a means
of further misleading the toilers.
Disillusioned by the hnarmful rasul ts
of Popular Frontism,the workers had to
be given & new bait. Abeve all, the
oppertunistes of every stamp who parti-



cipated in the Popular Froent manouver
are faced with the necessity of covexr-
ing their tracks. Both Stalinism and
Social-dewocracy have now to protect
themsolves and preserve their influ-
ence over their victims wherever pos—
sible. - The mind of the masses has to
be distracted fram Popular Frontism
lest by broocding on it they turn agti-
Stalinist and anti-Social-democratic.
The Stalinist and Social-democratic
opportunists are pulling out of this
tight situatien by hurling furious ab-
use at each other. Social-democracy,
since its basis is in capitaliem, con-
tinues its historic policy of support-
ing bourgeols-democracy, while at the
same time breaking with the Stalinist
Popular Front. But Stulinism, whose
base is the hurocratically distorted
workers state; wutilizes ite zigzag
method, and dropping Popular Frontism,
awitches to the ultra-Left. It should
be noted earefully that 6Otalinism's
aebandoning ©of Popular Frontism 1n
France did not depend ou any changs in
Stalin's foreign policy. Rogardless
of whether or not Stalin altered his
foreign policy, Stalinism was forced
to dr0p the Popular Front manguver be-
cause of conditions in the Fiench work-
ing class caused by the disastrous ef-
fects of Popular Frontism in Francej
Spain and elsewheres The Pspular
Front outlived its wusefulness as a
means of binding the workers to the
bourgeoisie, and since the sole pur-

egainst the fascists in any military
situation. The state of "war" bet-
ween the "democracics" and. Fascist
Germany found the Stalinized “Comin-
tern" in the procees of abandoming its
ultra-Right, Popular Front zigzag and
adopting the ultra-Left maneuver te
prevent revolutionary developments in
the proletariat. With one gharp jump,
the Stalinigt burocrats have met this
"war" situation by completely revers-
ing their ultra-Rightist "position.”
Tnis is especially to be noted in the
propagenda of the American OStalinist
Partys No longer calling for the sup-
port of the ‘'“democracies" ageinst the
fascist powers,the American $taliniats
are now crying that the "war" is an
imperialist one, that Dboth sides,
"democracies" and fascists, are pred-
atory bandits and that the workers
must not support either side.

"The war that has broken out in
Europe is the Second Imperialist
Var. The ruling sapitalist and
landlerd classes of gll belligerent

countries are egually guilty for
this war. This war, therefore,

cannot be supported by the workers
<wesislt I8 a war between rival im-
perialisms for world domination.
The. workers must be against this
war." (Declaration of the National
Coumittee, C.P.U.S5.A.,Daily Yorkser,
Sept. 19, 1939. Our emphasis.)

pose of the  Stalintern zigzags-—both What is.more:

Rightist and Leftist -— 1s precisely
to keep the toilers harnessed to cap-
italism, it had to be discarded.

The events in connaction with the
Hitler-Stalin Pact and the invasion of
Poland by German imperialism merely
accelerated rather than give rise to
the swing of the Stalinized "Jomintern'
to the ultra-Left. Alreedy wadll on
the road to ultra~-Leftism considerably
befoce the Hitler-Stalin Pact and the
Polist affair, this outburst marked
the further lurch of the Stalinist "Can-
intern* to ultra-Leftism in certain
fundamental respscts. Since 1935,5tal-
inisia has been shouting for a defense
of "democracy" against fascism and,
concealing the imperialist nature of
bourgeois "democracy," has urged the
workers to support the "“democracies"

"The working classes of France
and England must overthrow their
governuments, and turn the war into
a true defensive one at the same
time calling wpon the German worke
ing class to overthrow their own
Nazi government." (Daily Vorksr,
Sept. 15, 1939.)

Social-democracy comes in for its
share of condemmation for supporting
the imperialists, especially in the
“democracies.”

“"The leadership of Social Demcc-
racy is again playing the dastardly
war role that it performdd during
the last imperialist Vorld War .

Only this time,if gossi’ble, ’ 8
ore vicious, more reacherous.
annes,Daily Worker, Sept.16, 1939.)
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It is clear that the Popular Front
rigamarole in its fundamental aspects
has been cast overboard by Stalinism.

Many workers, deceived by ‘the
Trotskyites, Lovestoneites and Left-
Trotskyites, will imagine that this
chonge in zigzag was dictated by the
change in Stalin's foreign policy.
Since Stalin has formed a "friendship"
with Hitler, it seems logical, espec~
ially when so urged, by such an influ-
ential figure as Trotsky, that the
Stalinists had to drop their howling
for the defenss of "democracy." That
this Trotskyite story of the change
in Stalin's foreign policy producing
the change in "Comin t s r n" gig~
zag is @& fabrication pure and
eimple is proved by the following. (1)
The dropping of the Popular Front man-
euver began, as we have shown aboOve, a
yoar ago0s Already in Novéember 1938,
the Stalintern begun 4its barrage ag-
ainst "democracy." With the final de-
feat of the workers in Spain in s
Spring of 1939, the Staliniet "Comin-
tern" had already reached the stage of
putschism and of identifying social-
democracy with fascism. In brief, con-
siderably before Stalin fomned his
"friendship" with Hitler in August
1939, the Stalinist system, basically
because of the needs of self-protec—
tioh in the face of the ruin the Right-
st zigzag brought On the workers, was
already well on the way to tltrasLeft-
ism. (2) In the U.S., as we have seen,
the Stalinigt burocrats are denouncing
beth sides dn the "war" on the Western
Front. But in France and England, de
spite Stalin's "friendship" with Hit-
ler, the Stalinist burocrats cantinued
for a while to support the "demooratic"
imperialists.

“Maurice Thorez, general sec-
retary of the great French Commun~
ist Purty, has presented himself
for military service with the army
of France. This, perhaps more than
anything else, symbolizes the mag-
nificent role of the French Commun-
ist Party in fighting the enemles
of the French Republic. It Dhas
been the sword and shield of the
French people uniting them againest
Hitler and his Cagoulard and de la

Rocyue agents." (Editorial, Daily
Worker, Sept. 6, 1939.)

"The work of the Communist Par ty
will go on undér all circumstances
10 do everything in its power %
help. win this war against fascist
aggrossion...." (Harry Pollitt, Gen-
eral Secretary of the C¢ P. G.E.
yuoted in the Daily VWVorker, Sept.
?, 1939. )

It is obvious that the changs t ©
ultra~-Leftism has not proecesded at an
even pacé on the various sections of
Stalin's "Comintern.™ In Amorica it
was possible to make the turn relat-
iwvely rapidly, but in France and Eng-
land, in view of the military dictat-
orship and the sentiment of the masses,
it was nat feasible for the Stalinist
burocrats to swiich their 1line so
hastily. Stalinism has to adght it~
self to every objective situation that
Jt faces, and the Stalinist burocrats,
highly skilled and capable politiclans,
know precisely how t0 maneuver wen in
a tight fix. (3) If Stalin's "friend-
ship" with Hitler is the basis of the
change in the "Comintern" maneuver,
naturally the Stalinist burocrats

shauld be showinl a kindly attitude
toward German Sascism. But facts show
that Stalin's flunkeys throughout the
world ara howling as vociferously as
ever "for the defeat of the Nazl ag-
gressor." In France and England they
were still actually participating in
T RN OB T R e
while in America the Stalinist tops
called for the oyerthrow of the Nazi

regime,

On the whole, it may be said that
in its fundamental aspects the Stalin-
iat system has already adopted an
ultra~-Left zigzag. Remmants of the
Popular Front mansuver contimme to ex-
ist in accordance with the exigencies
of the objéctive situation.  These
remains of ultra-Rightism will gradu-
ally disappear and Stalinism will be
poerpetrating a full-fledged ultre~Left
maneuver .



'THE DECEPTIONS O

Y
F

THE_CPPORTUNISTS

—

All the pseude~Bolshevik organiz-
ations have been presenting a false
analysis of ©Stalinism. Chief among
them is the Trotskyite "Purty," fol-
lowed by the various left-Trotskyites,
(Field, Oehler, Stamm, Mienov) and by
levestoneism. Every one of these org-
anizations conceals the true origin
and nature of Stalinisw in general and
o1 tne Stalintern zigzags in particu-
lar The source of the deceptions
practiced by these pseudo-Bolshevik
tendencies is taeir historical attach-
ment to Stalinism, diregt in the case
of Troteky and Lovestene, and ‘indirect
in that of the left-Trotskyites.
Trotsky «nd Lovestone have a vital in-
terest in burying the organic connec-
tion of the Stalintern zigzags beneath
a heap of deception. As direct co-
workers of Stalin's 4n perpetrating
several zizzags in the past, Trotsky
and Lovestone would like their past te
bo hidden from the workers' view. They
are forced to try to prevent tiae work-
ers from Dbeing able to trace the
Stulintern maneuvers from the present
one back to the first in 1922-1923.
Should the worksrs succeed in unravel-
lin, the true story of Stalinism, they
would find that Trotsky, angling for
partnership with the "troika" on an
equal and permanent basis, directly
collaborated with 2inoviev-Kamenev-
Stalin in executing the first "Coumin-
tern" zigzag in Germany in 1923.* They
would observe further the. real offects
of Trotsky'!s later establishing Lim-
self s a leyal "Oppositimn® of Stalin
when ho was openly convorted by the
“Troika" into itvs chief scapegoat.
Trotskyism, tie workers weuld realize,
{15 only an adjunct of the Staliniset
gystem, or, more precisely, an organic
part of it, the track over which anti-
Stulinist workors Aauve been shunted
back into the Stulinist trap. Leve-
stone would be seen by the worksrs to
be un ordinary oppertunist (like the
hunureds of Brewders, Cannons, Dimit-
roffs, Olgins, Cackins and Ibarruris),
the sort of power-greedy flunkeys whom

Stalin picked up fer his "Cemintern'
by the carload, used as long as he

neoded and kicked out further to cent-

» See IN BEFENSE OF BOLSHEVISM,
April-June 1833, pages 2-3.)

ralise Nis power, Lovestone's direct
ald to Stalin in perpetrating the
"Cemintern" zigzags wup to 1929 would
be common knowledge amongst-the work-
ers. For these reasons it is vitally
essential for Tretsky, Lovestone and
their henchgen to turn the workers?
mind away from the real story of the
Stalinist system as a whole, away from
the past "Comintern" =zigzags, away
from the erganic connection existing
amungst this procession of ultra-Right
and ultra~Left maneuvers from 1922 te
the present.

Trotsky, historically add irrev—
ocably attached to Stalinism, assists
it to carry out ite "Comintern" mach~
imutions., This agsistanze has taken
differing forms ranging from outrizhit
connivance with the Stalin-Zinoviev-
Kamenev "Troika®" 4n 1922-1923 to the
indirect Xkxind of aid given through
"eritical" support in the case of the
Popular Front maneuver. The ultra-
Rigutist Stalintern 1line in every in-
stance (1922-1923; 1925-1928; 1934~
1939) was ushered in by an uproar or-
iginating in the Kremlin about the
necessity of a "united front" with
Social-démocracy. Under the guise of
a “united front," tle Stalinist reneg-
ades enterad into cocalition with th e
Social-demecratic agents of imperial-
ism and in some cases with reformist,

liberal &and wundisguised bourgeois
politiciang in erder te  bind the
workers to capitalism. S0, in the

process of perpetrating the Fopular
Front maneuver, the Stalinist burec-
ruts fermed in 1934 a "united frent"
with the Social-democratic  opportun-
ists in France. Trotseky, adept at
sagsing the path for Stalinism, eagerly
"wcclaimed®™ this fake "united fro nt"
80 as to give the workers the impres—
sion that now at last the Stalin gang
was acting in the intereats of the
masses: »

"o are ever ready to sincerely
acclaim svery step the Stalinists
take en the correc t read."
(L. Trotsky, Whither France, p. 26,
footnote.)

to Trotsky the Munited
in reality a prolude to the

According
front,"

- 16 -
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complete ultra-Rightist maneuver, was
simply dripping with wonderful things
for the workers:

" {le have already said taat tre
united front of the Soaidligt and
Communist Parties embodies immense
possibilities. If only it wants it
seriously, it will tomorrow become
master in France." (Ibid., p. 43.)

But in order to become "master in
France," the "united front" of these
two counter-revolutionary gangs, siz-
zling with "immense possibilities,"
mast not be bashful about the yuestion
of coming into power. To wanat kind
of government,taerefors, would Tro¥sky
have the French toilers look with
eager joy! To a Blum-Cachin ministry,
no less!

"The aim of the united front can
be only a government of the united
front, i.e., a Socialist-Communist
government, a Blum-Cachin ministry.
This must be said openly. If the
united front takes itself seriously
— and it is only on this condition
that the popular masses will take
it seriously —~ it cannot divest
itself of tie slogan of conyuest of
pOwer." (Ibido, P 44-) .

Let the folio»»era of Trotsky recall
what a certain "government of the
united front, i.e., a Sociuligt—Couwe~

munist government," g Negrin-Hernuhdez

minigtry meant for the toilers of
Spain. And in light of this, let them

realize tiae hideous import of Trotsky's
"advice" to the French workers. This
sort of criminality, intended to trick
the workers into placing confidence in
a Stalinist—Social-democratic coali-
tion government, is nothing new with
Trotsky. It is merely a repetition of
his treachery of 1923 when,lnowing
thoroughly the Stallnist plot of the
"Troika" to prevent a successful pro-
letarian revolution in Germany in
order to safeguard the burocratic
usurpation of power, Trotsky as well
as the other ©Stalinist leaders. of
the "Comintern" wurged the workers to
trust the Stalinist agents in Germany
and their deatii-traps, the Stalinist-

Social-democratic coalition government
in Saxony and Thuringia.$See In Def
of Bolshevism, April-June 1939,pp.2-3

Wnipped thus into the Stalihist
clutclies by Trotsky, even those ad-
vanced workers who subjectively broke
with Stalinism as a result of the dis-
astors caused by the ultra-Left "Com-
intern" maneuver of 1929-1934 looked
with bright hope to the ™unitod front"
fokery perpetrated by Stalinism in
1934.

‘While, as has consistently been
the case since the beginnings of Stal-
iniem in 1922-1923, Trotsky pursucd a
basically Stalinist policy, he had to
maintain his mask of "anti-Stalinism."
(This mask has Been Tratsky's chief

ock-in-trade _since waen n
I TR G iy L R LR
the plotters of the "Troika" converted

Trotsky into their main scapegoat and
waipping-boy.) The wunfolding of the

Stalinist-~-Social-democratic ‘"united
front" into a full-fledged ultra-
Rigatist zigzag (Popular Frontism)

made it tuctically  impossible  for
Trotsky to continue openly "“acclaiming"
Stuliniem's seteps "on the correct
road." Trotsky had to work out some
sort of sgelf-protective device. He
had to give the impression that.he was
fighting Staliniem for 1ts ultra-
Rightist line. At the same time, in
order to contirue his historic role of
political co-worker and protector of
the Stalin gang, he had to avoid a
genuine exposure of Staliniem., The
tactic Trotsky devised for this speci-
fic problem was to "explain" the Fopu~
lar Front "line" as beins the resit
of Stalin's foreign policy.

The ultra-Bightist maneuver of
1934-1939 began historically with the
advent of Hitler to power in January
1933. This disaster made the ultra—
Leftist zigzag which had paralyzed the
Gorman -— (as well as all other) —
workaers since 1929 untenable as a
means ¥ furtiier preventing proletarian
revolutiom. As early as January 22,
1933,the Stalin cliyue replied favor-
ably to a "united front" proposal of
the burocrats of the Second Inter-
national. The change to0 the ultra-
Rigatist zizzag (Popular Frontism)
proceeded cautiously from the moment
Hitler came to power, for the Stalin
gang vrealized dimmediately that 1 ¢

would have t0 employ a new bait to
snare the workers. In the early period
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of this change of "Comintern" zigzags
from wltra-Leftist to ultra-Rigntist,
i.0., in 1633-1934, Stalin was repe.at-
edly offering "collective security"
and "friendsiip®™ pacts to Hitler in an
effort to contimie his "amicable" re-
lations with German imperialism. In
hig foreign relations, Stulin, as he
g0 clearly explained at the 17ti Con-
gress of the CePeS.U., naturally does
not care a hoot wietier the imperiul-
ism he is dickering with is fascist or
"democratic.® "Fascism is not the ie-
sue here," Stalin suid in laying down
his foreign policy to his burocrats at
the Congress (see Inprecorr, Feb. 13,
1934, p. 237.) If Stalin had beén
able to wiheedle a "“friendship®" puct
aut of Hitler, then the change to the
Popular Front zigzag would hiave taken
place in the presence of a Stalin-Hit-
ler "ulliance." The change in zijzzag
grew Organically out of tue results of
the ultra-Left 1line whicu ad become
untenable because of stirrings in the
workin, class and Lad nothin; to de
wit.. Stalinls diplomatic negotiations.
It was the German imperialists, :low-
gver, wiho chunged their foreign policy
and refused Stalin's offers. T i e
renezade was tiherefore forcad to turn
to Frenca imperialism. Thus 30 came
about that incidentally during the al-
ternation of "Comintern® zigzass Stal-
in formed an "alliance" with French
imperialism.

Trotsky, fishing about for some
device by whicii hie could appear to be
attacking Stalinism while at the sume
time actually protecting 1it, Wegan to
truppet that the ultra-Rigbt, Popular
Front line was duos to Stalin's new
found "friadsaip" with French iwmperi-
alism. Stalin actually caanged the
"Comintern" line to ultru-Rightipm in
order to be able, as ever since 1822
1923, to prevent sucessful proletarian
revolution. Trotsky, however, because
of his role of direct co~plotter with
the Stalin zan; in 19241923, always
seaks for means t¢ conceul tae fact
that Stalinism has glwuys been gom-
sciougly counter-revolutionary. Trot-
sky's fairy story of the dependence of
tae "Comintern" zigzug on  Stalin's
foreign policy made it uppear that the
Popular Front maneuver was simply
Stalin¥s well-intentioned but errone-

ous way of defending the Soviet Union.
The deception that the Stalintern zig-
zugs were merely "mistakes™ has been
one of Trotsky's most potent means of
camouflaging the real, pre~medidatedly
counter-revoluticqary mnature of Stal-
inism. Trotsky's generul "explanation"
for the disasters Stalinism brought on
the warkers wWas that Stalin is fund a-
mentul iy honest but rather stupid. The

coincidence of the chunge of ultra-
Rightism and the change in Stalin's
foreign rel ations in 1934-1935 gave

Trotsky an opportunity to spread a now
ploce of confusion. In this manner,
thore arose the fable that the "Comin-
tern" zigzags are due to Stalints
foreign pélicy.

Trotsky, of course, kept quiet
about the fact that in previous years
Stalin had changed the "Comintern"
zigzags from ultra-Rightism  (1922-
1923) to ultra-Leftism (1928-1924) to
ultra-Rightiem (1925-1928) té ultra-
Leftism (1929-1934) without changing
hig foreign policy. During theso al-
tornations of Stalin's manocuvers
through tho "Comintern" from 1923 to
1984, Stalinism maintained a consist-
ently "friendly" relation with German
imperialism and a hostile attitude to-
ward Franco-British imperialism. If
Troteky pointed t0 this fact,naturally
his fabrication «bout tho dependence
of the "Comintern" 1linos of Stalinle
foreign policy would appear in all its
decoptiveness. Like a competent op-
portunist, the verbosge Trotsky knows
whon to keep imum.

Significantly enough, until ro-
cently the figh story abaut the "Com-
intern® zigzag  .Bsing depondent o n

Stalin's foreign policy was hauled
forth by Trotsky only during t he
ultru~-Rightist maneuver. But, after

all, Stalin had a foreign policy dur-
ing the ultru-Leftist zigzap also. A
&ll timos, he has tried to win the
"friondship" of one of tha divided im-
porialist camps, During the years
1929-1833, Stalin had "friendly" rela-
tiong with the Gorman imporialists,
but it was precisoly during this
period that the Stulintern perpotrated
the wildest ultra~Left mancuver in its
history. And, morocover, this wildcst
ultru-Leftism was carried to its utter-



- most extreme preéisely in Germany. Ap-
parently, if we follow Trotsky, Stalin
was endeavoring to retain the love of
the German impBriulists by having ais
henchmen ¥ellow “revolution" in the
ears of the workers amd by koepin, the
toilers in a constunt Leftist uproar.
And likewise, the Stalinist putsch in
Canton in 1927, where overnight Stal-
inis agents concocted a "S o viet"
must have been desigred to make the
imperialists ooze with affection for
Stalin. We muy go back even furtner to
Hamburg in 1923 and Estonia in 1924
where the Stalin gung through 1its
"Comintern®" flunkeys perpetrated mili-
tary adventures. These also, obvious-
ly, were 4 bid for the impoerialists'
goodwill!l

If we wake an examination of tho
whole history of Stulinism since 1ts
origin we reveal tie utter

falsity of Trotsky's yarn. Stulinism
" has had 4 consistent foreign policy:
to livo at peace with all the imperial-
ist powers, to win tae “"friendship" of
ona or tne otaer camp of tac major im-
perialists, to pit tho imperiulists
wguinst each othor and thus ren dor
them incapable of leunching o united
attack on tae iaomclund of Stalinism.
But Stalin's "Comintern" has had o
unigque history of two altornating man-
euvers, one of waich, tie ultru-Left-
igt, cannot by any stretch of the im-

agination be made to conforu to Trot-
sky's nokuw about tiie "Comintern" be-
ing merely an adjunct of  Stalin's

foreign oifice. Wo may rest assuroed
that Stalin and his burocrats do not
forget about their foreign policy per-
jodically. For tneir foreign policy
they use their diplowats who are armed
witia whatever Dbargaining cards® are
available to Stalin — trado pactis,
non-aggression agreoments, promises of
military assistance, and the like.
These alone are the weupons of Stulin's
foreign office. The "Comintern" is a
separate and distinct machine utilized
by Stalin for the purpose of crushing
any attempt of the workers to free
themselves from capitulist bondage —
and Stalinist bondage.

The Trotskyites have greoted the
most recent Stalintern chunge of man-
euver witli @ sontinuation of their new-
est fakery. As ever, Trotskylism

‘The development

strives to conceal the reul purpose of
al)l the "Gomintern" zigzugs, the deli-
borute pravention of succassful prolet-
arian rovolution. Trotskyism also
strives as long as possible to divert
tao workers! attention from the fact
that the OStalintern is dropping its
curront maneuvoer and adorting its com
plement. Long after the signal for
chunging the Popular Front maneuver
had appeared 4in September 1938, the
Trotskyite burocrats were  shouting
that the "Comintern" would move fur-
ther to the Right, i.e., in the oppos-
ite direction from which it was actual-
ly travelling. Vhen, wita the Polish
event's, the change to ultra—Loftism
nad bocome too obviocus 1o contime
camoufluging it, the Trotskyite chief-
tains began to "explain" the alter-
nation. Far from making it clear to
tihe. workers that the present change in
he Stalintern "line," like all pre-
vious transformations, has as its pur-
pose to enable. Stuliniem to coitinue
its past policy of preventing success-—
ful proletarian rovolution, the Trot-
skyite leadors purade their fable of
tho connoction of the "Comintern" line
wita Stalin's foreign policy, witih tho
Stalin-Hitler Pacte

“"The bright yellow of recent
years, w.lch reflected the alliance,
or attempted alliance of Stalin and
the imperiulist  democracies, has
been suddenly transforued, like the-
color of a.chameleon on an autumn
leaf, into the reddish-brown of the
Stalin-Hitler pact...... The revol-
ution.ry phrase-mongerins. of  the
Stulinist bureaucrats is only o new
docoption, a transitional mechanism
desighed to bridge the abrupt
change from a pro-democratic to a
pro-axis policy and carry the work-
ers along.® (Jumes P. Canno n,
Socialist Appeal, Sept. <29, 1839 e~
our emphasis.)

of the ultra-Leftist
ziszag since the luast half of 1838 un-
der Stulinism!s necessity of solf-
protection in thie face of the dofeats
of tho masses wrousnt by tho Stalinist
Populur Front,as outlined above, gives
the 1ie to this Trotskyist fabrication.
Resardless of whethor or not Stalin
caangod als fioreign policy,the Popular
Front "line" was finished for tho pre-
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sent period as a counter-revolutionary
device and had to ®abandoned for a
rew bait. The .aistoric nature of
Stalinism — today as in the past,back
to 1923 — made a switch to an ultra-
Leftist "Comintern" maneuvor inevit-
able regurdless of Staulin's foreign

policy.

The importance to Trotsky of
this aspect of his chicanery cannot be
overestimated. Anything which diverts
the workers! mind from the past nis-
tory of the Stalinist system is of im-
mense vulue to Stalin, Trotsky and ull
the renegudes from Bolshevisw wno are
guilty of fostering the buroccratic
strungukation of the first workers
republic. Consider the case of an
averuge Stalinist worker, who,becom-
ing disgusted with Stalinism, follows
the historic path into the clutches of
the King of the “anti-Stulinists,”
Trotsky. Sucia « worker in the over-
whelming majority of cases will of
himself have little or no inclination
and time to make athorough invest ig-
ation of the entirs Stalinist movement.
Trne adverse conditions of the average
worker!s life are not such as %0 impel
him to the laboriocus study and search
this regyuircs. When he comes to Trot-
sky, he receives an Woxplanation®" of
Stalin's mancuvers which completely
diverts his eyo from past developments
and the present realigy. Whut was the
Popular Front due to? Stalin's foreign
policy! Vhat is the now-unfolding
Leftist "line"™ due to? Stalin's for-
oign policy! Witk suca un eusy "ex-
planction" available, what cougulsion
will there be for tais anti-Stalinist
worker to 100k back and find out waat
Stalinisn rewlly is, how it ori/inated
and how it operates} Tais worker will

thorefore never discover Troisky's
role of collavorutor of tie "Troika,"
and Trotsky remains free tc¢ continue

his historic rfunction of ci:isf divert-
or of tiie anti-Stulinist worker frow
the patih to o new Bolsuevik Purty.
Trotsky's "explanations" of tiie Stal-
intern zigzags wove furtler ani fur—
tier away frox wnything wiici: points
jin tne difection of the origin  of
Stalinism. In tiae past Trotsky used
to "explain" tue lurcuings of tho
Stulinized "Comintern" is due to w.at

Re called Stalin's burncratic centrisms
Such « term, Lowever, still has some

power to ovoke cudrosity os to wiat

Stulinism is, bow it sfturfed and onor-

atos. Henco, Treotsky and his flunkoys

tend less and less to use it. Tleir

present  M"explanation" is of suca a
cinaracter that it bears no relation to

tiae wiole story of tle rise of Stalin-

ism. One meroly lhas ¢to know Stulin's

foreign policy and, followinz Trotsky,

one immediately “understands™ tle rea-

gon for tae current Stalinist z%gzog.

nis is all very simple and very safe

- for Stalin and Trotsky.

x x % =

Waile Trotsky was still using the
term, burocratic contrism, ac usecd to

define Stalianism during the Risiitist
zifzag as reformism. This term — en-
tirely fulse, for Stalinism 4s tke

burocratic contralization of the work-
erg state, and notiing else — has
been taken up, like all the fundament-

al Trotskyist deceptions, by the
various left-Trotskyite groups. Tuaus
the Oexlerite organ spouts:
"Tie social-reformists are in
tiae United ©States represented by
suc; parties and men as: The

Socialist Party and Norman Thomas
and the Comumnist Farty and Earl
Browder." (The Fourtl Internation—
al, Feb., 1938, p. 13.)

Tae passage of the Stalintorn to an

ultro-Leftist maneuver 1leaves theso
"left" camp followers of Trotsky
stranded high and dry. It!'s a weird
"reformist" wio shrieks ag ainst

imporialism and bourgcois-democracy as

d0 Stalin's agents these days. It was
* This ypioce of Trotskyist <fakery,
which attributes Stalin's counter-

revolutionary policies to Lis allened
believin,; in  some “tuoory" of social-
ism in & sin;le country, has as its
purpose to conceal the criminal cone
spiratorial nature of Stalinism as a
plot on t.e part of a section of the
top leadersaip of the Lussian Commn—
ist Party to usurp power in tho work-
ers state by Dburocratic macainationse
Stalinism's ori in is not in a1 taeory

but in 4 crime in w.ica Trots!
participated. ~
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only by foreibly separating the Popu-
lar Front "line" from the whole nis-
toric structure of Stalinism that the
left--Trotsuzyites could define Stulin-
ism as reformism. Sucii a separation
is, of course, Trotsky's game to the
lotter, since it ucts to blot out the
tracks to tue orizin of Stalinism. The
Stalinist system 1is a brand new kind
or opportunism whicli cannot be defined
by any of the old terms. Reformism has
its roots in capitalism, while Stalin-
ism's foundation is the burocratically
crippled workers state. Reformism and
Stalinism uré totally and entirely
differents Only those w.o lLave a
motive far distorting the workers! un-
derstandinsg of Stalinism or wic are
political ignorammses will identify
Stalinism with reformism.

Very 1likely, the pseudo—Bolsie-
viks will try to wiaeedle their way out
of tha ludicrous position they have
put themselves 1into with tieir .ocus-
pocus about Studbinism bein;; reformism
by pleadin;:- Well, arter all, Stulin-
ist Popular Frontism in ivs internal
anatomy was cortainly siidlar to re-
formiswm, witi its support of bouri.cols-
democracy and so forthi. Tuat's all we
neant t0 say wien we naintained taat
Stalinisia becane reforuisw. In other
words, the pseudo-Bolsheviks, to
rotvionalize their distortions, will
nave in one way or anotier to uappeal
to the fauct thiat in its fornal uspects
Stalinist Rijavist zi.za; looked like
reformisu. For those wao think
seriously about tne political proolems
of the workingclass,suca an "argwsent"
will Lold no water. The OStdlinist
burocrats waving the Red Flag, singing
the International, “"Sovietiz ing"
regions in Poland and shoutiug “Long
Live Socialism" ray look like Bolshe—
viks to many confused workers. But
only a fraud or a fool will palm tiem
off on the workers as disciples of
Marx-Engels-Lenin. The Stulinist
Popular Front was not reformism but
was part of & policy whica in ifs
totality includes an ultra-Left zigzaye

The Rightist maneuver carnot b o
sepurated from the Leftist without
distorting the total nature of the

Stalinist counter-revolutionary netaod-
ology. DReformism does not and never
did have recourse to a4 Leftist zlgzag.

The Leninist League never fuiled to

iﬁdicate vhe _*4tality of which the
Pppu}ar Front wus but a part and the
Leftist maneuver which would organic-

ally be its outgrowsh. Therefore, the
Lepinist League could correctly, to
the extent of its influence, warn the
vanguard workers far in advance that
Stalin had in store an ultra-Leftist
trap. But the pseudo-Bolsheviks? What
kind of fore-warning did they give the
workers? Let us seo.

One of the most fantastic results
of the decoptions originaling with
Trotsky appoured in the Ochler { te
press. Precisely the final defeat of
the workers in Spain which gave the
Stalintern 4 trsmendous impetus to the
ultra-Left ovoked from the Oehlerites
fhe pronouncoment that the "Comintern"
wus undergoing o swing to the Right.

"Out of this defeat only the
Stalinists are not facing splits.
Due to their burocratic 'homogene-
ity' they confront a turn-over in
memberskip and a political swing to
Yhe right expressed in the rost
brazen sgocial patriotism Yot wip-
negsed."™ ("The Movemont Aftor the
Spanish DeBeat," International News,
September 1939, p.5. Our empiasis.)

Tho Stalinist putsch in Madrid ad

furious abuse of "democracy," both

bourgeois and "socialist ," which mark-
0d the final erushing of the Span i sh

toilers must,if we follow the Oehlerite
brand of "Marxism," be taken as sy te
oms 0f a  political swing to the Rigﬁt.
Thus to confuse Leftism with Rightism
is in itself a menace of no mean Pro-

portions. But to befuddle the workers
on the nature of Stalinism as a waole,
wnen Stalinism is the chief opportun-—

ist danger in the workers' ranks, means
to function entirely for the bonefit of
Stalinism and bourgeois reaction.

Politically advanced workers will
Judge for themsclves the "value" of an
organization which does not explain
correctly the past disasters and does
not forewarn the toilers of future dun~
gers. Marxism has always maintained
that, as is true of science in genoral,
its correctnoss s proved in part by
its powor accurately to predict future
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trends at least in outline form. For
the toilers, the ability to ses into
the future is not a mere game or kind
of magic but it 4is a matter of 1life
and douth. History moves on constuntly
.either to the welfare or the detriment
of the masses. It is the duty of Marx-
jsts to be able to warn the toilers in
advance of impending dangers. Politic-
al tendenciss like Trotskyism, Love-
gtoneism and left-Trotskyism do not
warn the workers in advuance of the new
traps that Stalinism, the most power-
ful of all present-day forms of oppor-
tunism, .has set for them. More,by
distorting the truth about the rise,

the nature of Stalinism and of the zig-
zag mothod 3t has been enploying for
the pust seventeen years to prevent the
workers from establishin, anotner pro-
letarian state, they disarm the toil—

ers before the agsaults of their
enemies.
The pseudo-Bolsheviks not  only

give the workers a false picture of
the origin, nature and method of
Stalinism, but also, to the extent of
the ir influence, prevent the vunguawd
workers from combatting Stalinisme All
these tendencies, f le e ing from
the task of destroying Stulinism, have
buried their followers in & fmdudul ent
"rags line.®™ Trying to turn to t h e
backward workers, rather than to the
i,ré.ngua.rd, these pseudo-Bolshevik or-
ganizations pretend to be able %0 at-
tack the capitalist system directly at
the present time without previously
annihilating Stalinisu and the other
powerful opportunist forces. In this

Way tney leave the road clear for the
vanguard workers, who are already fin-
isined wita capitalism and wao imagine
tiiey ars Communists, to march straight
into the Stalinist death trap, which
to tue mind of the masses represents
tiae continuation of the Bolshevik
Revolution.

Wien Stalinism fully develops its
coming ultra-Left maneuver, tihe "ma ss
line" pretonsions of the pseudo-Bol-
sheviks will burst like a bubWle. With
Stalinism roaring "revolutien" morning,
noon and nigit and directing ferocious
assaults against tie otlier opportunist
organizations operating in tie prolet-
arian ranks, the "mass liners" will
appear with all taeir ludicrousness
magnified a tliousandfold. The leftist

bellowing of Stalinism whick will be
heard in the coming period will make
the mass line "Bolshevism" of the

psoudo-Bolsheviks 1look 1like another
case of bringing coals to Nowcastle.
Wiile ©Stalinism employs the ultra—
Right maneuver, thoe "Bolshevism" of
the "mass liners" appears on the surw
fauce to be at least somewhat in order.
Wit tie ultra~left uproar of Stulin——
ism occupying the center of the stage,
aowsver, it will become increasingly
clear that "mass lineism" 1is a false
orientution whica lesads #ar away from
tiie patii to the prime regpirement of
today, direct political exvoswure
of thie entire Stulinist system to the
most advanced elements of tue prolet.
ariun vanguard, s0 that of tais van-
guard o new Bolshovik Party and Inter-
national can be built.

October 20, 1239.




HAM AND EGES "BOLSHEVISM"

By Arthur Burke

INETY_ONE YBARS after the Commun-
iat Manifosto and trenty-tro yeam
after the great October Revolution,the
merlcan organization of Leon Trotskv
the 'greatest living Marx i s t,
advises all its members and s ath—
%zers to vote YES on Pronositmn O
Ham an gﬂs) (s Socialist Apneal Nov.
2, 1939). The Trotskvite's supmort to
this bourgeois fraud is given bghind
the 0ld moth-eaten camouflage of crit-
icism.' Thus the S admits thnt
"Tne plan will be fin~nced by a higher
cost of 1living for the moor, and will

oliePe

amount to the ooor payipg for the
poor." (Bbid. )Y ‘s urge 185 v ot o
without taklnv espon31b11ity for the
plan itself." (Ibids) The involved

sovhistries o the medieval schol A s~
tics who broke their heads debating
such problems as the number of angels
able to dance on the noint of a needle
were mere child's play comwared to the
ever-recurring Trotskyist mystery of
hov to sumwort reactionary movements
and simultaneously refuse resnonsibil-

ity for such supnort.

The "Ham & ZEges" plan is more
than a mere continuation of such mid-
dlc class snarcm as thc Towmsend Pon-
sion Plan. Dijke the former Sinclair
Eplc' movement, it asplres to rcmody
the maladics of canitalism as evidenc-
cd by its wlans for a statc bank%, its
insistence that the thirty dollar war-
rants issued overy Thursday be spont
within the veck and made up by a stamp
tax on scriv subject to thc dictatori-
al cantrol of an administrator.

The growing impoverishment of the
petty-bourgeoisic and middle classes
gives a material basis to mushroom
theorcticians vho wvrofessionalize the
peddling of such recactionary pipe
drcams. Failing determined and cer-
rect leadership by the proletarian
vanguard in times of social crisis,
the mor8 widespread do thesc petty-

bourgoois crackoat panaceas boecome.

The inevitable result — disillusion-
ment and a conscauont fortile fecding

ground for reactionary demagoguose.

The Trdtskyite leaders arc per—
foetly avare that this Bam and Bggs
P1an is a reactionnry schieme no matter
from what anglec a rcevolutionary looks
at it. It must bo borne in mind that
they ndmit: "The plan will bo financ-
ed by a higher cost ef living for the
poor, and will amount to the noor

paying for the wmoor. his, howcvor,
doos not mrovent tho Trotskyitc chioef-
tains from cgging an their followers
te. suooart this reactionary will o
xho wisp ~ ﬂit“'tho usunl +rotskvize

criticism" and "-ithout talkking res-
ponﬂibilitv.” The Trotslyito leadors,
in ether —ords, quite consciously tell
the =orkers to put their nock on tho
capitnlist black but "ithout taking
responsivility’ vhon tho fatal axo
falls,.

What 4s* behind this Trotskyite
Ham and Egps and similar "mass  1inc"
flimflamgs Way do tho Trotslkyito buroe-
rats get tholr followrrs to cudgel thdr
—its ever nll sorts of obvious bourgols
holum such as tac Ham nnd Eggs Plan, to
sit upn nights puzzling over How to sup-
port such chlcanorJ without "ta%xin g
rosoon81bilitv for 1t? If onc kn o s
the real naturc of the Trotskvite sys-
tem, the answer is simplo.

- If GnAnnon and Shachtman con got
thelr victims to battor their brains
spoculnting on tho Hom and Bgzs Plan,
and other petty-bourgnois rafo r mi st
schemos, thon the workors —on 't bc up to
such mischiof ns,for oxnmple, thinking
about My Trotskv helped stalin to
coneoal Lontan's Tastamont. To vhilo-
soohize ovor the Bam and Bggs Pian
7111l nover load a -rorker to wonder +hy
Trotsky should have voicod ooposition
to tho romoval of Stalin from tho post
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of Goneral Secrotary. There is cloarly
no path from thoughts on tho Ham and
Eggs Plan to idoas on why Trotsky sup-.
portod the "Loeninist Lovy" which many
yoars lator Trotsky statod, doalt 'a
doath-blow to tho Party of Lenin."

Gonerally spoaling, a workor can
sit on the Ham and Eggs Plan from now
$i11 doomsday, and still nevor
have tho slightost suspicion that Irot-
sky has beon the outstanding prop to
Stalin and his honchmen since the ori-
gin of Stalinism in_ 1921-1922. Yo
doubt, a Hom and ZEggs diot is much
moro bonoficial to tho workers, from
Trotsky's standpeint, than an accurato
knowlodge of Trotsky's rolo as an as-
sistant to Stalinism.

Sinco Trotsky sots himsolf up as
"the groatost disciplo of Lonin" and
tho King of tho ®anti-Stadinistsf he
has to havo semo solf-pretcctivo 4e-
vicos vhich will provont his victims
frem realizing his rolo as a roncgado
from Bolshovism and a would-bo partnor
of Stalin. The "mass 1in2" ho flings
his followers into, scrves procdsoly
this purveso. Ict tho workors suppert,
without taking rosponsibilitye= tho
Ham and Eggs Plan, tho A<L.P. agents
of the beurgcoisio, tho bourgoois pre-
pbsal fer a 'roforondum’ on war or any
othor Rightist fakory, and, as far as

Trotsly — and Stalin — aro concornod,

thoy aro "safa," Thoy ™ill nover un-
oarth the truc story of the riso cf

Stalinism, and ospocially of Trotsty's
relc of assistant to Stalif and his
burocratic cliquo. They may go dom
under the bourgeois axe the werld over,
but this is "meroly" a "by—product"
of Trotsky's nesd to camouflage
his actual countor—ravolutionary
nﬂtﬂrg .

Bupport of thn Ham and Eggs Plan
by thd Trotskyites is not at all ac-
cidontal. It is part of Trotsky's
prosont Rishtist 1line vhich was intro-
ducod vwith the "Fronch Turn" in 1934,
§t is crucially significant that tho

Fronch Turn" which invelvod a Right-
fst ovaluation of Social~ddmocracy
coincidod almost oxactly in woint of
timo and contont with tho Rightist zig-
zag of Stalinism which also cormoncod
in 1934. At oprosent tho Stalinists
arc boginning a now ultra-Leftist zig-
zag, the third in tho history of
Stalinisme Inovitably the Trot-
gkvists using their customary "anti-
Btalinist" coloration will in time
drop thoir prosont Rightist vositions
and will tail along with this third
ultra-Inft zigzag of Stalinism. The
Trotscrites, howover, arc still ongag-
ing in vhat is ono of ths last flickors
of thoir presont Rightist coursc.

Nov. 9, 1939
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MOONEY, BILLINGS ang tho "MASS LINERS"

E N RECENT yoars during tho Stalin-
ist ultra-Right zizzag of 1934~
1939, tho workers have Dbe:n crushed
and trampled on by tho bourgcoisic tho
world over. In Spain, Czochoslovalkia,
Franco, Austria, England, Gormany ,
Italy, China, fas01sm or a military
dictatorship »f "domocratic" capital-
ism has boen standinz on the noclz of
the massos with both fect. In the
U.S,, tho toilers are graduslly, and
without offering a spark of resistanco,
boing ongulfod by the war machince of
Morgan, Duoont ond  Rockefoller.
Throuzhout the world, this working
class paralysis has bocn caused by the
troachery of tho opportunists, at the
head of vhom stand the Stalinist
burocrats. In the U.S,, tho opnortun-
ist swindlors are practically legion,
The workers who aro still loyal to
canitalism are tied to the stake by
the huge roformist burocracios of the
A0 Fc of I". and O,I.O.
alist workors arc 1led by the nosc by
the Browders, ¥Njrman Thoma s e s,
Schachtmans, Lyvestones and, last but
st11l siﬂnif1c1nt1J, by the Ochlors.

In this
doéception and

context of unsurpasseod
c~eatinb of thc entire
"Lavor Movemont" by tho opportunists,
tvo class war prisoners, Moonoy and
Billings, have bcon sot froe by tho
bourgeoisic.

Anyone wvho is sano and honest,
will rcalize that Mooncy and Billings
were not freed by any "mass pregsuroc.
The opportunist scoundrels hafe bound
the toilers to the Dbourgeoisio hand
and foot. But if onc has an axe to
grind, it becomes very ocasy to shout
about Moonoy and Billings having been
frcod by "mass prossurc.” Ia the case
of Mooney, all the opportunists from
Browder to Ochler omitted a fraudulent

The anti-capite-

"Hurroh" for this alleged "mass pres-
surc," We indicatcd at that time tho
precisg ori~in and purposc of this do-
?OpthO opportunist cry of joy. (Sce
' Defonsc of Bolshevism" April-Jdunc
1939, pas. 15-28,) With the recont
liberation of «Billings, many opportun-
ists gseized the occasion to repeat
their Mokum about the "Labor movement"
shaing up the bourgeoisic. The Och-
larite press for oxample babblos nbout
Moonoy! s_ liberation by the "efforts"

of the "Labor movemont"

"The ILabok movoment should be
grateful that by its cfforts it has
bocen abd® to frece this labor

martyr." (The Fishtins Worker, Oct.
15, 193g. Our omphasis.

The "labor Movement," a conglomeratioen
ef opportunist-dominated, counter-
revolutionary organizations, "By its
efforts" paralyzed the masses and left
tho bourgeoisie froec to keep Mooncy
and Billings in prison until doomsday
if thoy so dosired. Billings, like
Moonoy, was freed because the American
bour#eoisie for. the present utilizing

"1iveralism' %o snarc the worlkers,
rcalize that thosc class war orisoners
will bec morc wuseful to them frce than
in jail. Moonoy, with strons Stalin-
ist prompting, bosgan to fush wit1 en—
thusiasm for Amcrlcan democrqcv' as
soon as he sct foot out of his cell,
His liboration, and likewise Billings ,
was the result vholly of a deal with a
mans of shrewd bourmgoolis:. politicinns
who understand that they have overy-
thing to zain and nothin~ to losc by
dnnzling a "liberated” MoonOJ;Billlnps
before the eyos of the masses. Th o
oprortunist-~inspired paralysis of the
toilors enabled the bourqcoisie to
convert the MooneJaBlllin~s casc into
purc profit for capitallst "democratic”
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rule. The whole outrascous framo—up
has been whitewashed and given a

"docoent" burial. For this thc bours-
coisie can thank tho opwortunistse.

Tho releasc of Billinms too was
in no way browht about by any press—
ure of the masses. Ceortainly in rc-
cent months hardly a finacr twas prés—
sod against the fat belly of the boura-
coisice Even Mooney, tho Ochlorites
point out, stopped workins for his re-
leasc. But Ochler, in ordor to kecp wp
his fraud about "mass prossuro," has to
slur over thc prescnt and prctend that
it was somc alleged “class prossurc'

in the past that caused Billings' re-
leasc at this late date.
"Governor Olssn's ‘pardon' of

Billinrs is the result of %nans of
e1hEs-presiard ! (s Pighting
Worker, Nov. 1, 1939, p. 2. Our
emphasis. /.

No doubt the "years of class pressure"
that Ochler has in mind is tho fake
rumpus raisod in tho past by thoso
groat "frionds" of laber, the Stalin-
ists, the Trotskyites, the Lovostonc—
ites, the Diberals and other opportun-

tpiolisness,of.the ¢lans.BiERGEloran R~

comnoke the of movomon?t
ert a "class pressure" wholly in the
intorests of the bourgeoisic. It is

for this roason that the merkars wero
unable to froe Mooney-Billings whilc
the bdourgeoisic could turn them looso
without having to pay a ponny for its
crime of framing thom, ’

. The "mass lino" frauds, like
Ochlor, with their drivel about "mass
pressurc" foreing; the liberation of

Mooncy and Billings are trying to cre-
ato an illusory world in vhich thoy
can practice their particular form of
opportunism. This consists in endoav-
orins to turn tho attontion ef the
vanguard workors away from tho ciief
danser in their midst, tho 8talinist..
lod structure of opportunism. By talk-
ing of qroat victorios for "mass pros-—
sure" and the "Labor movement,"Ochler
and his stripe decoive the vanguard
workors into imagining that with their
present leadership they can defoat the
boursicoisic. Should the workers be-
liovo this "mass line" fraud, thoy
would becomo blind ¢to the fact that
with their present 1lcadership, ovor-
whelningly opportunist as it is, only
victories for the bourgeoisic arc pos—

sible. Moreovor, if the wvanguard
workers follow the Oehlers, they will

commit thio horrible blundor: of failing
to concentrate all their efforts for
%ho pregent in a battlo to dostrey tho
influcnce of the opportunists, and
primarily of Stalinisme Oclilerism eof-
fors the toilors.only "victorios" like
the frocing of Moonoy-Billings, i.c.,
"victories" which ere victorios for
tho bourgooisie and dofoats for the
MassoSe '

J. C. He

Octooer 27, 1939




