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THE CASE OF HOLLAND, BELGIGM
AND
FRANCE

1. THE CRUCJAL QUESTION

WITH the incredibdly ewift occup-
ation of France by the Nazi forces,an-
other ac ¢t of the current
historical drama was brought to a
close. Along with this climax, there
appears, as usual, a hogt of "explan-
ations" of these epoch-making events.
Generally speaking, the "explanations"
for what seems to be the total col-
lapse of the "Allied" continental
forces run along two lines:- (1) The
seoming collapse was caused by treach-
ery in high places, the treachery be-
ing given differing characterizations
by tho various "explainers." (2) The
apparent emashing of the "Allied" ar-
mies on the continent was due to lack
of proparatian by the "Allied" govern-
ments,to inforior military ability, to
superior oquipment of the Nagis, to
the goven years of "totalitarian" ec-
onony in Germany under Hitler, to the
inadequacies of "democratic" rule, and
similar factors. Some "explanationsg"
tend to combine elemonts of thess two
genoral lines.

It should be carefully noted that
at the bottom of the second "explan-
ation" there ie the notion that the
“"Allies" actually fought to the best
of their ability and eincerely tried
to defeat the Nazis, but that because
of the alleged superior military power
of the latter, the “Allies" eimply
failed in their efforte.

In examining these two "explan-
ations" 4if 41t can be proved that the
"Allies" did not actually try to de-

feat the Nazis, then tho socond "ex~
planation" 1is utterly untenable. If
4¢he "Allies" did not make an honest
effort to defeat the Nazis, then no
one can prove that they were not ahle
to defeat them. In that case, there
ie no way of telling whethor tho
"Allies" wore actually inferior milit-
arily to the Nazis. If the "Allies"
deliberately opensd the path for the
Nazis,then all talk about the latter?s
victories being due to0 suporior milit-
ary power 1is Just 80 much decoption
which coneocals the ireachery of the
“Allios™ In such an instance, only
the factor of some kind of treachery
and sabotage by the "Allied" 1leadors
looms as a truthful explanation,

It is therefors essontial to es-
tablish whether or not the "Allies"
actually tried to defecat the Nazis and
went down fighting before a militarily
superior foe.

What wes the real charactor of
the "Allied" military activities in
tho last phasos of the European events?
This is the crux of any explanation of
the amazing advance of Hitlor's armies
into France.

Before wo can go directly into a
discussion of the Nazi oc-
cupation of France, it is nec-
éssary to investigate the prelimin ary
stages of this Occupation, namely,
Hitler's seizurse of Holland and Bol~
glum. Some general background fact-
ors mst be reviowed for the
discussion of te se
preliminary stages.



II. SOME BASIC FACTS
AS THE BACKGROUND

In 1914, bveyond all dispute, the
German invasion of Belgium camo as a
complete surprise to tho French, as
woell as to the Belgian and British
military staffse To an important ex-
tent they 1labored under the illusion
that the treaty to which imperialiat
Germany was & signatory would safe-
guard Belgian neutrality. Unexpected,
unprepared for, the invasion of Bel-
gium burst like a thunder-bolt, shat-
tering all the plans of the French.
Their strategy required quick recast-
ing. While ¢the Bolgian armed forcses,
startled and staggering, slowed tho
- march of the German army for a short
time, ¢the French generals recovered
from their astonishment, desparately
organized tho "taxicab" army and turn~
ed the Gormans away from Paris.

In the past two decades the mil-
itary schools in every important
country made analysos of the German
and Fronch strategy in the invasion of
Belglum and France in 1914. The
French and the Belgian officers, in
particular, made a detalled study of
that invasion. Ideas weroc 1long in
readiness preceding Hitler's invasion
of May 10, 1940. Xnowledge was being
accumilated also from concrete tests
in the field. With the specific view
to evolving a thorough, scientific
plan of preventing tho repetition of
August 1914, the TFrench army leaders
conducted military maneuvers precisely
in the rogion which lay in the line of
the German march upon Paris in 1914,

"A military authority told mo
this morning: 'We have been study-
ing this particular phase o0of the
situation for the past 20 years and
the German attack on this part of
our frontier has constantly formed
the |Ybasis of our military

manouvors.!" (Paml Shal, New York
Post, May 14, 1940.)
Because in 1 9 1 4 the Belgian

bourgeoisie wers caught militarily un-
propared, tney took extra precautions
in the last two decudes and covered

the Belgian-flerman frontier wth a
network of modern defenscs. The Bel-
gian army was considorably mechanized
and woll-oquippod. It becams onc of
the best armios in tho world. A ghort
time after Hitler's rise to power,
when he embarked upon rearming Gormary,
the Bolgian government, alarmod,
strengthoned its border dofenses. And
following tho declaration of war in
Septomber 1939 the Belgian rulers
spent intensive months in putting tho
finishing touches upon  tho war
defonsas.

Although to a lesser degree, Hol-
land too was well armed and in a state
of readiness to repel invasion. Thus,
in all vital aspects everything was in
order. It was a matter of common ob-
servation both among the Allied and
reutral military leaders that the de-
fenses of Holland and Belgium were
strong. Reviewing the changing tech-
nique of war these observers comcluded
that the development in defense out-
stripped that of offonsc. In a dis-
patch dated May 10, and subhoaded
"Military Loadors Emphasize Strongth
of the Defenses of Netherlands and
Belgium," Harold Denny in the New York
Times reported from London: "Military
opinion among tho Allies and neutral
Observers herc tends to the boliof
that developments in defense sinco the
last war have outstripped dovelopments
in offonse." While in 1914 the olc-
ment of surprise waw outstanding, in
May 1940 it was entircly absent. The
concentration of Nazi forces on the
Netherland and Belgian frontiors could
hardly be a secrot to0 the French end
Belgian commanding staffs, who natur-
ally got information of German movcse
The only possible surprise that Hitlor
might have sprung wupon Belgium and
Holland would have boon tho bl itzkrieg
tactics - 1if he had used it against
them in September 1939. It so hpppon.
ed that Hitler disclosedtis tactic
in his attack on Poland so that the
Belgian, Dutch and French staffs had
eight months to study tho blitzkrieg
tactic and adopt suitable measures of
defenso — if rosistance to thoe Nazis
were soriously weighed by the British
and Fronch imporiulists.
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111, HITLER!S
INVASION OF THE LOWLANDS
NO SURPRISE

On May 10 the Nazi forces struck
at Luxembourg, Holland and Belgium.
Certain high circles in England,France
and the United States were not at all
surprised. "The invasion had been
anticiputed for wecks," said & U.P.
dispatch from London on the day Hitler
started his offonsive uguinst tho Low-
lande (The New York Post, May 10,1940).
Rone Plevin, French member of the
Allied Purchasing Board was interview-
ed in Waghington —

"agked whether in view of the
tnew situation! in Europe, he had
sought to expedite plane deliverios,
ho replied that 'the now situation
was no surprisc to usy'" (New York
Times, May 14, 1940.)

Even the exact date eet for the
coming invasion of Luxembourg, Holland
and Belgium was not a secret known
only to Hitler and his generals. Re-
markably enough, John Cudahy, American
Ambassador to Belgium, informed Roose-
veltls secretary, General Watson, of
the Nazi 4invasion of the Lowlands
geveral hourg before the invasion acta-

ally took placel

“CUDAHY TIPPED OFF U.S.
"Washington, May 10 (AP).- John
Cudahy, American Ambassador at
Brussels, 'broke the mnews'! about
Gerpany's invasion of Belgium, Hoi-

land and Luxembourg several hours
before it happenod. Brig. Gene.

Watson, seocretary to Prosidont
Roosevalt, told reporters Cudahy
telephonod him at his homo betwoon
8:30 and 9 o'clock (EST) last night,
after he had failed to got the
Pregident, who was at dinner.
‘Cudahy hit it oxactly,' Watson
said. Tho remarkable thing about
it is that he said "It)s going to
be Belgium, Holland and ILuxem-
bourg."!" (N.Y.Post, May 10, 1840.-
Our emphasis - L.Ls)

Ags & matter of fact the preclee
day, May 10, was known for gvor a wogk
and was whisporod around the Fronch
capital, It would havo veen known to

,the masses of America too had the
French censors not prevented this fact
from becoming common knowledge. Edgar
.Ansel Mowrer, Parlis corrospondont of
tho New York Post and Chicago Daily
News actually made an attompt to radio
this information to the United States
prior to the invasion:

“,.... Evon the date -~ May 10 —
had been whispered around Paris for
tho last 10 days and only the
cengor prevonted your correspondent
from mentioning it." (N.Y.Post,
May 10, 1940.)

The leaders of France and England
made every effort to havo it believod
that they had a detalled plan worked
out in advance for the defense of tho
Lowlands.

"The German move had beon
threatoned so0 1ong that therc was
little surpriso. Defensc plans had

boon perfectod since the first
alarm in mid-January." (N.Y.Times,
Muy 11, 1940,)

"This is France's battle. Sho

has been waiting for it for eight
months. Her army leaders have pro-
pared for it in every detail."
(Ibid.)

We observo, thorofore, ¢t h a t the
“Allied" camp had the advantagoe of
twonty yoars of study of the problem
of an invasion of tho Lovlands, and
particularly of Bolgium; that military
proparations had progressed immensely
ovor these two decadeg; that, to make
the plcture complete, even the exact
day of Hitlor's invasion was known
considerably in advance in tho"Allied"
countrios. The question arises: What
preparations did Reynaud, Churchill
and the othor "Allied" leadsrs make in
thoe immediate situation to moet thie
move by the Naezis? Were these propar-
ations such as to indicate that tho
"Allied" commwnd seriously intendod to
repel Hitler's invasion of the Low-
lands? Lot wus examine the objective
rocord to answor these questions. In
fine, let us got at the roal plan of
the imperialists.



IV, THE REAL PLAN OF THE
YALLIED" IMPERIALISTS

a) Hol Is Giv to Hitler

In connection with the unfolding
of the real plan of the "Allied" im-
perialists, & romarkable order issued
by the French War. Ministry virtually
on the ove of the anticipated invasion
of the Lowlands 1is wortay of special
note. Precisely at the time when, ac-
cording to Edgar Ansel lMowrer, the
date set for the invasion was "whie-
pered around Paris," tho French War
Ministry announced that the soldiers
of two classes, 1912 and 1913, would
be demobilized. The date set for
their release from the army was May
11, that is, immodiately upon Hitler's
invasion of Belgiuml The United Press
War expert wroto:

"For some time before the German
thrust through tho Low Countries
there was common belief that Hitler
was planning this move. Yot on May
4 tho French Var Ministry announced
that the two war classes of 1912
and 1913 were to bo released from
military service on May 11, the day
after the Dblitzkrieg bYegan. The
Allies actually were reducing their
active field strongth at the time
Hitler was mnaking his final plans
for his great offensive." (World
Telegram, June 14, 1940.)

It must be borne in mind that the
military censorshlp expunges every-
thing from the dispatches of the cor-
respondents, some of whom, in their
garrulity, are apt to spill much in-
formation, as for example in tho case
07 the attempt to report tho date of
Hitler's impending invasion of the
Lowlands. All that one gets is the
few elips the correspondents and the
congors make, which muet be found
among the endless and tangled comman-

iqu,eso

As in thc case of Poland and that
of Norway, 80 in +the case of Holland
and Belgium, tho British govornment
promisel all the help it could give.

"It 3is confirmed in official
querters in London that appeals for

assistance have been received from
the Belgian and Dutch governments
and these governments have been
told that His Majesty's government
will, of course, ronder all the
help they can." (New York Post, May
10, 1940.)

The Dutch and the Belglan forces,
a million strong, concontrated behind
excellent dofenses, awaited the French
and the British. Accordingly, no
sooner had the Nazis attacked tho Low-
lands than the Froench and the British
forces, reports stated, rushed in,
prosumably to meet and push tho
invaders back -

"Two hours after the Germans in-
vaded the Low Countrios, Fronch and
British forces were crossing tho
border to help the Netherlands and
Belgian armies withstand the shock
of at least twenty-nine German di-
visions. Contact was made wlthout
delay, and by nightfall the battle
had beon engaged at many pointse®
(New York Times, May 11, 1940.)

The invading Nazi army wes con-
fronted with every obstacle that the
Dutch and the Belgian armies could
mustor. Conversely, the French and
British forces had at their disposal,
no doubt, overy available facility to
roach the front. But presently, in
the face of a favorable setting, somo-
thing uttorly astonishing happened.
Incredibly enough, the German army
moved into the Lowlands fastor than
the British and Fronch! Many people
in groat anxioty and perturbation,gul-
1libly swallowing the assurances ap-
pearing in tho "domocratic" capitalist
newspapers, awaited the first check of
Hitler's advance through Europe. Their
hopes worc soomlissi pated in bewilder-
ment and bitterneas.

It may be recalled that in the
case of Hitler's occupation of Norway,
the Nazis performed some "miraculous"
foats under the noses of the British
navy. During the invasion of Norway,
it was roported -

"Hitler has succeeded 1in the
almost unimeginablo feat of snatch-
ing a neutral nation, with a vital
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Atlantic coastline, virtually under
the muzzles of the British naval
guns." (New York Times, Editorial,
May 3, 1940. Our emphasis.)

In the case of Hitler's occup~
ation of Holland +this story of
unbelievable feats was repeated. While
the Nazi troops attacked the Dutch
army, a fleet of German transports
landed soldiers on the Dutch coast and
in a few hours the whole coast was oOcC~
cupied — under the very noges of tke
mighty British navy.

"German forces were landed along
Dutca coast at dawvnm from a

of transports under guard of
Nazi warships and the whole Dutch
coast was occupled by noon, it is
claimed here — wunder the very
noses of the British.® (New York
Post, May 10, 1940.)

the
fleet

The directing eloments in the
Dutch campaign were the British. How
powerful was the British army sent by
Churchill to help the 400,000 Dutch
soldiers stave off the Nazi invaders?
If it wero recally meant to be of aid
to the Dutch, if a counter-attack werse
actually contomplated, then the Brit-
ish army logically should have been of
considerable size. The early reports
spoke of an imposing British force
sweeping into Holland. A U.P. dis-
patch said tho British armed strengta
flung into the Lowlands was enormous.

"The British threw gcnormous
armed strength against the Germans
in the invaded lowlands of Holland
and Delgium where, in the words of
British officials, Hitler is 'stak-
ing almost everything! in an at-
tempt ¢t0 win a gquick, knock-out
victory." (Daily News, U.P. dis-
pateh signed Wallas Carroll, May
14, 1940, pe 2. Our emphasis.)

Soon, Lhowever, the story about
the "enormous armed strengtii® the Brit-
isi sent to Holland proved to be of
questionable veracity. Some revealing
light was thrown upom this matter fol-
lowing the surrender of the Netherland
Army. It became known that the Dutch
were embittered against the British
Command bacause, despite emphatic pro-

mises of ald, hardly any aid to speak
of had been sont to Holland.

“These people wers especially
bitter about the flight of Quson
Wilhelmina to Britain, wherc .o
was reported to have taken abcu®
$1000,000. Thoy were bitter alsc
about the !failure'! of the Britich
to fulfill promises to aid thenm,
Germans asserted that only about
700 British troops landed in Halland
and that these included abeut 300
engineors who helped the Dutch blow
up oil stores and dostroy bridges.
Neutrals agroed with these state-
ments." (N. Y. Post, May 23, 1940.
Our emphasis - L.L.)

C. Brooks Peters, correspondsnt
of the New York Times,corroborated tho
sbory of oxtreme resentment among the
Dutch people towards the British bo-
causs of the reported mimic, rather
than real, assistance Churchill ren-
dered to Holland.

"Throughout the Netherland Army
— which 1is not treated as prison-
ers of war, soldiors staying in
barracks and officers retain~
ing their arms - therc is great bit-

torness at the inadequacy of Brite
ish aid. Throughtat the entire
campalign, it is declared, only 7CO

British soldiers werc on Netherland
80il and eighty of them were sap™s
who blew up the huge oil tanks at
Rotterdam. Only three British
planes wore sighted over the Noth-
erlands throughout the fighting, it
is ssated."

Later Petors repoated the statement
regarding the bitterness of the Dutch
who complained that the British failed
to send evon planes, 1let alone an
arciy:

"This feeling of bitterness is
said also to extend to the British.
The British, it is asserted, might
at least have sent some airplanes
if thoey did not have time to send
troops." (N.Y.Times, May 26,1940.)

Confirmation of the statomont
that the size of the British as well
as of the French forces dispatched irto
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Holland and Belgium was small came yet
fram another source:

"Washington,D.C.~ The best mnil-
itary information avallable here
indicates that six French field
arnies and the British Expedition-
ary Force are awalting the Nagi at-
tack from behind their fortific-
ations along the Fronch frontier —
and that they have risked only com~
paratively small forces to fight
delaying actlions in Belgiur and

Holland." (Daily News, May 16,
1940. Our omphasis.)

Signs show that ¢the startling
lack of British ald and the defeat of
Holland were no accidents.

It is noteworthy that the British
high circles knew that serious defeats
would come in Holland and were prepar-
ing the wmind of the British masses to
be ready to accept defcats. Four days
after the German invasion began, on
e day tao Dutch army was ordered to
cease resistance, a cable from London
rovealed -

"News of the virtual capitulatic
of tho Netherlands to the German
Jackboot  hrought home to the
British public today eomething for
which the government hag been pre-
paring then since last woek —
gerious reverses in the
Low Countries." (N.Y.Times, May
14, 1940. Our eljpmis - LQL.)

Having mecsured the issue, Gmnor-
al Winkelwman, Cormander of the Dutch
Army, ordered surrender on the fourth
day of battle. Holland was being
swiftly occupied by tho Nazis frowr the
goa and from across the Gorman barder.
In Winkelnan's proclamation of surren-
der one reads an extrerely significant
remark clearly implying that no as-
sistance was rendered to Holland by
Churchill and Reynaud. Said Win-
kelman:

"We were loft to ourselves, and
80 I had to wake a grave decision
which was a very difficult one for
me - lay down our arps." (W.Y.
Tines, May 15, 1940. Our emphasis.)

It 4is hardly possible t0 mis-
interpret these fairly plain words -
"We were 1left to ourselves." These
words speak volumes about the real
nature of the plan of the British and
French military staffs. In the wake
of collapse of Du t ¢ h resistance,
noither Churchill nor Reynaud, nor any
other Allied statesmen ever explained
what Winkelman's gtatomont meant. In-
deed, Churchill and Keynaud carcfully
avoidod any reforence to tho roports
that virtually nono of the “promised"
British troops or planes had been sont
to the Dutch.

From the following dispatches it
is ovidont that bYofore Winkelman gave
up, he had tried to the last moment to
socure aid but obviously was flatly
turned down and was actually advised
by tho "Allies" to setop fighting
against the Nazie:

"The docigion of the Nothorlands
Yo capitulate, it became known of-
ficially hore ioday, wag iaken
aftor consultation with the Allioge
In the opinion of experts, the
situatima has been so compromised
that it was casidorod uselcss to
wastec Alliod strongth in an effort
to recstablish rosistance. To pre-
vent tho wasting of livos the Noth-
erlanders were gadvised to lay down
their arms and the Allied reoin-
forcomonts withdrow into Belgium."
(New York Timos, May 16, 1940. Our
smphasis - L.L.)

Thus reality indicates that Holland
was not only not defonded, but was
actually handed over to the Nazis by
the heads of the "Allied" governments,
Churchill and Roynaud.

b) Some "Paculiar" Strate

In Belgiunmn

Hollad in a certain sense repro-
sents a soparato phase in the entire
pictura. It collupsed in four days
leaving the major operations t¢ be
oontored in Belgium and northern
France,

Thero can be discernod three bas-
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ic aspects in these operatioms: first,
the Nazi advance  through Belgium;
gecond, tho passage of the Nazis
through Sedan to the Channel parts;
and third, the occupation of Northern
France. It is necessary to investig-
ate tho strategy parsued by the Allied
High Command in the circumstunces at-
tending these aspects of the situvation.

Tanosec who recall the details of
tho Nazl invasion of Poland will have
in wind a certain "poculiar' feature
of the ‘“strategy" suggested to the
Polish High Cormand by the Franco-
Britislh Goneral Staffs. The lattor
"advised" the Poles t0 abandon their
frontier desfenses and rvtreat to the
virtually unfortified interior. At
that time it was reported: "The army,
on advice of the British and French
General Staffs, retreated, and in good
Qrder.“ (N. Yo Tin‘BB, Septc 10, 19390)
With the front 1line defenses of the
Poles abandoned, naturally the Nazi
forces advanced into Polund post-haste,

In Belgium this "strategy" was
repeated with certain variations. In
the case of Poland, the Franco-British
conuanders had sent no troops to the
fighting zoney But in the case of Bel-
gium, small "Allied" forces were dis-
patched speedily to the front, osten-
8ibly in reply ¢to the call fa aid.
The actual function of these forces
sent into Belgium was not to fight,
howevor, but to start immsdiately a
deliberate retreat into which the Bel-
gian forces were to be drawn.

The retreat in tho Lowlands was
along the entire range of the Nazi
operations. In Belgium, the "Allied"
armies rolled towards the Channel
ports and the French frontier. G. H.
Archambault indicated that tho Allied
High Command had set a line where the
battle would be fought. Until that
line was roached, the retiroment would
continue.

"The line the Allied High Com-
mand has set as tho limit of its
retirement has not yet been roached.
Then, and then only, will tha issue
be joined bYetween the two armios."
(New York Times, Muy 14, 1940. Our
emphasis - L.L.)

. Thug, obviously,the first portion
of the "Allied" plan was neither an
onslaught wpon the Nazie, nor an at-
tompt to hold the front lino dofonses,
but a dolibverato retreat toward the
Mousc River.

It appears that tho positions the
British and the Fronch genorals de-
clarod as best were not the highdy
fortifiod defenss arsa near tho Bol-
glan-Gorman frontier but thae virtual-
ly unfortifiocod Mouse rivorl Such
scomed to be the ossence of the strat-
ogy of the "Allied" generals who, nat-
urally, had surveyed the theator of
operationg.

"Stross should bo laid on the
conditions in which the force of
circunstances has compelled tho Al-
lios to ongagoe in battle. Thoy had
propared for defonsive action be~
hind their 1lines and even aftor
answering tho Bolgian and Nether-
land calls for aid their stratogy
perforco romained defensivo. Thoro-
foro tnoy had to wait for tho Gor-
man onslaught on tho positions thoy
congidored best — in this casc tho
Rivor Mouao." (Now York Times, May
16, 1940, Our omphasis.)

Tho commanders of the British and
French forces managed tho campaign in
Belgium in the identical mammer in
wiich they had managed it in Holland.
In Holland,with the rotreat of +the
British and Dutei: in progress,virtually
nothing was done to impede the advance
of tho Nagis,and ruch was left undone,
tous facilitating their onwaré march.
Reports told of "an excellent job of
blowing up bridges — oxcepting at
vital spots such as Moardijk and Rot-
tordam" (Now York Times, May 26, 1940,
Our omphasis). In Belgium on the
Meuse, the 1line at which the dolibor-
ate retreat was to torminate, another
strunge "oversight" took place. Here,
also, bridges, the destruction of
which would have considerably dolayed
tho Nazis' progress, for some roason
wore not blown up. The task to de-
stroy thom was evidently undertalken by
the British. The repetition of the
oversight" enabled the Nazis to rush
their motorized wunite over these ime
portant connecting passagoways and
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slash out at retreating Belgian troops:

Iha.ﬁn:mana.naza able to croass
the Biver Mouge on two bridmes that
g_lg have been demo;ig.led but
were not. British borbinz planes
took terrible chances in diving low
to bomb these bridges in an attempt
to destroy them before the Germans
got over but were unsuccesszvl. The

" Germans poured in by taese avenues
and then mushroomed out, catching
the Belgian elements flankwise and
forcing thor hastily to withdraw."
(Harold Denny, New York Times, May
14, 1940. Our empissie.)

It would seen — or rather it was
hinted by Reynaud —~ that tho plan of
the "Allied" gonerals — the detailed
plan based upon a twenty-years' study
and perfected in the last few months
- was all wrongs The Mouse, the
Allied High Command "discovered," was
not much of an obstacle after all
Reynaud explained that in consegquence
of the previously held notion about
the Meuse being a strong line of do-
fenee, hardly anything that could be
regarded as a poworful force had been
concentrated there to stop tho Nazls.
Hore 18 tie essential part of Rey-
naud's "explanation" to the gaping
world:

"The Meuse, which is in uppear-
ance a difficult river had boen
mistalkenly considered as a serious
obstacle to the enory.

YFor that reason the French di-
visions which had been charged with
its defonse were not numerous and
were spread out along a great
length of river bank.

"Moreover, the troops oOf the
Arry of Corap (French forces sta~-
tioned along the Meuse under Gener-
al Andre Corap) walch were in posi-
tion there were less solidly offlc-
ered and 1less well trained, the
best troops having been sent on the
wing which advanced into Belglum.

"Waile it is true that the Mouse
is a river which appears difficult,
it is procisely because it is sin-
uous, enclosed and wooded that it is
difficult to defend. Flanking fire
by maching guns is impossible there.

On the other hand infiltration by
maneuvering troops is easy.

"To that chould be added that
over half of the infantry divisions
of the Corap Army had not yet
reached the Meuse although it had
the shortest movement t0 make being
noarest the pivot. That is not all.
Through unbelisevable faults which
will be punished, bridges over tho
Meuso were not destroyed.

"Across thesoe bridges the Panzor
divisions passed to the attack pro-
ceded by fighting planes which at-
tacked our scattered, badly organ-
izod, badly trained divisions. You
understund now the disaster — the
total disorganization of tho Corap
Army." (N.Y.Times, May 22, 1940,)

One would imagine that the Meuso
only very recently bogan to flow
through France and Belgium, and that
therefore the French genorals werc not
given sufficient +time ¢t0 determine
whether or not 4t would be a serious
obstacle to the invading armics!

The advance of the Nazis through
Bolgium developed surprisingly fast
and astoundingly unhindered.

"In the march across Belgium
German infantry regiments had _to
cover as mach As forty miles a doy
and they have done it without a

hitch.¥ (New York Times, May 18,
1940. Our emphasis.)

One had a feeling that the Nazis
were making hasto according to sched-
ule, as if they wore in a Marathon
race and not in a hostile country de-
fendod by a powerful adversary. Such,
at least, is the testimony of some
rofugeesd

"A party of refugees who tried
to escape to the South tut were
turned back by the Germans, scid:
'The Germeans came through as if
they wers on a parade. Thzy wore
&ra.volling fast, as if thoy were
bent on reaching thoir destination
within a fixed time limit.'" (N. Y.
Times, May 22, 1940. Our emphasis.)
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¢) "Lost, Strayed or Stolen" -
The French Artillery and Tanks

The general impression has Ybeen

created that the Germun war machine is
gsuperior to those of the “Allies."
Amid the toempest of reportage, through
the sieve of strict censorship, the
correspondents let slip bite of
information to the opposite effect.
Recalling Hitler's campaign in Poland,
Archambault in a wire to the New York
Times, May 16, etated concerning the
situation in Belgium: "“But this time
the assallant met machines of war

equal to his own."

The bdwning question paturally
prosents itself: Why weren't the
powerful British and French war mach-
ines brought into agtion against the
Nazi motorized colums, since “...the
Allies are well provided with anti-
tank defense"(Archambault, N.Y. Times,
May 17, 1940). French artillery was
rogarded as superior t0 the German.
Holland lg prostrate, a large section
of Belgium was overrun by the Nazis,
yet Archambault reported that "There
was relatively little artillery fire"
(N.Y.Tipes, May 16, 1940). Ads the
Nazis were advancing with seven-league
boots, the report arrived from Paris
that a "new move" was being made by
the French Army to stop the Nazis -

"Thousandg of French 758 were
rushed into the Meusoe salient today
to infiltrate into German mechaniz-
ed colums and, firing at point-
blank range, stop the 30-ton and
70-ton stecl monsters which had
driven to within 90 miles of Paris.
It was a new move to smash the Gor-
man offensive." (World Telogr am,
Muay 18, 1940, Our emphasis - L.L.)

The French 75 1is a powerful gun
inherited from the World War and mxh
improved since then. Naivoe peoplo, who
sincerely imagined that the "Alliee"
are fighting Hitler's movaes, hopefully
awaited positive results now. The
Fronch army, they were told,had thoug-
sands of 764, and these rapid-firing
guns were hurling powerful shells. It
seored sufficlently convincing that
the Nazis would now meet with the
fiercest resistance. The stemming of

the Nazis' advance, the impression was
made, was certain. But three days
later, George Axelson, the New York
Times correspondent in Berlin pointed
out that French artillery, virtually
the most efficient in the world, was
reported to be strangely absent from
the path of the invading Nazis2

"In this connection, it is asked
here: What has happencd to the
French artillery? It is a mattor
of record that the French have tho
mogt officient artillory, from
light fiold pieces including the
famous 758 up to railway and other
heavy long-range guns.

"None of these, any more than
French supertanks reputedly weigh-
ing in the neighborhood of fifty
tons, have figured in reports of
tho fighting available here." (N.Y.
Times, May 22, 1940.)

The French army was rocognized as
one of the most highly mechanized in
the world. Especially noted for the
qQuality and quantity of its tank pro-
duction, France has been an outstand-
ing supplier of tanks for the armies
of mgny countries. Though possossod
of egormous tank forces,the activitics
of the French armies were remarkable
for the small part played by these
highly effective machines in the
"Allied®* operations. Edgar Ansel
Mowrer, writing from Lisbon via London
under conditions less hampsred by
conscrship than those he faced in
France, reported after the surrender
of the French govornment: "Tank for
tank, the French products were bettor
than the German, but there is no ovi-
dence that they were ever used on
masse as the Gormans so successfully
employed thom."(N.Y.Post, July 5,1940.)

d) Tho "Mysterious" W
of the "Allied" .Air Force

It is a well establishod fact
that the British and French imporial-
ists had thousands of war planos. Even
if one should concede for the moment
that the German air force was mmerice
ally superior to that of the "Allies",
this would still not account for the
remarkable lack of air activity on the



part of the latter. Although hoad-
lines were seplashed over front pages
of the mnowspapers that the British
planes bombed the Nazi advencing col-
urns in Holland, Belgium and Northern
France, Amorican correspondents with
the Nazi armies in tho field reported
something altogethor different. For
instance, Lous P. Lochner of the Asso-
ciated Press ocabled to tho New York
Post, Mgy 25 =

"Our six days in the operations
gone left groat quostioms.

"Why, throughout this time, did
we never see an Allied plane during
the daytime?

"Why were single bombers that we
‘heard mht never saw in the early
hours of Friday and on air raid on
Aachen last Wednosday morning the
ohnly ovidences to us of the exlst-
ence of the Allied airplana fleet?

"During my stay on the front, I
traveled about 1,300 miles and went
up and down more than 100 main
roads. All wero Jummed.

"Imagine the confusion am ong
horges alono, not to speauk of men,
which one bouber attack on such a
street wuld have cuused!

"o kopt struining our syes in
vain for Allied plunes.

Not Even Bridgos Bowmbed
ngeaff officers told us that

German scouting planes located
every enomy contingent. These
scouters knew who was in each ap-
proaciing column.

"Thoy also knew where bridgos
which had to be crossed were with-
out trees offering shelter or where
olse they were especially vulner-
able.

"With this kmowledge the Gernun
air force uppeared suprems, so that
attack on the massed roads by the
Allies secued inadvisable. But we
wondered why at least no effort was
made to drop bombs on strategic
bridgos or military highways.

"Not only I as a disinterest-
ed bdystander was puzzled,but German
officers implisd they could not
understand it.

"Gonor.l George von X u chlen,

comnander-in-chief of the Germ an
Army in the Antwerp sector, and Gen-
eral Walther vun Reichenauw, command-
ing the army pushing t owar 4 tee
French ports opposite England, were
amagoed at the absence of air act-
ivity.“

Pierro J, Juss of the Internation-
al Nows Service ¢too roported the abe
sence of the "Allied" air force.
Charles S. Foltz Jr.,of the Associate d
Press, interviewsd an eoyewitness who
arrived in Berne:

"This witness (pre-Ally) added
that 'we neither saw nor heard a
single Allied uomber over tho main
highway Jjust bdchind the front
oeither day or night.'"™ (N.Y.Post,
May 31, 1940.)

A Belgiun staff officer declared
that "British plance were busy elsc-
whero" while the Boelgian troops wore
pounded by the Nazi planes (N.Y.Times,
Juno 4, 1940.) TFor some "mysterious"
roason, which neither Chamberlain, nor
Churchill, nor Reynaud troubled to ex-
plain, support from tho air was with—
hold not only from the Dutch and
the Belgians,but even from the Britisa
soldiers. The British soldiers were
told, of courss, that the air force
was doing work olsowhore "bambing far
behind the German lines." The British
soldiers wers embitterod, failing to
grasp tho reason for what eeomed to
thom negligenca.

"Soldiors Are Bitter

"It 4is not only that tho offic-
ers aro dissatisfied with the rec-
ord of lir. Chamberlain. Most mem-
bers of Perliamont have been talk-
ing to members of the B. E. F. in
their constituencies in the last
fow days and have been listening to
general complaints by these men
that they did not got any support
in Flenders from the air and aid
not have enough armored units to
meet the German advances. The sol-
diers aciknowlodge that British
planes did excellent work in bomb-
ing far behind the Gorman lines, tut
thoy scem to believe that the only
defonse against Nasi aerial artil-
lery 4s ¢0 have British fighter
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planes operating right along with
the army." (James B. Beston, N.Y.
Times, June 6, 1940.)

It must be remembered that the "excel-
lent work" which the soldiers "acknow-
ledged" the British planes did "in
bembing far behind the German lines"
was something these soldiors at the
front knew only by roport. They could
not and did not theomselves obsgerve
this reported Mexcellent work" which
took place far from tho scene of their
own operationa. What these soldiers
did actually observe and knew for a
fact was that the British Air Ferce
was notoriocusly absent from the scone
of activities at the front.

Incidentally, it was precisely
from the air that the German tanks
wero most oxposed to the danger of
destruction.

"On the Polish plaines they suc-
ceeded because the Poles lacked
weapons to halt them. In this camw
paign things are different. Pansor-
divisionen may meks deep raids, but
they offer good targets for air-
planes - it is claimed here that
most German Types 0 tanks are vul-
nerable FROM THE AIR by reason of
light armor in the superstructure—
and the Allies are well provided
with anti-tank defenge." (G. H.
Archambemnlt, Ne. Y. Times, May 17,
1940. Our emphasis - L.L.)

Bt the "Allied" air force was
"busy elsowhere.”

The New York Times to0ok cogniz-
ance of the reports that the powerful
"Allied" alr force was conspicuous by
its virtually total absencs.

While not contradicting the re-
ports, it editorially reassured its
readers that "conceivably" the French
Military Comuand was gathering artil-
lory and planeos for the counter-attack.

"Roports froam tho German side
express wonder at the abggnce of
Allied artillery and lanes ; con-
ceivably General Weygand is anase-
ing reserve weapons and men for the
counter-attack which seems inevit-

able 4if ¢the German tide is to be
halted and France saved." ‘%, ¥,
Times, May 23, 1940, Our emphasis.)

The countaer-attack never came.

One last word in connection with
the facte about the inactivity of tho
"Allied" air force. Those who have
boeen gullibly swallowing tho apologies
of the "Allied" imperialists will have
to face the uncomfortable fact that
the "Allied" spokesmon have bean daim-
ing actual guperiority, W th qualitat-
ive and quantitative, for their air
forces. For example, about two months
before the invasion of the Lowlands,
Sir Kingsley Wood, the Chancellor of
the Exchequer, made the following
statoment regarding the numerical sup-
oriority of the "Allied" air force:

"Membere are rocalling, for ox-
ample, the following statement that
Sir Xingsley Wood made last March
7¢ 'I, thorofore, take the view
with some confidence that evon on a
mumerical basis the output of air-
craft accruing to us and France to-
day is in oxcess of that of Gor-
nany." (James B. Beston, N.Y.Times,
June 6, 1940.)

Other British leading spokosmen made
declarations in a quite similar vein:
"Man for man and ship for ship, the
British declare, the R.A.F. 1s proving
its pupoeriority on the Western Front."
(N.Y.Times, May 23,1940, Our emphask.)
The primary fact is not whother the
"Allied" air force was superior or in-
ferior. Tho point is that whatever
its calibre, it was not used.

" " d
to the Channol Ports

The most remarkable feature in
the entire eituation is the "soizure"
of the Channel Ports by the Nazis.
The Nagis were given an oOpening at
Sedun. They commenced their spectacu-
lar swoep towards the Channol Ports,
separating Belgium from France. It is
interesting to observe that the plan
of forcing the so-callsd hinge at
Sedan was not a surprise to the Allied
High Conmand. Lous P, Lochner, Asso-



ciated Press Staff Correspondent made
the following positive assertion -

“France ought not to have been
surprised. A source which I con-
sidered gilt-edged told me that the
Frenca intelligence had advance
word of the plan for forcing a gap
at Sedan." (World Telegram, Muy 31,
1940.)

But the Allied High Command ob-
viously "“ignored" this advance word.
The hinge was an obvious place for the
Germans to0 push through, according to
Harold Denny. Yet the French High
Command atationed the poorest troops
there.

"Worse still, although it was
the obvious point for the Germans
to try to smash, France's pooro et
troops and not enough even of them
mannad that hinge and gave way like
paper before the German thrusb."
(New York Times, June 18, 1940.)

The Nazis pushed forward along a
narrow ocorridor between the Belgian,
British and French t%roops in Flanders
in the north and the main French
forces in tho gouth.

"Henri Bidou, military expert of
1l'Intransigeant, said that the
interlocking fronts prosent ‘a
gituation without analogy in the
higtory of war.!

"!The enemy sepearheads ar e
deeply embedded on the Somme bet-

weon the intact Allied armjes in
thse north and in Belgium and in the
south along the River Aisme,'ls
sald.

"I1The English are holding a line
near the Scarpe River on the German

right flanks. The French are hold-
ing the southern Laon-Rethel line

on the German left flank. There is
& distance of only thirtywfive

miles botweon the Engligh and the
Fronch forcesg.

"!'No army in the pagt would have
dared in these gonditiong to risk
what the German army 1is now riske-
ing.'" (N. Y. Times, May 23, 1940.
Our emphasis.)

The general impression created by the
noisy headlines and blatant commeniat-
ors was that Hitler poured into the
broach immenso armios totalingmilliors
of troops riding tho mightiest war cn-
gine of all times. Caroful checking
up roveals that the very oppesite was
the caso. It was not armios dut light
motorized colums that dashed into
notthern France. G. H. Archambault
wirelessed from Paris:

" There 41is another question:
What Gorman forces arc ongaged? It
ie insisted here tonight that the
point of wedge conasisgts of light
mechanized columns roprescnting
strong advancod guards, goertainly
not armies in the military sense.
The minimum etrength of an army is
60,000 men.

"Possibly, it is said here, the
units that occupled Amiens did not
oxceed som@ threo or four thousand.
It is knowmn that tho Gormans have
withdrawn some divisions from the
Swiss bordor and sent thom west,but
they do not exceed three or four in
number. The main enemy rosorve ro-
mains concentrated in argas to the
north of Switzerland -  botween
twonty and thirty divisions in
all." (New York Times, May =22,
1940, Our emphasis - L.L.)

A truly wunbelievable spectaclel
A million "Allied" troops to the north
of them,over two millions to the south
of then, the Nazis light motorized
units, not followed by heavier forcos,
were dashing, likc so many "motorcycle
cops," to tho sea.

"Firet, the German push toward
the coast by light units — mostly
motorcycliste and armored autoroe-
biles mounting nothing more than
machino guns -~ does not seem to
have been followod by heavier col-
ums." (G. H. Archambault, N. Y.
Times, May 23, 1940.)

A new epoch of "warfare® wa
opened by the British, French and
Gorran germrals! The "Alliod" armies
of three to four million mon (Chirch-
111, N. Y. Times, May 20, 1940) pos -
sessing a powerful air farce, thous-
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ands of 758 and well-equipped anti-
tank defenses 1looked on while the
thin columme  of Nazis filtered
towards the Channel ports!

"Only a thin line of German arm-
ored columms extended betwoen tho
Northorn and Contrul Allied forces
through the hole %broken Dbetween
Flandors and the Somme.

“The Fronch military spokosman
acknowledged, however, that through
this hole additional German units
had filtered today in tho direction
of tho sea." (N.Y. Timos, May 24,
1940.)

Few things could be more fantastic
than the sight of about 60,000 Nazi
"motorcycle cops,"
stacle in their way, chasing un iron-
clad "Allicd" army a million strong,ad
with boewlldering rapidity driving it
tomards the sea. Yot a U.P. dispatch
from Paris stated:

"Advices hoere indicated that
only 50,000 to 60,000 Germans were
involved in the race against a ro-
treat of nearly 1,000,000 Allied
troops." (N.Y.Times, May 22, 1940.)

In these words is revealed tho en-
tire artificiality of this "war" among
the imperialists! That the figure of
60,000 Kazi troops running the most
extra~ordinary "gantlet" in history is
close to fact can be gleaned from an
incautious statement by a Fronch nilia
tary spokesman. In their eastward
thrust the Nazis aimed to trap a mil-
lion troops in Flunders. Had the
"Allies" commonced a drive to close
ths gap, tuacy could have trapped only
about 30,000;- s0 few Nuzi troops were
involved in this operation in the
“Corridor":

“"If the gap is closed, French
military spckesmen said, DbDetwsen
20,000 and 30,000 Nazi troops ard
1,000 tanks and othor armorod units
will bo caught in a trap along the
Channol, where Chancellor Hitler is
gambling to obtain a foothold for
his throatoned Dblitgzkrieg against
the Britieh Isles." (N.Y.Times, May
25, 1940. Our emphasis.)

without a real ob-

Yot the two immense "....woll-
trained, well-equipped armies numbering
three or four million men..." (Church-
111, New York Times, May 20, 1940)
were not directed to attompt to cut
the extremely nuarrow corridor an d
catch tho relative handful of Nazi
motorized troops.

Contrasted with +the wunbroke n
series of retroats, for which tho
Alliod High Command showed great onor-
gy and capacity, the operations of the
Nazi "motorcycle cops" presentod phe-

nomonal succosses. Trusting them-
selves '"lightmindedly" into the very
Jows of the "Allied"™ war machine they

quickly reached the coast and swerving
north procoeded to clese the trap.

"From a spearhead the German
mechanized advance, constantly re-
inforced, spread out again. Split-
ting into inmumerable groups — one
met on a country road in the region
of Abbevills consisted of only three
or four agutomohiles mounting a
machine gun —  the Germans swopt @
to the Channel coast, crossed tho
Somme to ostablish a mumber of
bridgehscads which now have beon ro-
duced, and thon swerving north made
for Boulogne and Calais, serilously
menacing the Allied flank." (N.Y.
Times, May 31, 1940. Our emphasis.)

The roadors of the capitalist
puspors awalted the much-promised great
counter-attack -

"To the north of the victorious
Gorman colum is an Allied army of
perhaps 1,000,000 mon. South of it
is virtually the full might of
France. Obviously an Alljied counte
attack of major proportions should
not bo 1long dolayed." (N.Y. Post,
May 21, 1940.)

“There was no sign of an Alliod
counter-attack. It had been ex-
pected momontarily aftor the bring-
ing up of freosh magsses of troops,
tanks and artillory on the German
flanks." (N.Y.Times, May 22, 1940.)

"This gives ¢tho British public
for the first time a real under-
standing that the army is in dangor.
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It has brought to the surface dis-
appointment and concern that the
French have not yet launched a pow-
erful counter-attack from the south,
on waich hopes have been pinned to
cut off the German salient near the
base. Thus far both Fremch and
British forces have only nibbled at
the sides of the salient. Sursly,
it is thought here,a great counter-
attack must come very soon." (N.Y.
Timoes, May 24, 1840.)

But for some "“mystorious" reason,
known only to the initiated promiment
peoplo in the igperialist circlos, the
promigse of an "A}lied" countor-attack
romained what it was — a promiso.
Edgar Anscl Mowror, in the roport al-
roady cited abave in connection with
the "peculiar" lack of muss attacks by
tho Fronch tanks, romarked: "...it is
still uncertain why Woggmdd novor
ordorod the northern Froneh armios to
cut their way through the Gorman cor-
ridor across northorn France at any
price." No doubt, somo duy this "dn-
cortainty® will bdo fully cleared up.
Meanwhile this is in no way uncertain:
Belgium was doomed by its "Allied"
"gaviors® to the same fute they had
meted out to Austria, Czochoslovakia,
Poland, Denmark, Norwuy, Luxombourg
and Holland.

£) Hitlor "Sna 8" Bolgium

Attontion must bo druwn to the
skillod munnor in whicn the bourgoois
corrogspondonts creuted u fulse impros-
sion about the process of the Nuzi oc-
cupation of Bolgium. While the Brit-
ish, wlth ull possidble hasto, were
withdrawing to the coust, offoring,
from all indications,not even a foodble
abttempt to ropel the invasion, the ro-
ports statcd that theoy wore heolding on
to a sector of Belgium. In the sume
breath, howovor, tho admission was
made that this sector wus diminighing,
— in fine, that the British ware
actually rotiring, not holding on:

"British forces ure stlll grimly

holding on to a grudually diminisgh-
ing soction of Bolgium. Last nigat

they withdrew still further west of
Brussels as part of a general
wheelback of the right of the Brit-
ish line and the French on the
British right." (Harold Demny, N.Y.
Timesg Muy 22. 19400 Wr Bmphaais.)

Reports suggested that the Brit-
ish retirement was not a haphazard,
disorgunized and blind affair.

"The British rotiromont was said
to have beon carried out in perfoct
accordanco with plan." (Harold
Donny, N. Y. Timoe, May 22, 1940.)

In this systematic rotirecmont,
Bolgiun forces naturully followod the
British und Fronch "strategy." Cone
trary to tho genoral improssion counsed
by tho dramatic, hair-raising tales of
bloody battlos, the British troops
wore not at all pressed by the Germans.
The ncontost™ was earried out in tho
most uncustomary manner. Tho British,
French and Bolglan forces withdrew
from town aftor town,not evon attompte
ing to hold some of the greatest fort-
resses of BEurope, such as Antworp. And
the Nuzis found thomselves in ¢ a0
purtivularly fortunate seituation of

simply having to march in aftor tho
"Allios" had departed,

G. H.
from Paris:

Archambault wirelessod

"Rovorting to tho withdrawal of
Bolgian and British forces on tho
novthernmost part of tho front, it
is deolared hore that thoy werc not
proesod during the oporation, and
that German claims of "taking cor-
tain localitios" aro not justifiod;
in reality tho Allies marchod out
after which the Gormans marched in.
This withdrawal oscurrod on Bolgian
soil. Its stratogic significance
may be rovealed in thoe near futwe."
(N.Y.Timos, May 25, 1940, Our
emph“is.)

That was how the "Allics" wore
"harassed," ag tho story wont, almost
boyond endurancel

Thie gams wae not without its



grimly humorous incidents. For in-
stence, there was an obvious mix up of
signals in the case of Boulogne. The
British marched out and imagined that
the Germans, as in the case of other
towmns, marched right in. Actually,
however, the Nazis had not yet caught
up with the British. This resulted in
the British prematuroly reporting the
occupation of Boulogne by tho Nazis —
i.os, the British announcod the Nazi
capture of Boulogne at the time when
even tho Nazig themselves made no such
claimt—

"BRITISH ATMIT BOULOGNE'S FALL

“"Boulogne, France's etrategic sea~
poxt twenty minutes by air from
London, hase fallen 0 the German
gpoarhead on the English Channel
coast, persons in authority here
acknowledge today.

"7hc Germans took possession
of Boulogne last night,! they said.

At the time of this admissim
the Germans had not even claimed
Boulogno..." (New York Sun, May
24, 1940.)

Another dispatch from London went
even a step further. It spoke of a
day of flerce fighting in tho stroets
of Boulogne:

,"The French Channel port of
Boulogne, one of tha chief bases of
the British Expeditionary Forcs,
fell to the Germans 1last night
after a day of fierce fighting in
its narrow, cobbled strects." (N.Y.
Tribune, May 25, 1940.)

But the next day "A French War Min-
istry spokesman said French £roops
were holding Boulogne, although the
British said the city had fallem to
the Germans" (Daily News, May 25,
1940). The news was disentangled
somewhat a few days later. Notwith-
standing the previous reports that the
Gormans nad already occupied Boulogne
"after fiorce fighting in its narrow,
cobbled stroots,” the 3British were
"orougiat back" by the reporters and
were made to0 leave Boulogne on des-
troyers, while “small parties of Ger-
mans already were coming down tihe
streots in the outskirts of town"
(New York Times, May 29, 1940).

On the 28th of May, less t h an
three weeks from the day Hitler had be-
gun the invasion of the Lowlands, Xing
Leopold ordered tho half million 3ei-
gilun troops to lay down their ar n s.
During the World War the Belgian rul-
ing class desporately clinging to a
tiny corner of Belglun territory and
with tho final dofeat of tho Allics at
timos seeming cortain, held out fer
over 4 yoars. Yet, now, when "“ono
comfort to the Allies 1is that the
British and French armies virtually
aro intact and aro well equippod for
defonsive warfare dictated by the Ger-
man tactics" (Harold Denny, New York
Times, May 19), whon "Franco still has
tremendous and untouched reserves"
(Sir Philip Gibbs, N.Y.Times, May 29),
in such materially favorable circum-
stunces the Belgian seurrender came
indecd as & thunderbolt out of the
blue. But an investigation ronders
comprchensible the enigma of the Bel-
glan capitulation, despite the guarded
languago o0f the roporters and the
strictost consorship.

One of the basic features of the
imperialist game was incidentally re-
vealed by the complaint of the Belgian
King that the "Allies" did not render
him sufficiont help. This complaint
was made directly to the High Command
of the "Allied" forces.

" The king decided to capitulate,
it was said, aftor informing Allied
leaders that his 500,000 troops
were in desperate straits, subsist-
ing on meager rations of hard bis-
cuits for days and in many in-
stances completely without anrmuni-
tion. Waen General Maxime Weygand,
the Allied generalissimo, r'visited
Leopold at Bruges, Belgium, Satur-
day after a hagzardous flight over
the fighting 1lines, tho King told
him that the Belgian Army could not
hold out any longer unless 'sub-
stantial new assistance! was re-
ceived from the Mritish and French."
(N.Y.Times, May 29,1940, Our ep-
PhasiBo)

The precise reply of Woygand to tho
Belgian King's roquest for "Substan-
tial new assistance" was nover dis-
closed. Its general nogative charact-
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er ¢an be inferred from the subsaguent

events. Bearing in mind the 'acvice"
the "Zllies" had given to Hellenag, it
was not surprising to read that

instead of being offered sufficient
military aid, King Leopeld was being
rersuaded to follow Queen Wilholmina
to London whonce to "carry on the war!

47,AST BULLET GONE, BELGIAN ¥ING SAID
"Leopold Rafuged to Follow Dutch

Quoen's Examplo and Fleg

"The failuro of an eleventh hour
attempt to porsuade King Loopold of
tho Belgianas to flee to London and
carry on the war as o rafugese ruler
was reported on roliuble authority
today. 1t wos understood that when
Gen. Maxime Weygand, Allied gensr-
alissimo, visited Leopold at Biruges
on Saturday he was advised by the
King that the Belglan army could
not hold out longer without substan-

tial new assistance from the
Alljes." (World Telegrum, May 28,
1940.)

Churchill-Reynaud's "aesistance"

to Belgium proved to be but a spook
created by tho people in high places
in Londom and Paris and whisked awuwy
the moment Bolglum attompied to test
its reality.

Guido Enderis, N. Y. Times corres-
pondent in Borlin, cited commummts in-
dicating that the Belgian Army bore
the dbrunt of Gorman pounding while the
British wero rotraating to the sea and
the French withheld aid:

n"Furt.hor 0fficial com-
mesgrosses that sincc the fighting
began on Belgian soil King Loopqld's
tpoops !'were always out in front,
supplying convoniont cannon-fodder.!

YRecalling the nocturnal retreat
of British troops from Aandalsnos,
Norway, says the Korrospondent the
Belgian King had to rockon with a
similar poerformance on the part of
the Wostern Powers, as tho British
were already escaping toward Chan-
nel ports and the coast of Flanders,
while the Fronch gavo no indication
of willingness t0 disputch neces-
sary contingonts to relieve the one
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circled srmies in Flandorse" (N. Y,
Times, May 29, 1340.)
Later renorts confirmed tho

oarlier cnes that the Belgian Command
ploaded with the British and Fronch to
give thom food, to aid thom with
planes. Al to no avail, Tho old yot
ever new story was being repeated.
Whilo making & noisy pretense at aid-
ing the M"victims of aggrossion," tho
British and Fronch imporialists rolont-
loessly pursucd an opposite courso.

In carofully worded commonts, not
to offend tho British authoritics, a
Bolgian staff officor told an A.P,cor-
rogpondent in London a grim story of o
bitter attompt on the part of tho Bol-
gian army to rcpulse the MNazise The
Belgiun soldiors, he said, fought tho
Gorman tonks with bayonots?

“Daily we bYeseeched the harde-
presscd B.E.F, for 600,000 broad or
biscuit rations, for ammunition,for
alreraft support. Some of tho food
reachdd wus from England, but the
British had no ammunition or air-
craft to sparc. Wo fought armored

cars and tanks with bayonots. But
wo fought." - (New York Times, dJuno
4, 1940. Our cmphasis.)

Is it true that Churchill and
Reynaud had no munitions to spare for
tho Belgian Army? After tho British
had caupleted their planned withdrawal
from Belgium thay 1left war supplies
encugh to equip 40 Nazi uivisionsl
Lous P. Lochner, Associated P r o ss
staff corrospondent with thoe Gormon
Army, reported tho following:

"NAZI WIN BOOTY FOR 40 DIVISIONS

"Storos of supplies left bohind
by the Britiegh Expeditionary Force
in its withdrawal from Flandors, a
Gorman officer t0ld mo today, could
equip 40 German divisions — forces
equal to all those of Czocnoslovada
beforc its dismombormont, Tho abe-
andcned  supplics  indicated  the
Britissx had kept excellont lookout
for the bdodily wants of thoir
soldiers.

"Travoling some 200 miles along
Gormany!s front in France and thon
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toward the Channel ports and final-
ly into the great Flanders trap
gave ms & vast picture of the re~
treat of the B.E.F., France's army
of the north and Bolgium's defend-
ors.

"In following the French retreat
along Germany!s present south front
I was impressed by the fact that
the TFroench had gbandoned cannons
and munitions, as compored with the
British leaving provisions. As a
speedy car hurried mo along in
northorn France, I saw cannon after
cannon by the wayside." (Louis P.
Lochner, World Tslegram, June 5,
1940. Our ompaesis.)

There wore immonse 3British and
frencn stores of food, arms, ammuni-
tions — for the Nazis, not for the
Belgian Army which was left to starve,
to fight the Gorman tuanks with bayo-
ncts, Richard C. Hattelet reported:

"The English had loft samples of
practically ovorytaing belonging to
o modorn army and they had not des-
troyed anything. I saw sovoral
trucks and motorcycles being drivon
off by the Germans." (World Toleg-
ram, Junc 4, 1940. Our emphasis.)

From all appoarances tho Allied High
Comrand acted very much like dolivery
boys. Their procedure seemed to bo to
occupy & position with immense sup-~
plies, ordor & rotreat and locave the
supplies oohind for the Nazis to pick
Lo o2}

o have seon that statoments were
mado to show that King Lecpdld had in-
formed tho Allied High &ommand of his
decision t¢ surrendor. Tho Belgian
Staff officers we have reforred to
proviously also made a Jeclaration t0
that effect:

"The Major declared that XKing
Loopold had inZormed Goneral Lord
Gort, Communder of the Bri t ish
Exreditionary Force, of ais inten-
tion diortly before surrendsring."”
(Now York Times, Junc 4, 1940.)

But Churchill and
brazenly, denied this.

Reynand, quite
Roynaud said:

"The Bslgian Army capltulated
without warning to their French and
English comrades, thus opening the
Dunkerque road to the German div-
isions." (New York Times, June 5,
1940.)

And Churchill, in the face of the
widespread knowledge in London and
Paris that "Allied" generaliesimo,
Maxime Weygand, received notice from
King Leopold that wunless substantial
aid were forthcoming the Belgian army
would be compellod to yiocld to the
Nazis, boldly declarcd in Commons:

"Suddenly, without any prior
congultation and with the 1lecast
possiblo notice, without tho ad-
vice of his ministers and on his
own personal act, he sont a ploni-
potentiary to tho Germwn Command
surrendoring his army and cxposing
our flank and the meuns of rotroate"
(New York Times, Juno 5, 1940,)

Having grossly distorted tho entire
situation, the Franco-British impori-
alists led by Churchill and Reynaud,
to cover up their botrayal of the Bel-
glans, ondoavorod to maxo o scapegoat
of the Jelgian King, mrotonding that
ho was responsible for ononing
the puta of the Fazis through Belgiume

Tho ‘Mstrategy" of drawing the
Tutca and Belgian armios back was put
inte operation tho moment the "Allics"
entored the Lowlands. A British sol-
dier gavoe an oyewitness account of the
British rotrecat in Bolgium. According
to this soldier, on tho 11 of Mgy the
British continued their retrcat:

"On Muy 11, tho socond doy of
the invasion of Belgium, we con~
tinuod our rotrcat with rommants of
& Belgian division which had soen
hoavy fighting the provious day."
(New York Times, June 1, 1940,)

It must bo rememberod that Hitler in-
vaded Bolgium on May 10th. I4 is not
at w1l difficult to grasp what oc-
curred. Like Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Denmark, Norway, and Holland, sc Bol-
gium was turned over to the Nazis — a
moasure, no doubt, tound up witi tho
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vital plan of international imperial-
ism.

That the collapse of the Belgian
resistance came within eighteen days
of the start of the Nazi invasion is
not surprising. In the light of tho
events, the amazing thing is that, un-
1ike the Dutch, the Bolgian army was
able to carry on far such a long
poriod the unequal contest against the
Nazi invasion while Dbeing strangled
from benind by the "frimndly" ombrace
of its sabotaging "Allios," Churchill
and Roynaud.

e) The Nazis Are
Br t Into Fran

Throwing tho door wide opon for
the Nazis to ontor and occupy Bolgium
was tantamount %o inviting thom to
march into France. Ordinarily, the
problem of defeating tho army which
French imperialism built wup in the
last two decades would be u formidable
one oven for a combination of powers.
In the presont “war" what scems to bo
such a'efoat” was Maccomplished" ty
tho Nazis with incrodidle ocase. In
Poluand the Nazis faced a mach more
difficult task, for therc it required
an effort to overcame tho rosistare
at Warsaw end other towns. Even in
Norway, on a relative scalo, the Nazis
wero confronted with some difficulties
caused by a portion of tho Norwogian
army. It was entirely difforent in
the "battle of France." It can bo
said with Jjustice that had the Nazis
placed Marshal Goering at the head of
the "Allied" armics he could not have
done a bettor job of facilitating the
progress of the German armles into
France tnan the one performod by the
Allied High Command. In eovery phase
of the Nazi advance the Allied High
Command "neglectod" to mako the slight-
ost effort to offer any real obstaclo.
The Nuazie speedily made ¢their way
through the Ardennes forest finding no
ohstruction to speak of. Had the
roads thore Yoon minod the Nazi tanks
would havo boon halted at least for a
brief time.

"Gormans sald they werc surpris-
ed to0 find that not ovon minos had
been laid in the Ardennes to hold

up the invaders." (Lode P. Lochner,
World Tolagram, May 31, 1940.)

From ths Ardennes +to Paris, to
Vordun, to Metz, southward to Orldams,
wostward to Havre, Cherbourg, Brost -
the Nazis marchod in tho spacc of a
fOW dayao

Under the falso protoxt of short-
age of munitions and mechanized oquip-
ment, the Northorn army, which in
actuality had enough to fit out for ty
divisions, was "wisoly" discountod as
a fighting entity by the Allied High
Command:-

“Gen. Maximo Weygand sup rome
commander, had decided, it was be-
liceved hore — and decided wisoly -
to 1loave the northern army to its
doom.

"Trapped 30 milos from the sea,
604 miles from the main Fronch army
on the Somme; lacking adequato
mechanizoed oquipmont, running short
of ammunition,pressed in and noarly
surrounded by German Armios of ime
moasurable superiority, tho Allied
Northern ar my socemod doomed."
(London, Uy P., World Tologram,May
30, 1940.)

Then camc the "miracle" of Dun-
karque. If <throughout Holland, Bol-
g¢lum and Northern France thc Nazl pro-
gress  was amazingly rapid, at
Dunkorquo, as the British wore ombarks
ing their troops to England, tho Naz
progress was suspiciously slow. And
all the while, according to the hcad-
lines, the "conflict" was growing
more furious.

To strongthon the falso impros-
sion that the "Allied" northorn army
lacked sufficiont war suppliocs, and
taus to covor up the actual leaving of
huge supplies to the Nazis, tho com-
miniques said that whatovor supplies
remainod were destroyed -

“"Allied forces ontroncied in
shell-battered Dunkerque havo des-
troyed all war material that cannot
bo removed, a semi-official nows
agency reported today. 'Whon the
Gormans entoer,! tho roport added,
'thoy will find nothing.'" (World
Tologram, Juno 6, 1840.)
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But hore too the correspondouts
entoring Dunkerque roported that tho
Goruuns found onormous supplies in-
cluding tanks, transport trucks, muni-
tion wagons, cannon,millions of rounds
of munitions.

After the "miracle" of Dunkorgque
tiaora occurrcd the “miracle" of the
SOrLc «

The Froncu Army stood on  the
Sorme Kiver, tie most powerful posi-
tion for a defonding forco in entire
Europe:-

"Germany's start of o new offen-
sive dirocted against Paris is con-
fronted with the strongest part of
the new Weygoand defonsc line, mark-
ed by tue Somue River. This natur-
al wator barrier gives an initial
alvantage to tie Allies, entrencihed
along the soutlii buank, and at somo
placos 0lding bridgoheads on tho
norta sido. Thore is no stronger
protective river shelter for a de-
fending army in Europe. The Somue's
snakelike courso alono gives Gon.
Weygand excoptional opportunitios
for flanking movoments against Ger-
man attompts tO cross the stroam."
(World Tologram, June 5, 1940. Our
emphasise)

But what did 4t matter to 1iho
"supernaturally" triumphant Nazisl
With amazing easo thoey crossed tho
Sommo Rivor over vital bridges, which
the Fronch ad left intact, and now

rolled toward Paris — which very soon
was handed over to Hitler on a platter.

But the astounding "miracle,"™ uon
a par wita tho "uiracle" of the "Cor-
ridor" to tlo Channol ports, was the
Nazi occupbdtion of Verdun. During
the World War, for four long years
tiie Kaisor's army harmered furiously
at this invincible fortress. In 1918
a supar-ofiort was tade to capturec it,
and afTtor the most savage fight ing
lusting scveral montiis, after the most
fiorco assamlts costing hundreds of
tlousands of lives, the Kuiser's gen-
erals abandoned the effort, suffi -
ciontly convinced that Verdun was inm-
prognable.  That was in a reoul war
Letween tlic Fronch and the German ime

perialists. Since the World War tne
forts of Verdun Lave been moderrized,
making the great rortress a formidailg
and really insuperable obstacle tc aa
invading army.

But pgow, in the so-called "second
world war," a veritable "miracle"
burst upon the flabbergasted world:

"Verdun, symbol of French ro—
sistance throughout the four years
of the last war, was taken by Chan-
cellor Hitler's armies in thoir
stride. Converging from two sides
they stopped Ybofore this mighty
systom of fortresses which was to
bar the road to Paris and in Swonty-
four hours had attacked, occupied
and left it behind them.

"Iwonty-five years ago the arm-
les of Imperial Germany bataed in
blood the hillsides that the Third
Reich soldiers vanquished so guick-
ly throe days ago." (N. Y. Times,
June 18, 1940. Our emphasis.)

Only political
people who allow
duped oy the
ist press

children, or
themselvos to  bo
capitalist and opportun-
will accept such ridiculous

"miracles" as manifesting a recl var
betweon the "Allied" and Gorman im-
periulists. One must grasp fuliy tho

event which spoaks for itself: '"Forts
that held off Germany in lasi war wero
conquared and passed in 24 hours."
(Ivid.)

Although tho story of inadequicy
of French armaments was passed around

v 'explain” things, it must bo ro-

mombered that aftor Dunkerque the
Fronch army was maintaining its
suporiority 4in artillery, a mighty
weapon in modeorn warfare not only in
offenso but also in dofenso:

"Dospito roportod heavy lossos
of artillery 1left behina following
the Dunkerque withdrawal of the
northern Allied forces, the Fronch
still are said to maintain their
suporiority in this category."
(World Tologram, June 7, 1940,)

Cortainly thoe air force could be

offectively omployed to aid in the
dofense of Vordun — if such dofonso
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entered into the plan of the imperial-
ists. On the very day Verdun had bean
given to the Nazis, dispatches stated
that the French air force was intact:

The Fronch radio said late to-
night %hat the Frencl Navy was 'in-
tact! and that the French Air Force
was Vintact and powerful.'" (New
York Times, June 19, 1940. A. P,
from Bordeaux.)

As to the British, they carried
out in France the same mancuver which
they had performed in Holland and Bel-
gium. Tae Canadians, for oxampls,
marched in and turned around and
marched right out again —

"Camadals
aftor months

active service force,

of preparations and
training, finally got to France
last weck, primed for front-line
action, but it was disclosoed today,
had to turn arocund immediatcly and
returned to England without having
gson a German or fired a shot."
(New York Times, June 19, 1940. Our
emphasise)

An ummistokable, familiar pattern!
After theso events, Mowrer in his July
5th raport indicated somo more unex-
plained "mysterios®™ in tho "stratogy"
of the Allied High Command:

" When the Governmont left Par-
is, the Fronch armics wore sti 1 1
virtually intact. It has never been
explained why the western forces
were not withdrawn into Brittany
where tho port of Brest might have
been defondod for woeks, or why
General Pretelat's great group of
armies in Alsace-Lorraine, on the
Maginot 1line and Rhinoc, were not
reculled in time and ordered to
force a passago at any cost."

We might make this remurk more general
and say that it has mevor been fruth-
fully explained - by the bourgeoisie
and the opportunists way at gvery
strategic point tho path into France
was loft open for Hitler freely to
take.

« V. THE MARXIST EXPLANATION

The complete and true story of
the so-called "Second World War," as
it has occurred so far, is, of course,
still a secret of the gulding lights
of imperialism, the Chamberlains, Hit-
lers, Roosevelts, Daladiers, Church-
ills, Reynauds, Weygands and  their
closest cohorts. Revolutionary work-
ers ‘have to break through the veil of
secrecy and decoption and establish
for themselves an understanding of the

"poculiar" course of this  “Sccond
World War,"
Comparisons often roveal rcal-

ities otherwisc obscure. A most fruit-
ful comparison is that betwoon tho
coursc of ovents 1in the lmperialist
war of 1814-1918 and its aftermath and
the so-called ™"Socond World War." It
is not »0 much a point-for-point come
parison which is in order, as ono bot-
ween the genoral character of those
two historical situations. Tho gnality
of the conduct of the Alliod imporial-
ists is especcially the feature to bo
observod in this comparison.

At tho outbreak of the war of
1914-1918, tho Allied imperialists
were hampered by a lack of preparation
which was real. TFaced by a decisive
superiority on the part of their foes,
the Allied imperialists organizod do-
fonsos wiiich rank with the most s tril-
ing in military history. Haetily col-
locting armies totalling about 80C,0CC
which had to face German armios num~
bering 1,350,000 combatants, the
French imporialists opposed the fierce
attackors with equal savagory and ton
acity. Considoring cost 4n human
lives and in matorials as o matter of
soccondary importanco, the Fronch im-
periulists succooded in stemming tho
advance of the German armies. At
crucial points, tho military miraclcs
of 1914 did not consist of "Forgetting"
to blow up key bridges and t0 minec
roads; of '"neglocting" to close
corridor-liko gaps, of "forgetting" to
utilize artillery, and 80 forth. on
1914..1918, foartrossos had to be dovag-
tatoé bofore being occupied, and no
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reports of o gigantic fortress being

taken intact in twenty-four hours were

spread to bewilder the masses. The

French imperizlists eand their Allies,

pursuing & policy of genuinely attempt-
ing to stop the Germun advunce, threw
in every force they could muster, how-

ever rolatively inforior it might be,

end quic iy staobilizced their positions.
Consistently for four years, the

Franco-British imporiclists stood
their ground against all odds.

Egually .indica.ive of tho policy
of the Alljeé dmperiulists in 1914
1918 was the aftermats of vtk war.

Though already warncd to be cautious
in the faco of u new revolutionary up-
surge of tho proletariat, the Alliod
imperialists contimued their ferocious
drive ogainst their Germun foes after
1918. Ropoated threats of proletariun
rovolutions and cven the example of a
successful overthrow of the bourgeoisl
in Russia werc not yot enough to force
the Allied imperialists to0 set aside
even temporariiy  taeir onslau ght
against their Gorman rivals and to
unite with them aguinsi their common
class foc. AL latc as 1923, the
Trench imporialists peripctrated an in-
vasiun of tho German .vuar, an invasion
bringing with it irdoscribable chaos
and « rovolutionary situution in Ger-
many at t'¢ end of tho year.
their ég9u lly rapacious German imperi.
alist f.. to the last ditch, the
Fronch baurgcoisie in their invasion
of the Ruhr continmued their dattle
with all the Ploodthirstiness of 1914-
1918, The type of
dage known as '“reparations" remainod
even longer &as a form of warfare cons
ducted by thoe Allied bourgsoisic.

World imperialism could not, how-
evor,contimue to live in the manner of
1914-1918 and the immediwtely ensuing
period. International capitalism in

goneral, and German capitdism in partd-

cular, passed into a stage of pro-
found crisis. Tho new foaturo of this
period of crisis which causod the im-
periulists to pause and gradudlly ro-
orient their policy was the contimued
threat of prolotarian rovolution,
starting with the successful Bolshevik
revolution in Russia, and tho utter
inability of tho bourgeoisie to extri-

Hounding

imperialist brigan-

cate themselves in any decisive manner
from the conditions of crisis taeir
society faced. Despite the crusaing
of every revolutionary situation since
1922, due to the treachery of the Sta~-
linist conspirators, capitalist socie-
ty continued to be shaken by continual
rovolutionary wupsurges culminating in
the Spanish Civil War of 1936-1939.

Pressod by the world shaking
crisis and the rosultunt fierce dCws

volopmont of tho class struggle, tho
world bourgeoisic has beon compolled
stop by step to adopt a noew policy.
In this new policy, tho impe rialists
ars subordinating their intornal cone
flicts to the requirements of thoir
strugglo against thoir common foe, the
intornational proletariat. Unable to
contimic as df the 1880-1917 poriod of
relative absence of proletarian rovo-
lution etill existed, tho intornation-
al imporialists have gradually adopt-
cd a policy conforming to tho basic
character of the post-1917 period, tho
periocd of the continued presance of
world-wide and prolonged crisis and of
the ropoated occurrence of proletarian
revolutionary upsurges. The bagis of
the new policy of world imperialism is
t0 st aside tomporarily its intornae
tional rivalries and to unitc in a ma~-
Jor and world-wide assault on the Pro-
letariat.

The most striking ovidence of tho
reorientation of international impori-
alism is the now policy gradually do-
voloped by thc former Allied impori-
alists toward their foc of 1914-1918,
Gorman imporialism.

Rocognizing German capitalism as
the chicf sore-spot in the world-copi-
talist system, the Allied imperialists
dropped their policy of driving their
Gormun rivals t0 the wall and undere
took to rchabilitate the German bourg-
coisie. The policy of attompting to
squeozo wealth out of the German econ-
omy in tho form of “roparations" gavo
way to one of pumping money into it.
Proppod up by huge loans and invest-
monts from the Allied bankors and ime
porialists, Gorman capitalism bogon to
take a new lonse on lifo. Tho Amori-
can b:nkars alone hold ovor a billion
and a half dollars worth of investe
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ments in Germany, with the British and
French financiers standing as saviours
of German capitalism practically on
par with their American colleagues.

With the rise of Hitler to power
in 1933, the Allied imperialists pas-
sed from the phase of financially aid-
ing German imperialism to that of
sanctioning and supporting its milita-
ry rearmament and territorial "re-ad-
justment." Covering up their new pol-
icy with mumerous verbal "protosts,"
the former Allicd imperialists finally
agroed to Hitlor's rcarmamont program
and even contributed to it financially,
directly and indirectly. Tho Nazi re-
militarization of the Rhineland was
offectod with scarcely a flurry. The
entirc Versailles systom was scrapped
under the mutual agreement of the Geor-
man and Franco-British  imporialists.
Under Hitlor's domination and with tha
gsanction of international imporialiem,
German armed might again bocume of ma~
jor proportions.

The torritorial advance of Gormun
imperiulism begin  virtually under the
quidance of tho Leugue of Nations, the
"moral" puppet of the Frunco-British
bunkors. A plcbiscite in tho Suarland
in Junuary 1935 conducted wunder tho
control of Lougue of Nutions officiuls
rosulted in thc return of that torri-
tory to tac Goerman finunciers. With
the «lmost undisguisod consent of the
British imperialists, the Nazi seizure
of Austria was caupleted in 1938. The
next torritorial movement of Hitler
took place under the aogis of un actu~
ol signed undorstanding amongst tho
rulcers of Fruance, Britain, Germ.ny wund
Italy, (tao Munich Pact of Soptombor
1538), wita the tacit sanction of Am-
oricun imporialism hovering convenicut-
ly on the sideclines. The Sude:t enland
and thon Czechoslovakia passed into Hit-
ler's powor. The stago was sct by
these '"peaceful' preparuations for the
ensuing "war" poricd in whica the co-
operution of the former Allied impori-
alists with thosc of Germuny contimued
under 4 now guise.

Each tactic huas a definito life
period; sooner or later it outlives
its usefulnesse Tho policy of more or
loss undisguised cooperation of the

"democratic" imperialists with their
Nazi colleagues could not be lspt up
indefinitely. As the scope of the co-
operation became broader, the disgulse
had to be reinforced so that tho co-
operation would be increasingly con-
cealed wunder the growing strengthof
the disguise. The turning point in
the tactics of tho imporialists was
reached with the Nazi invasion of Po-
land. At this point the disguisc of
tho "Allied" imperialists took the
form of a declaratim of "war" on Hit-
lor.

This "Second World War" can be
understood only in light of the
background factors and ovents which
have boen traced above. It is the
"wartime" continuationof this prec e d-
ing "peacetime™ policy of intornatim-
al imperialism. Betweon tho fact that
tho "Allied" imporialists doliborately
turned over tho Saarland, Czochoslov-
akia and Austria to Hitler and the
fact that although "war" was doclared
on Hitlor ostconsibly to defeond Poland,
thoy did not 1ift « finger in its do=-
fonco thers is wun organic, historical
connoction., The continuation of the
Munich policy in tho Polish situation
is the roulity; the declaration of
"war' by Chamberlain-Daladior is tho
deceptive appcarance, thoe disguise
which conceoals ths cooperation of the
"211i0d" with the Gormawn imporialistse
Seeming to be in violent conflict with
Hitlor to the oxtent of "war," the
"domocratic" imperialists werc ablc to
trick the masses into imagining that
now, at long last, Hi tlor ' s ag-
grossions would be stoppod.

For eight months after the in-
vasion of Poland there reigned the now
historic guiet on tac Western Front.
Almost cndless werc the "explanations"
of this quiet that worc forthcoming
from tho bourgoois spokesmen and thoir
opportunist ussistunts within the work-
ing class ranks. Somc of theso “bx-
planations" were ovon plausiblc in ap~
pearance. The rapid wunfolding of
events after this quiet poriod, how-
ever,provides groat aid in understand-
ing its roal ©bvasis. That real basis
is revoalod to be tho fact that tho
"Alliod" dmpcrialists are not at war
wita the Gorman imperialists, but aro
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forces into France to assist in the

deliberately turning FXurope over to

Hitler and his Nazi bloodrounds — for
a definite reason, as we shall see
subsequently.

With the "Allied" forces standing
by «nd not making a single genuine

move ugainst him, Hitler quickly
swallowed Donmark and Norway. In the
newspaper haadlines therec was groat

tulk of gigantic Dbatitles being fought
to savo Norway from Hitlor.  (Denmark
was conveniently "forgotton" even in
tho headlines.) Stirring storiss about
great military cxploits by the British
forcos in Trondheim, Borgen, Oslo,
Narvik and in the Skugerrak  wore
splashed over tho papers.  Subseguent
revelations proved theso stories to be
fabricutions purc and siwplc, for tho
fact of tho matter is that Norway was
given to ditler with notaing that can
e called « Dbonufido opposition.*
Mewnwhile thae fiction of "war" again
gerved to dcceive the masses in tho
ndomocrutic" nations into  thinking
that porhaps "ncxt {imo" the "Allies"
would strikec their decisive blows.

With Hitlor's moves into Bolgium,
Holland und Imxembourg, we roach the
phaso describod ot length in the first
part of tais arciclo. Oponing Hitler's
path ot overy crucial point in the
Lowlands .and in Worthern Frunce, the
“Allied" imperinlists and their High
Command couplotod the work of placing
cupitulist continental Europe wundor
the domination of the Fuscist boot.
Naturally, tals  job also requirod a
system of disgulscs. With the ccnclu~
gion of tac Norwy-Denmark phase,
Chanborlain, Daladicr and Gamelin wers
"ousted® and the promise givon that
the now loaders, Churchill-Roynuwud and
the new generalissimo Weygand, would
conduct tiao "real' war against Hitlor.
But tac Woygund who — in the promises
— Was to conduct "totul" war against
Hitlerism turncd out to be procisely
the one who offoctod the finwl paaso
of placing almost tho ontirc of con-
tinontal European capitalign under tho
tascist form of bourgeois rule. It wus
Weygund, the right-lhand man of Focl in
the war of 1914-1912, who with an army
of five millicn ron intuct was one of
tho chiof factors in bringing the Nazi
* Sco THE BULLETIL of tho Leninli st

Leasue. April-Mzy 1940, for aetails on
tnis aspoct of tao “war" in Luropc.

establishment of a French fasclist

dictatorship.

With this act, another phase of
the prosont policy of world imperial-
ism comes to a closo.

The essence of this policy can be
grasped by a total view of the events
which have wunfoldsd since September
1939. Out of these ovents  there
crorgas the figure of Hitler as the
gendarme of world imperialism. Hitlor
is being uscd by world imporialism to
place the fascist jackboot on the nock
of the prolotariat throughout copital-
ist Europo, as the proliminary stép to
wiping out tho romaining conquosts of
October in Russia. The procoss of
Hitlerizing Europe took a circuitous
routc through Contrul Europe and Scan-
dinavia  and has reached France at thoe
time of tho presont writing. Horce tho
apsurge of the workers bursting forth
in 1934-1936 and only tomporarily
quclled by the Fronch bourgeoisic with
tho aid of tho Stalinist,Socinl-democ-
ratic and othor opportunists, has beon
given 4 stunning blow by the introduc-
tion of Fascism. TFar morc importint
than the colums of motorized troops
which ontorod Paris and the ot her
industrializoed arcas of Fronce aro tho
arns of the Gestypo which acemmpany
tho Nazl troops whorcvor they move.
The oxtormimation of tho proletariaon
vaaguard of France, a potentlal monnce
of hugs proporitions to the bourgcoisic,
is boing accomplishod now by Eitlorism,
o Hitlerism not fighting against, but
colluborating with Fronch imporialism,
The fascization of Franco accomplished
by the uniguo method of bringing in
tiho Nazis roprescnts tho true funda-
montal character of what has bocn
passing for +the "Second World Wor."
This so-callad "Sccond World War,w is
a clags war of world imperialism
against the world proletariat, and not
at all a4 Second World War in tho sonsc
of & war amongst the  imporialists
similar to that of 1914-1918.

This clags fouturc of tho so-
called "Socond World Wur" is what ac-
counts for its nur. S rou s
%peculiaritios." This class foature
is the basis of tac "failure" of tho
%Allied* dmperialists to como to tho
aid of Cgzochoslovakia, Poland, Denmark,
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Norway, Hollamd and Belgium in the de-
cisive manner of which they were cap-
abls had this Dbeen thelr intention.
This class feature is the reason for
the ability of the Nazis t0 march
through France as if on parade, while
vital Frenca bridges were left intact,
while fortrsesses wore evacuated with-
out a fight, while ZFronch artillory
and tanks and Y“Allied" air armadas
woere conspicuous chiefly far their ro-
maining unusocd.

The total <crushing of +the
European proletaricyg under the hoel of
Fascism will bo only the preclude, how-
ever, to the major aspect of the task
which world impericlism has sot itself
for the present period. In goneral
this task can be doscribed as & world-
wide offort to rchabilitutse  inter-
national capitalism and rotrench it on
a new basis. The major aspect of thils
task is an assault on the Stalinized
Soviet Union, the restoration of
bourgeols privatc property theroin and
tho division of its auge territory and
unlimited wealtnz wmongst the imporial-
ist powers. Only on the basis of such
a conquest can international capital-
ism extricute itself to any pruactical
extent from its present statec of
crisis. The prosent assasult on the
world prolatariat taking place under
tho name of the "Second World War,"
if not counter-acted by revolutibnary
action, must roach its culmination in
the destruction and partition by
international imperialism of the Stal-
inized Soviet Union. Tikis schems, if

successful, will accomplish the
historic tasik of the  international
bourgeoisie in the present poriod,

namoly, to restoro capitalism to its
former world-wide scope by re-introduc-
ing bourgeois-private property in the
land contuining the remnants of the
economic congucsts of the first suc-
cessful proletarian revolution. This
is, and cun be the only porspective of
the internationnal Dbourgeoisie todyy,
and it is only in tho light of this
perspoctive that the "poculiuritios"
of the so-culled "Second World War"
can bc undoerstood.

The epoch of godern imperialism
can boe divided into three chief parts.
The first, that extonding up to 1817-
1918 markod tho most prodigious

clash betwedn groups of exploiters in
the history of class society. Its
keynoto was tho world imporialist war
of 1914-1518. The socond part, a
transition from tho first to the third
part, was an irrogular one which at
timos combined features of inte r-
dmporialist struggle with featuros of
class war in which international im-

perialism morc or less united against
the proletariat. A most striking ex-
ample of such a combination is found

in the period of 1918 to 1920. During
this poriod the Allicd imporialists
continucd to bloed their Gorman rivals
and at tho same timo united with thom
as far as possidle in an assault on
the new Soviet Republic. In the faco
of tho rising crisis of world capital-
ism, tais ‘"mixod" policy could not be
contimued. The  third part, which
bogins in Russia in 1917, is markod by
tic unfolding of tho class struggzle in
its highest, its final form, that bot-
woen the intorrational prolstariat and
tac intornational  bourgeoisie. Its
keynoto is tho Bolshovik Rewolution of
1917. Aftor the rovolutionary crisis
in CGormany in 1923, tho class war
gradually came to supercedc the intor-
imporialist conflicts until at present
it is complotoly dominant.

Unless this world-wide dominance
of tiic class war, overshadowing the
intor-imperialist conflict, is under-

stood, the courss of events in the
present will remain a mystory, tho
workers will romain at tho mercy of

twurgeois swindlers and their oppor-
tunist assist.nts. It 1s not ocasy to
grasp tois basic foature of tho pres-
ent historical poriod in its entiroty.
In a pregious article 4in our public-
atiorn thore can be found a unique o
ample of what may result from failure
t0 understand the complote domination
of the class war elemont in the
present poriod. The articls ehtitlod,
YOn Hitléw's 'Seizure! of Norway,"
(THE BULLETIN, April-May 1940 , cOn-
tains the prediction:— "There will be
no Nazi invasion of Belgium!" (p. 25.)
This obviously false prediction was
based on the idea that a move on Hit-
ler's part toward the West would sig-
nify that the imperialiste are really
fighting each other becausc their plan
of uniting against the proletariat and

the Soviet Union had for some reason
failed, It was not fully grasped to
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what oxtent the present lovel of do~
velopment of the class struggle could
drive the impcrialists. That tne needs
of thc class war would regquire t h o
turning over of Belgium — as Toland,
for examplo, was turned over —— to Hit-
ler was out of the range of our under-
standing. And that France 1t s e lf
would be given over evon for &4 sacond
to Hitlor's pclicing was a notion ut-
terly beyond cven our romotost concop-
tion. And yot thosoe scoemingly fantias-
tic cvents havo muterialized. That Hit-
ler was boing uscd as the gendarme of
world imporialism wo undsrstood,but fre
oxtont to which he would be thus used
was ravealed only by the unfolding e-
vents around the move into the Lowlants
«nd France. It is possible that  the
full heigat of tho development 0f the
clags struggle in the present historic-
al period uas not yet vecn roveuled een
by tho remavkable course of history so
far. The task of revolutionary wrkers
is to develop the necessary vigilance
and sharpness to grasp the true char-
acter of thc class struggle iIn  its
entiretye.

¥I. THEHE POSITIOH
OF TEE CPPORTUNISTS

The fundamentul fcature of oppor-
tunism in general is that historically
it carries out the line and policy of
imporialism. In the capitalist opoch,
there arc only two possible, mutually
exclusive positions, that of thc tour-
geoisic and that of Marxism. Regard-
less of wnat may be the unigue aspect
0f any particular variety of opporiu-
nism, 1lts general churactaeristic, dis-
tortion of reulity, places it politi-
cally and ideologically in the service
of the capitaliist class. It is neceos-
sary to strip the outward sheil with
which opportunisn cumouflages its re-

actionary caaracter and nakes itsclf
palatadclo to the worksrs, and to ro-
veal 1its Dbasically pro-bourgoeois na-

turs.

Concorning the so-callod "Second
Jorld War,» therc arc two basic posi-
tions to bo discorned. One, that of
the bourgeoisie, waich muintains that
thore is a gonuine war roging amongst
the imperialists in Europe und wnich

endeavors to conceal the actual coop-
eration of the imperialists in their
caaron assault on  the international
proletariat and in thelr preparatiocn
for their forthcoming attack on tiz
Stalinized Soviet Union. The other
position is that of Marxiem, which ex-
poses the fraudulent and sham charac-
ter of the "“war" alloged to be zoing
on amongst the imperialists and which
reveals tho class charactor of the o~
vents in Europe. Marxism endoavors to
combat tho bourgeois distortions  of
tho nature of tho class strugglc. The
opportunists unanimously proscnt tho
bourgeois position on the "Second
World War," and thus assist tho impo-
rialists in distorting the charactor
of tho class struggle.

With éne voice, the Stalinists,
Trotskyists, Cehalerites end other op-
portunists proclaim <that thoe "Sccond
World War" 1is o gomuine inter-imperi-
alist war similar in fundamental char-
acter to that of 1914-1918. "“The war
that has brokon out in Europc is the
Second Imperialist War," proclaim the
Stalinist burocrats (Doclaratios of
tho National Committoo, CePe UdSeds).
Following suit, the Trotskyitc leaders
stated: ",... the war ir Burope is @
impericlist war, with the arch-reac-
tionary Hitler on ono side, bYacked at
tho moment by the trcacherous Stalin
rezgime and with the imporinlist gov-
ornmments of Chamberlain and Drladier
on tho other"  (Socinlist Apneal,
Octobar 17, 1939). A% tho time w hen
tha collaboration of the "Alli:d" with
the German imperinlists had rcachad the
point of decliberately bringing hitler
into Francoe to help estoblish fascism
there, the Trotskyitos doclared:
"Gormany has wunloosed all the furios
of holl irn a major offcnsive to which
the Allies are replying in kind (sicl)
with all (sic!) their fcrces of des-
truction" (Socialist Appeal, June 29,
1940 — our emphasis). An organic pwi
of the pseudo-Bolshevik camy, Ochlor
writes: "Everybody should kaow that
the socond imperialist war started
last September with the Gorman invesion
of Poland and the Anglo-Fronch declar-
ation of war." (Figating Worior, July
1, 1940,) Strictly tooing tac psoudo-
Bolshevik mark, Stamm stased: "The
war in Europe is an imperialist war,
It is the diroct result of tho imperi-




alist peace of Versailles. Like the

war of 1914-1918 it is fought on all
sides for imporialist onds." (Revolt,
Sopt. 16, 1939.) "Thoe Socond Imperi-
alist War is & continuation of tho
First which lastod from 1914 to 1918,"
cry the Shachtmunite leadors (Labor
Action, July 1, 1840). Statomonts Of
similar charactor oould be producod
from all the opportunists who posc as
Bolshoviks, for in sproading this
fraud they stand togethor solidly.
Novertholess, tho numorous “pcculiar”
fcatures of this “Second Imperiulist
War" arc a0 obvious that the opportun-
jats are constrainod to "expluain' tiaem
This also thoy do in tho munnor of the
Wourgeoisias A foew oxampleées arc in
ordere.

The imporialists, straining thom-
selves to concel the gclags reasons
for tho %peculiarities" of tho "Second
World War,® put forth a variety of
mailitary" reasons for the "queor"
course of the cvents 4in Europe. Tho
opportunists, following tho 1linc of
tho imperialists, likowise offer "mil-
itary" roasons. Wiy did tho Naszi
forces march through France as if on
parade? Was it bocause the French and
British 4imporialists and thoir High
Command, for politicul roasons, opened
the path for tho Nazis? Not at all,
in the Trotskyist "explanation." It
is bocause tho Fronch cupitalist class
has become amazingly stupid about mil-

itary afiairs,"explains" the Sociulist

Appeals "It entorod upon the conflict
with a positively myopic disregurd of

the real rolationship of armed
gtrongth," writos Storn (Socialist
Appoal, Juno 23, 1940). One  would

imagine that the Fronch bourgooisio
appeared on tho scone only yostorday,
and that boforc it had time to 1lift o
finger it was forced intd a war. It
would secm, if wo follow the Trotsky-
ites, that tho Fronch bourgeoisioe,
dospito their domobilization of two
classes, did not have an enormous army
numboring five million mon, thc groat-
ost fortifications in the world, the
second largest navy in Europe, a prod-
igious degroe of mechanized forces in-
cluding the most powerful and most
numerous artillory, a vast, first-rate
tank force, a giguntic alr force,to
say nothing of tho sourcoes of military

Strength at its
partner, Briltish

disposal from its
imperialism. (We
shall also say nothing of the stream
oi supplies passing from the United
States to France and England.) Nor
did the Fronch bourgeoisie have the
advantage of tho exporionco of tho war
of 1914-1918 and of the two docados
intorvoning thercafter, tho Trotskyist
“explanation" would lead workers to
boliovoy the Froneh bourgeoisic had
morcly "myopia." We observe, howevoer,
that this allcged '"myopia" was of &
vory “poeculiar® charactor, for it led
tho Fronch bourgeooisio to croate one
of the most giguntic and powerful
military organizations in history and

thon deliborately to rofrain from
using it against Gorman imporialism.

Due to the fact that the Fronch bour-
gecoisic had as its policy not to util-
izc its armed gstrongth against tho
Gorman imporialists, but to opon tho
path for tho Nazis, all talk about in-
foriority, "my®pia" or stupidity is
Juat so much deception.

It 18 not our intontion at this
roint to give a complote picturoc of
tho various distortions committod by
tho opportunists. For such a picture,
the reador has but to go to the bour-
gecois press whose "explanations"  ho
will fingd roproduced point by point in
the opportunist publications, tricked
out of course in tho 1lattor with
"Marxist" lingo. In tho opportunist
pross of tho psoudo-Bolshovik varioty,
thors will be found a groat doal of
noise about "furning tho imporialist
war into a civil war," and about tho
"noed for a social revolution." Those
Marxist phrases sorve simply as o
covor for the fact that tho historical
function of tho psoudo-Bolsheviks is
to prossrvo tho power of imperialism.
Tho distortions of the opportunists
with respect to <the character of the
so-called "Second World War" is only
onc aspect of their total function
which is to mislead tho advancod work-
ors, who arc tiacir most immodinte
victims, and through tho adv ancod
workors, %0 mislead the toiling masses
in gonoral.

The rolation of opportunism to
the "Second World War®™ and to yol
presont situation is o fundamontal,
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historical one. The international im-
perialists have been able to arrive at
their present operations because of
the Stalinist degeneration of the
first Workers State. Imperialism
successfully marches forward in its
onslavght against the world prolet-
ariat and in its prepurations fer an
assault on tine dogenerating Soviet
Union becausec of the paralysis of the
working class due to the Stalinist
virus seothing in its veins. Since
1922, the iIntornational proletariat
has been dofeated in every revolution-
ary situation because of the treachsry
of Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamenev-Trotsky who,
plectting t0 preserve taeir burocratic
power and privilege, had to disrupt
the develooing proletarian revolution.
Ther: weuld be mno Hitlor in power in
Germuny to act as the gendcarme of
world imporialism 1f in 1923, when
German capitalism was on the brink of
collapso, the Gorman toilers khad not
boen paralyzed by tho treachorous
dircctivos of Zinoviev, Trotsky, Kag-
enev, Stalin and their fellow conspir-
ators for burocratic powor. bIroaking
loose from the bonds of Dbourgeois
power, the mighty Gorman working class
would havo swept over Euvrope, and the
roverberations of tho rovolutionary
upheaval in Europe would have eant
capitalism crashing to its aostruction
on & world-wide scale. Tae Stalinist
degeneration of the Bolshevik movoment,
however, operating since 1921-22, has
made it nossible for the bourgecolisio
to entor into schomes of unprecedonted
daring and scopo. If the prosont his-
torical poricd comes t0 o close with
the bourgecoisie as the victors, the
primary reason for this will bo the
treachory of Stalin and his political
satellites, Trotsky, Shachtman and tho
othor psoudo-Bolsheviks.

Regardless of what the stage or
form of tho class struggle may bo, the
first etop toward the victory of thc
probtariat is the formation of o Bole
shevik party. Today, in the epoch of
the Stalinist degoncration of  the
original Bolshevik movemcnt, the first
step toward proletarian victory is %o
form a now Bolshevik parhy. The chiof
rogponsibility for effecting this step
at prosent rests with those advancod
worlers wko alroady realizo +he nesd

.for such a new Bolsnevik party. These

advanced workers stand historically at
the head of the entire proletariat. It
is first and foremost their duty to
unearth the truth, to test the Marxist
character of thelr politics against
reality, to determine whether their
politics be truly Marxist. The follow-
ers of Trotsky, Shachtman, Oshler or
Stomn who find their leaders repoating
the distortions furnished by the bour-
geoisic atout the character of tho"Sec-
ond Vorld War" rmst concludc that their
position is anti-Marxist. Thc falsi-
fication of the present situation by
thc pseudo-Bolshoviks is not at all
accidental; it is rooted in taecir dis-
tortions and fabrications about the
entire post-revolutionary poriod which
had its Dboginning in 1921-1922.
Clearly, any tondonecy which hidos the
truth about Stalin, Trotsky and othaer
rencgados from Bolsnevism, any organ-
ization which spreads the fraud that
the British and French imperialists
arc gngagod in o war against tho Gor-
man and Italian imperialists, is not
furthoring the causo of the masscse
Quite tho oprosito. Objcctively, and

in some cascs subjectively, such ten-
dency is aiding the internation-
al bourgcoisic to fool the workers

and ushoer in Fascism.

The nunprocodentedly rapid fas-
cizatian of Eolland,Belgium and France
provides vanguard workers with o brui-
al warning of what tho futurc aolds
for thic massos. Reulizing that the
proscnt aistoricul period of capital-
ist instability roquires action swift
and decisivo beyond that of any poriod
rroviously faced, the bourgooisic aim
at leaving no timo for the workors to
searci for an wunderstanding of {fhe
prosent situation and to gather farcos
for revolutionary action. In tho daoys
to come thorc will be noe poriod of
relatively quiot yoars in which the
toilers will have time to roorganizo
thomsolvos along Marxist lines. Ono
forocious assault aftor another in
rapid and continuous succession and
similar in dovastation and scope 10
taat in Europo is what the bourgooisic
have in store for tho massos in thc
very few romaining countrics not yot
under tho boot of fascisme

Worxors who alrcady realize tiac
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need for a new Bolshevik party must
apply tHemsclves intemsely to the task
¢f analyzing the present situation and
the political +tondency +thoy follow,
Investigation and discussian,thBrough,
decisive, and intensc is the prime re-
quirement in tho gathoring of forces
for a new rovolutionary party. Rojec-
tion of every variety of decoption and

illusion is the beginning of the strug-
gle for tho new Bolshevik party. A
calling 10 accounts of all the pseudo-
Bolsrhovik 1lesaders and their ojection
from the proletarian van guard must be
the first point on the agenda of the
advanced workers today.
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A POST-SCRIPT ON THE "BATTLE OF FRANCE!

The fact that the Anglo-French im-
perialists have been cooperating with,
rather than warring against, +the Ger-
man imperialists long prior to and
since September 1939, meanwhile trying
to create the opposite impression for
reasons outlined in the article, "The
Case of Holland, Belgium and France,"
has led to situations almost unparal-
led for fantastic quality.

Workers will easily recall the
roaring headlines heralding the start
of what was referred to as the "Bgttle
of France." The vivid reports of a
"vast Nazi blitzkrieg" and of a "tre-~
mendous clash of millions of soldiers"
in the “greatest battle in history"
cannot easily be forgotten. This re-
ported "Battle of France," guided by
Churchill-Reynaud, has already gone
down in history as the Waterloo of the
Twentieth Century.

Yet less than two months after
this epochal "Battle of France'was re-
ported to have occurred, one finds in
a lecading journal of the imperialists,
The New York Herald-Tribune,a featurecd
article beginninz with the amazing
sentences "It now seems quite clear
that there never was a Battle of
France, a battle for Paris, or what-
ever 1i% was called in the days before
the country's collapse."
July 23, 1940. Our emphasis)

Some of the high-lights in this
article are worth reproducing. The re-
porter,Kerr, was a member of the Paris
Bureau of The New Yorxk Herald-Tribune
and made first-hand observations of
what was occurring during the alleged
"Battle of France.!

It appears in this latest light
on the situation that the Nazi "blitz-
krieg" against ©Paris consisted of
troops without tanks and armoured cars,
and whose vanguard was composed of bi-
cycle troops: -

"I have talked to refugees who
were overtaken on the road by the
German advance and who then return-
ed to Paris. They never saw any
real fighting. And on two of these

( Walter Kerr,
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roads the Germans advanced without
tanks and armored cars: their van-
guard was composed of bicycle troops
and their striking power was mobile
artillery." (Ibide Our emphasis)

Concerning the "wave of flame and
steel'which was alleged to have driven
the Prench soldiers back, Kerr has
this to report: .

"At first it was believed that
they were simply driven back bya
highly mechanized army that rolled
forward on a wave of flame and

steels But this theory has been
discarded, for except along the

Somme and the Aisne and at isolated
spots, there is no evidence of bat-

tle." (Ibid. Our emphasis )
As for +the Somme-Aisne sector, Kerr

has this to say concerning the French
army: "It never put up much resistance
to the Somme-Aisne offensive." Others
substantiated the general character of
Kerr's observationse A well-known
French Journalist was interviewed :

"Stephane Lauzanne, for many
years editor of 'Le Matin,' return-
ed to Paris a week ago, disgusted
with what he had seen in Angers. He
looked out of his window one morning
and saw taree battalions of coloni-
al troops moving south, the city's
garrison. They werc marching in
good order, he said, but there were
no officors with thems He went out
to ask a sergeant, and this soldier
shrugged his shoulders and said he
did not know where the officers
were. They had ordered him to lead
the retreat. One hundred and forty

Germans captured Angers  the next
day without tanks." (Ibide Our om-

phasis)

It should be mentioned that the city
of Angers which this handful of Nazis
without +tanks took over is one of
84,000 population, for France a sizec..
able citye Kerr states on his own ac:
count: "I know that entire iivisions
surrendered without g fight, at Sl
Valery~-en~Caux, for example, just south
of Dieppe." (Ibide Our emphasis)




- 30

Thus went Churchill-Reynaud's "Byttle
of France." "They surrendered without

a fight," "they never saw any real
fighting," "there 1is no evidence of
battle.

The stories issuing from the Fran-
co-British-~Nazi high commands about
the raging of a "Battle of France"
w2re out-and-out fabrications. The ac-
tual fact, shown by this and other re-
nerts was that the French Army and the
British forces were whisked away by
the MAllied" 1leaders and the path
cleared for the Nazis to occupy French
territory. THE FRENCH ARMY WAS NOT
DEFEATED. It was withdrawn intact to-
gether with the British troops without
a fight so that with the aid of the
Nazis a Fascist regime could be rapid-
ly set up in France. The mythical
"Battle of France" consisted actually
of sporadic fighting by isolated group-
lets of soldiers who,deserted by their
of ficers or determined in any event to
fight to the 1last, offered indepen~
dent - i.e., 1independent of the YAl-
lied" generals - resistance to the Na~
zis. Other reports indicatec that
small detachments of Polish soldiers,
bitter and enraged against the Nazis,
were especially noted for this sort of
desperate last-ditch fighting. The
French Army as a whole, and the Bri-
tish forces, were, however, removed
from the scene immediately upon tke
Nazis!' advance into France. This is
the only possible conclusion from a
careful study of the reports which
have filtered throughe.

Naturally, the bourgeois journal-
ist, Kerr, does not provide a Marxist
political explanation of the events he
witnessecd. He attributes what he
calls the French collapse - (actually
therec was no collapse, but success on
the part of the "Allicd" imperialists
in their collaboration with Hitler) -
to"eight months of idlencss after Sep-
tember," "a censored press that was
not allowed to hint that anything was
wrong," "too little mobile artillery'-

(how does he know there was too little
moviie gartillery since there was no
tactle in which to find out?) - to a
"lack of morale," etc.,etcs Neverthe-
less, Kerr makes the significant re.
mark: "And the result was a feeling
among the men that they had been be-
trapad. They still think so." (Ibid.
Our emphasis.) The impression amongst
the Frenchh soldiers that their leaders
sold them out is infinitely more in
line with reality than Kerr's psycho-
logical and military "reasons" for the
"ecollapse" of the military machine of
French imperialism.

The advanced workers who already
understand the need to overthrow the
rule of the imperialists and who rea-
lize the necessity to create a new Bol-
shevik Party and International as a
preliminary to that overthrow must en-
ter into a scientific, Marxist analy-
sis of what has been passing under the
label of the "Second World War." These
workers must especially analyze the na-
ture of the "explanations" given to
them by the wvarious organizations
vhich call themselves "Bolshevik." A
careful study will reveal that the "ex-
planationstziven by Trotsky, Shachtman,
Ochler, Stamm, to mention the chief op-
portunist tendencics which endeavor to
pass themselves off as Bolshevik move-
ments cngaged In building a new Bol~
shevik Party and International,arc fun-
damentally of the same fake nature as
those of the imperialist spokesmen.
"Inferior preparation," "Hitler's to-
talitarian regime," "lack of arma-
ments," "poor generalship," and simi-
lar fraudulont "reasons" will be found
prescented in one form or another by
these opportunists as "explanation" of
the "defeat"of the French imperialistse.
From whatever the specific angle any
of these tendencies may specak, taey
all unanimously conceal, under the co-
ver of their fraudulent "explanations,'
the real policy of international im-
perialism, which is inter-imperialist
cooperation in a world-wide assault on
the toiling masses.

———
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MORE ASOGUT NOEWAY

After weeks of headline bombarde
ments regarding the activities in Nor-
way, the British High Command came out
with an "explanation" for their lack
of assistance to0o Norway when it was
invaded by Hitler. News began to come
in that the British were withdrawing
from the southern and central parts of
Norwaye This, we were told, was a
strategic withdrawal which had as its
object the concentration of strong"Al-
lied" forces in Narvik, the key city
with respect to Swedish ore shipments
to Germanye

After some more headline bombard.
ments, the British reported that they
had captured Narvik, the all-important
key city to Germany's iron ore supplye
This, it was said, was a great victory
for the "Allies."™ This "victory" was
accomplished after a reported siege
which was said to have lasted a few
woekse The real victory, however, lay
in the fact that by this Narvik cap-
ture the British managed to cover up
the handing over of the rest of Norway
to Hitlere. The bourgeols press boaste
ed that the position of the "Allies"
was now very strong in Narvik, that
the German garrison there was being
mopped up, that the Germans were in
full flighte

Suddenly, on June 10, we read:

"Once Doomed Nazi Troops Back
in Narvik
"Gerran froops in northern Nore
way, saved from vhat appeared to be
certaia defeat by the withdrawal of
Allied forces and the resultant cae
pitulation of the Norwegian army,
moved back today into the battered
Nervilkk arca, from which they werse
driven after & siege of several
reelzso M (New York Post, June 10,
1940. Our emphasis)

Thus we see that not only did the "Al-
lied" forces by withdrawing present
Narvik, which, according to the British
themselves, 1is an all-important iron
ore port, to Hitler, but they also pre.
vented "what appeared to be certain de-
feat" of the "enemy."

On the same day we read an as-

fowding plece of news: Norway became
e "neutralized territory" and the Na-.
zig let the "Allies™ take their leave
in peace.

"In Paris an official announce..
ment ecald Norway became 'neutrali..
zed territory! 1last midnight and
that the Germans agreed not to ine
terfere with the evacuation of the
Allies." (New York World-Telegran,
June 10, 1940)

Thus even the pretense of defend-
ing Norway against Hitler has been
abandoned. Norway is now "neutral" -
in the hands of the Nazisl

The story was spread, also, that
there was a serious blockadse of Gere
manye The pwpose of a blockade is %o
prevent the "Yenemy" from getting ary
supplies. However, in giving Narvik
to Hitler, and "neutralizing" Norway
under the Nazia'! control, the Briiish
imperialists assisted him in obtaining
valuable supplies from Sweden and Fine
land..

"In gaining control of the bate
tled wreck of Narvik harbor and the
other northern Norwegian ports, Ger-
many obtained a stranglehoid on
virtually all commerce from Sweden
and Finland." (New York Post, June
10, 1940)

"The evacuation of ritish
troops from Norway,even if they did
blow up the docks and the railrosd
at Narvik, removed Nazi fears thac
they would not be able to gzet aign
grade iron ore from Kiruna, Sveder,
e « o" (New York Times, July 1,
1940)

This voluntary offer of Narvik to
Hitler 1is an additional and importanai
point to show that there is not 5
serious fight between the Anglo-irench
and the German imperialists, but col..
laboratione.

It will be recalled that when Fis.
ler invaded Norway, Chambterlain, the
then Prime Minister of England,assert-
ed that this was just the step the “4l~
lied were waiting fore He sail that



Hitler had made & great blunder by se-
parating his forces and allowing ths
Norwegian expsdition to become cut off
from its German base. It was promised
that the British Navy would now deal a
death~blow to Hitler in Norway.Churche
111, the +then First Lord of the Ad-
miralty boasteds

A1l German ships in the Skagger-
ak and Kattegat will be sunk. . "
(New York Times, April 11, 1940 )

The day after the German drive ine
to Norway began, the newspapers in Lot
don and New York were announcing in
big headlines that the greatest battle
in naval history,; since the Battle of
Jutland, was in progress in the waters
between Denmark and Norwaye A verie
table hell of fire and destruction, of
screaming shells and drowning men,etcs,
etcs, Was reportedly taking place. On
April 11 the London Times wrotes

"British warshipse have pene-
trated into the Oslo Fjord and
threatened to bombard the Norwegian
capital unless it was surrendered
before 1 o'clock this afternoon,
according to reports from Charlot
tenberg, on the Swedish~Norwegian
frontier,."

And the American press followed suit:-

"British warships were reported
early today to be ready to shell
the Germans out of Oslo after en
gaging German men~of-war in the bige
gest naval battle since the battle

of Jutland 24 years agos." (New Yok
Times, April 11, 1940)

"First meager reports of the
Skaggerak hattle, fought almost

within Swedish territorial waters,
§ald the British Fleet appeared to
be whipping the Nazi warships after
forcing its way through the Skage
gerak and down into the Kattegat
strait between Sweden and Denmark,"
(Ibid.)

WNazis Driven from Bergen, Trond-
heim; Allies Battle Enemy Ships in
Skaggerak, Force Way to Oslo, Order
Germans Oute" (Ibid.)

The "great naval battle" between the
German and British Dbattle#iips cone
tinued to rage -~ in the pzpers:

"All day ships of every descrip-
tion crammed with men, munitions,
stores and tanks, salled from Brit.
ish ports acrose the wnorth Sca.
From morning to night pleasure
steamers at one point carried men
and stores out ¢to a variety of
transport wvessels, which were then
convoyed to sea by strong forma
tions of British warships. GSeversl
of these wWarsnips had jusi relurn-
ed from ergagements with Gerran

ships in the Skaggerak and the Kate
togats" (New York Times, April 16,

1940, Our emphasis)

And further;

", + othe British Navy has been
crashing in among the German merw
cantile marine in the Skaggerak and
Kattegat 1like & bull in a china
shope" (New York Times, April 17,

1940)

This evidence serves to show that the

imperialists were giving widespread
reports that a terrific naval battle

involving powerful warships, etc. was

in progress. These storigs created the
impression that finally the “warring®

powers were now really fighting to the

finishe Subsequent reports, however,

which were placed in inconspicuous com
ners of the newspapers, revealed the

truth about this alleged "greatest na=

val battle since Jutland.! In actual-

ity THERE WAS NO BATTLE OF THE SKAG-

GERAK AND KATTEGATes And the British

Admiralty and Government kmew it.

"It 4is evident from Mr. Churche
111's statement that there has been
no 'battle! in progress at sea in
the las® few days in the sense
which has been conveyed to the pube
lic by the somewhat excited reports
which have been reaching this coun-
try from Sweden, uncorrected until
yesterday by any announcement of
real events from the British Govern-
ment." (London Times, April 12,
1940)
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Thus we see that although Churchill
and the bourgeoisie allowed the stow
ries to go out, that a great naval
battle was in progress, they knew that
these stories were not true. However,
these fabrications helped the imperiae
lists in their attempt to create the
impression that there is a real war
raging amongst them.

After the Norwegian sell~out was
accomplished and half forgotten,Churche
111, now Prime Minister, made a speech
in the House of Commons which threw
further 1light on the mythical "battle
of the Skaggerak.! In attempting to
drug the mind and nerves of the masses,
he bragged of the tremendous power of
the British Navy and assured them that
Hitler would have great difficulty in
transporting an army to British shorese
Not only would the Germans have to con-
tend with '"the most powerful navy in
the world," he stated, but mine fields
have been sown throughout the Channele.
In other words, Churchill was assuring
his 1listeners that the British are
ready for the anticipated invasion. 4s
if to answer the unasked question which
was in the mind of some of the unin-
iviated about the ease with which the
Germans transported their troops to
Norway across the Skaggerak and the
Kattegat, Churchill said:

"Some people will ask why it was
that the British Navy was ngt able
to prevent the movement of a large
army from Germany into Norway across
the Skaggerak. But conditions in
the Channel and in the North Sea
are in no way like those which pre-
vailed 1in the Skaggerak. In the
Skaggerak, because of the distance,
we could give no air support to our
surface ships and consequently, ly=
ing as we did close to the enemy's
main air power in Norwegian waters,

¥E WERE COMPELLED TO USE QNLY OUR
SUBMARINES. We could not enforce a

decisive blockade of interruption
of the enemy's surface vessels."
(New York Times, June 19, 1940. Our
capitals and emphasis)

To get the real significance of tais

statement, Churchill's assertion that
" . .wc were compelled to use only

our submarines. We could not enforce

@& decislve blockade or interruption of

the enemy's surface vessels," ghould
be compared with the above-quoted re.
ports to the effect that "British war..
ships have penetrated into the Oslo
Fjorde . ." and that ". . .the British
Fleet appeared to be whipping the Nazi
warships after fording its way through
the Skaggerak and down the Kattegat
strait between Sweden and Denmark" and
that "o . .warships had just returned
from engagements with German ships in
the Skaggerak and the EKattegate"
Churchill!s assertion that "... Wwe
were compelled to use only our sub-
marines" proves the reports about Bri-
tish warships blasting the Nazi fleet
to pieces 1in the "battle of the Skag-
gerak" to be utter fabrications. Again
it is _proved that the alleged "battle
of the Skaggerak," that "greatest na-
val battle since Jutland," never took
places The fact of the matter is that
the Nazi vessels freely transported
troops and heavy military equipment
such as tanks and artillery over the
waters to Norwaye The gigantic British
fleet of warships was not brought into
action to prevent Hitler from taking
Norvwaye

The stories about "great naval
clashes" in the Skaggerak and Kattegat
which were reported and which fooled
millions of workers turned out to be a
gigantic hoax which greatly ailded the
imperialistse Behind the smokescreen
created by this fabricated "great na~
val battle" the imperialists succeeded
in estallishing Fascist rule in another
country by bringing in their gendarme
of Europe, Hitlers

The bourgeoisie are not alone in
spreading their wvarious deceptions,
They have as aids the opportunist ten-
dencies which operate in the proleta.
rian vanguarde A concrete and most
striking example of the assistance
rendered the bourgeolsie by the oppor-
tunists 1s to be found in the Oehler.
ite press in connection with the fraud-
ulent concoction of a "battle in the
Skaggerak and Kattegate® The Oehler.
ites wrote:

"Hitler and the German imperial-
ist robbers want Norway to protect
their iron ore shipments in Sweden
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t0 gain control of 1100 miles of
seacoast to break the blockade, and
to form a new base for attack &-
gainst Britaine. But the battles in
the GSkagerrak and Kattegat will
force Germany to find néw communica-
tion lines.. . " ( International
News, May 1940, pe 5)

Here we find Oehler not only repeating
the imperialists! deceptions about the
"battles in the Skaggerak and Kattegat"
but even drawing "conclusions" from
theme *. . .the battles in the Skge
gerrak and Kattegat" -~ which never

took place - ", . .will force Germany
to find ndw communication lines,"wrote
the Oehlerites. It should be pointed
out that to date Oehler has not re.
pudiated this nonsense, In more or
less this same fraudulent vein, fol-
lowing the 1lead set by the imperial-
ists, Oehler has been "explaining" the

sowcalled "Second World War.!

Reality shows that there was no
struggle on the part of the "Allies W
to prevent Hitler from occupying Ncre
way,but on the contrary, that the “il..
lies" 1led by Chamberlain, Churchill,
Daladier and Reynaud, cooperated with
Hitler and deliberately left open his
path into Norway. OContradicting real-
ity and repeating word for word the
deceptions of the imperialists,Stamm's

Revolt wrote during the Norwegian
events: "This is the Fifth day of the

struggle of Germany to conquer Norway

and of Britain and France to prevent
i1t." (april 20, 1940. Our emphasis)

Thus do the opportunists, posing as
creators of a new revolutionary party,
"explain® reality to the toilers
and aid the imperialists to deceive
the workers about the "Sscond World
War."

In discussing the position of the
Revolutionary Communist Vanguard on
Russia. (THE BULLETIN, February 1940),

n
gﬁ%i tali% e?.}ri% d é'%gpéﬁfeg ’?p}ogﬁﬁ
tion and exchange does not exist in
Russia.

The position presented by the
ReC.Ve which led us to such a conclu-
slon was their statement that is Ruse
Sia -

". . « the dictatorship of Labor
was undermined and battered and

bled, -~ but that it still survives
is proven by the fact that capital-
ism in Russia 1is straltjacketed,
cannot buy and sell as it requires,
cannot exploit as it pleases, canh=
not trade with foreigners freely."
(0.F., "For Finland's Freedom," The
Truth, January 9, 1940, ps l. Our
emphasis )

To one familiar with Marxist termino-
logy, the phrase "dictatorship of La~
bor," or as Marx used it, "the dicta~
torship of the proletariat," denotes a
form of rule which rests on an economy
#1ich is neither capitalism nor com-
plete socialism, tut which is in tran.

gition from oapitalism._to socialiem.
This transition economy historically
is proletarian in character. Dictator-
ship of the proletariat, even in its
present Stalinized form, means that
private ownership of the means of pro=-
duction has been abolished as the pro-
ductive modes.

Therefore, when the R.C.V. used
this Marxist term, substituting labor
for proletariat, we assumed that at
least they were using it in its sciene
tific, Marxist sense, to describe a
state resting upon proletarian economy.
The R.C.Ve has informed us, however,
that although they consider that there
is a "dictatorship of Labor" in Russig,
they hold that there is capitalism in
Russia, "straitjacketed," as it were.

Our analysis of the R.C.V. posi-
tion on Russia as being one of a mass
of contradictions has, in fact, been
strengthened by their "correction" to
that analysis and only adds still ano-
ther contradictory point to their posi-
tion.

We can now state the R.C.V. posi-
tion on Russia to be as follows: there
is a "dictatorship of Labor," straite
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Jacketed capitalism, -and a Fascist
government, ruling in the interests of
igkin-flint proprietorset

Due to the death-grip which Sta-
linism has taken on the Workers State,
nany tendencies have concluded that in
Brgsia there is no longer ary form of
Workers State or econory’s This concluge
ion is drewn by ideniifyirg Stalinism,

a burocratic usurpaiion of power, with
the proletarian ecoamy ouG statee
Seelng an oppregsive nurodrasy, ab-
sonce of any workers democracy. it is
wrongly concluded that this is Fascisme
secing privileges for a certain sec-
tion of the population, the rural and
urban burocrats, this section is trans-
formed" by confused workers or confuse
ing pscudo~Bolsheviks, into a "class,"
petty-bourgeols and bourgeois.

The vital change which has occur-

red in the proletarian state, which
has been interpreted as resulting in
capitalism or some phase of capltalisry
has been the usurpation of workers po-
wer in economy and the state by the
Stalinist congpirators. The burocracy
in the economy &and in the state has
privileges, but this does not in it-
self constitute a "new" class or a
chonge in the form of economye. The
the
prolatorian state have been seiged
upon tarough conspiratorial methods by
the turocracy., WNevertheless, the pro-
letarian mcde of production intvoduced
by the October Revolution continues to
exist, now in g burocratized form.

The position of the R.C.V. is a
total confusion and not a clarification
or understanding of the Stalinist con~
spiracy which usurped the power of the
workers and which burocratized the
workers economy and workars state.

Avgust 12, 1940.
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