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IN 1914 tae big imperialist pow-
ers fought a desperate battle
for markets, colonies, and for greater
shares in the exploitation of the
world toiling masses. The pseudo-
Marxists of those days, the leadership

of the Second International, aided the

imperialists by hiding the truth about
the robber nature of thet war. There
was only a small group of people led
by Lenin who gave the correct evalu-
ation of the war and 1laid down a
correct policy for fighting it.

Much blood has run under the
bridge of history since the treachery
of the Socialist parties in August
1814, An entirely new opportun ist
force has arisen within the inter-
national proletariat. The first pro-
letarian State became diseased, and
this disease ~ Stalinism - has poison-
ed the international workers vanguard
concentrated in and around the "Comin-
tern." Since the birth of this new
opportunist plague the revolutionary
workers have been miseducated and
blinded by the Stalinist perverters of
truth.

Today, England and variocus small
governments are officially at war with
Germany and Italy. Officially the
American imperialists are supposedly
aiding England and other “democracies"
against Germany and Italy. What is
the appraisal of the situation given
by the usurpers of the first prolet-

arian State, by the utterly corrupt,
treacherous and deceitful Stalinist
burocrats who disguise themselves as
Leninists? Their evaluation is that
today the big imperialist powers are
engaged in a war of the same nature as
the war of 1914. "The war that has
broken out in Burope is the Second Im-
perialist War," ghout the Stalinist
burocrats (Declaration of the National
Committee, C.P.U.S.A.). They speak of
"...the scramble of the rivals, German

and Anglo-American imperialism.ssssss”
(Daily Worker, May 20, 1941).

We reject this "thesis" as a
Stalinist swindle. We discern in the
present situation not a war of the
nature of 1914-1918 but a gham war
under the cover of which all the im-
periallst powers are closely collabor-
ating in rapidly exterminating the
class-conscious workers and in plant-
ing the fascist form of capitalist
rule in one country after another as a
preliminary phase to the partitioning
of the Soviet Union.

Let us examine a few points to
ascertain the reality of this "war."
No one possessing at least an average
knowledge of war strategy will deny
the importance of the weapon of tuae
blockade. In a nurber of wars this
weapon proved among the most formide
able ones. In the war of 19141018 it
was a powerful factor in the hands of
England and her Allies. Owing to the
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Clinging to their original the-
sis that the British and French imper-
ialists have been fighting the German,
as in 1914-1918, the ©Stalinists and
Trotskyists found themselves confront-
ed with the delicate task of giving a
plausible explanation for what had oc-
curred. The gist of their explanation
was that the French imperialists were
divided, that they feared revolution,
that the generals in particular favor-
ed Hitler. At the same time the Sta-
linists and the Trotskylsts continued
telling their followers that the Brit-
ish imperialists went on fighting the
German. The fact that during the
march of the Nazis into the Lowlands
and into France the military staff
which directed the "Allied" armies was
composed not only of French but also
of British generals was carefully
nforgotten.” The fact that Churchill
as well as Reynaud approved the
"strategy®™ of retreat conducted by
Weygand, later a member of Petain's
govermment, was also omitted.

That the "quarrel" betwsen the
Petain and the Reynaud set was merely
a show has been indicated teo a great
extent by the meckery of the so-called
Riom trials. At first there was an
outburst of pretended indignation by
the Vichy set against Daladier, Game-
lin, Corap and others. Then things
began to take their normal course.
Since all the top leaders af French
imperialism pursued a policy of bring-
ing the Nazis into France to establish
a Fascist regime at ths maximum speed,
there could be no serious talk of real
trials. The main organizers of the
"jefoat" were made quite comfortable
by the Vichy dictator. Even the
"chief" culprit, General Corap, was
whitewashed:

"General Andre George Corap,
whose Ninth Army collapsed at Sedan
lagt May and opensd the fatal hole
in the Allied front, has been exon-
erated by the Vichy govermment, a
reliable source said tonightd
(New York Times, April 8, 1941.

The French Empire has remained
intact Several years back before
French imperialism was "defeated ,"
+there had been cries in Italy calling

for the incorporation of Nice, Savoy,
Corsica and Tunisia into Mugsolini's
Empire. But now, when French imper-
jalism is seemingly lying prostra te
under the iron heel of the “Axis" none
of these territories has been taken by
Mussolini. It is a curious fact that
the "defeated" French imperialists are
preserving their armed forces both in
France and in their colonies.

Points constantly spring into
evidence to show that the French ime
perialists have not actually been de-
feated. A good 1illustration of the
fact that the TFrench imperialists are
in reality as powerful and as indepen-
dent as ever is furnished by recent oc-
currences in Nice. Some rumors mst
have been broadcast that Italy stil 1l
coveted Nice. The Prench imperiali gt
government at Vichy, supposedly an im-
potent puppet of Hitler and Mussolini,
organized anti-Italian demonstrations
as a warning to some unwise Italians
at Nice who might really have believed
that France was defeated by the "Axis":

"Anti<Italian demonstrations at
Nice, on the French Riviera, were
reported tonight in a dispatch of
the Italian official news agency,
Stefani, which charged complicity
on the part of the Vichy governw
ment headed by Marshal Henri
Petain." (New York Herald-T ribune,
April 18, 1941.)

Insults were hurled by the "defeated"®
French against the "victorious" Ital-
iang. To make it more impressive the
Petain government took an open hand in
the matter by having the Prefect of
Nice address the demonstration:

"Italians in Nice have been ine
sulted and fist fights have occur-
red, the dispatch said. It assert-
ed that the Prefect of Nice, ad-
dressing a great crowd in the city,

declared: ‘I give you my word of
honor that +this territory always
will remain French.!

"Italians in Nice, according to
the dispatch, have tried as best
they could to remain serene despite
great provocation, but disorders
have taken place." (Ibid.)
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The hypocritical British 1labor lead-
ers and other false criticsy whe pre-
tond that there is a real war betwe:en
the ‘"democracies" and the Axis made a
show of pressing Churchill for an ox-
planation. Churchill covered up the
fact that Franco is acting as an er-
rand boy betwsen the British imperi-
alists and the Nazis by pretending
that he was very much concerned about
the starving workers and peasants of
Spain:

"Parliament reflected today the
feeling of many persons that this
is not the time for extending cre-
dits of two million sterling to
Spain, as contemplated by a loan
agreement, or for feeding and
helping Spaine There were demands
today that the 1loan should be de~
bated before it was completed, but
Mr. Churchill refused such debate
and said that the agreement would
be pablished when it had been usde.
There were statements in the House
that all this money would go
straight to Germany, and there
were severe criticisms of Sir
Samel Hoare, Britain's Ambassador
to Spain, but Mr. Churchill re-
mained unmoved, paid tribute +to
Sir Samuel, saying that he had im=~
proved Anglo-Spanish relations,
and added: 'We consider that the
starving position of OSpain fully
Justifies this asaistance being
given by Britain and tae United
States, if they choose 80 to0 act,
irrespective of whether any expres-
sion of gratitude is forthcoming or
not/" (Robert P. Post, New York
Times,)April 23, 1941. My emphasis
- G.M.

Not only do the British imperial-
ists, and probably also the American
imperialists, support the Spanish Fas.
cistes with capital, thus facilitating
the flow of +trade bYetween Spain and
Nazi Germany, but they go much further
They directly furnish the Nazis with
iron ore from the British-owned and
controlled Bilbao mines in Spain. The
fraudulent and wutterly irrelevant ex-
planation for the shipment of ore from
Bilbao to the Nagis, is that the Brit-
ish "successfully bombed the Ruhr"!

"British bombing attacks on the
Ruhr have bYeen s0 successful that
Germany is now importing consider-
able quantities of iron ore from
Bilbao and in addition is drawing
heavily on Swedish ore, it was
learned today." (T. J. Hamilton,
New York Times, January 15, 194l)

It is quite striking that in the same
dispatch Hamilton 1lets slip the fact
that "the most important mines in Bil-
bao are British owned or controlled."

® Rk

he farce of the so-called block~
ade is further illuminated by the
amazing news that the British govern~
ment is sending cash - not "merely" to
the dictator Franco,- bdbut also, and
what is mcs t revealing, to the Eitlere
ites, into Germany direct! The dig~
patch inadvertantly revealing this re-
markable proof of the fraud of the
"war" between the British and German
imperialists is worth citing in fulls

"The startling revelation that
British money,after ninstesn months
of war, 1is still ©being sent into
Germany by British government de-
partmente 1is made today by the
newspaper 'Financial News.!

"In a special article, the news
paper's political correspondent
states that Eritish concerns pay to
custodians of enemy property for
the right to use German patents tut
that vwhen the patent rights expire
the renewal fees are actually ro-
mitted to the owners in enemy ter-
ritory. The procedure is sanction-
ed under a general license under
the Trading with the Enemy Act.

"British owners of patent rights
argue that it is cheaper in many
instances to maintain existing
rights by means of renewals than %o
take out new patents, the corres-
pondent said. They do not consider
it is their |business to know
whether the money directly assists
the war effort of an enemy engaged
in a life-and-death struggle [sicl
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who might oppose fascisation. The
"quiet® method, the Nagi method, is
pursued, instead of the open method
of military bvloodletting employed .by
Galifet in the suppression of the
Paris Commune and by Franco in Spain.

THE MEANING OF THE AFRICAL SEE-SAW

Tho recent Italian retreat in Af-
rica presented a puzgzling sight even
to the eye of many military experts.
Everything seemed to favor the Ita-
lians who nevertheless were to all ap-
pearances being hoplessly routed.
That they outmumbered the British by
more than two to one has been admitted
even by Mussolini. (J. W. T. Mason,
World-Telegram, February 34, 1941.) In
normal conditions of warfare an at-
tacking force 1must outnumber the
defonding force:

"It is usually estimated that an
attacking force should outnum.
ber a defending army by three to ore
if it hopes to achieve success."
(Ivia.)

In 3 shem war, howsver, anything might
occur, every baalc principle might be
disregerded by the imperialiset
manipulators:

fIn Lybia, howsver, the defend-.
ers cutnumbered the offengive Brit-
ish troops by more than two 'te
gne,.” (Ibid.)

A logical explanation for the
"miraculous®™ victory of the British
was never given. The British "oonquer-
od" a huge domadn in Lybig, "defeated"
en enormous army, and all that with a
1o in killed that -hardly exceeded
the usual number of fatalities in a
Fourth of July celebration in Americal

"4 British ocac. lty list scarce-
ly more thgn ono er cent of the
losses suffored by the Italians in
the African ocampaign between Nov.
30 and Fobe¢ 11 was announced, te the

House of Commons today by Captéin
H.D.R.Margesson, the War Secretary.
"British Imperial land forces in
that period 1lost only 438 killed,
eighty-seven missing and 1,249
wounded, he sald, as against 'the
capture or destruction of the whole
Italian Armyp in East Lybia, esti-
mated to exceed 160,000 men.'! "
(New York Times, March 7, 194l.)

To give an 1inkling of the method of
"fighting" that was pursued, we can
cite an item from the dispatch by R.P.
Post in the New York Times of March 9,
1941:

“The heavy-tank officer told an
amising story about ome of the Sidi
Barrani forts. The British sent a
single tank ahead with an Italian
officer to tell the garrison to
surrender. The Commander of the
fort said he could not surrender
without fighting. So the British
fired a few shots and disabled four
Italian guns. Up shot white flags
and out came a battalion. 1Their
bags were packed,! eaid the offi-
cer."

Since our analysis 1is that the
imperialists are cooperating to bring
in the Fagcists rather than to drive
them out, w were not entirely clear
as to the meaning of the British-Ital-
fan maneuver in Africa. There it
geemed for the moment as if it was the
"democrats" who were being brought in.
In our article, "Mysteries of the Sec-
ond World War," however, we propound-
ed the possibility:

PWithout question the imperiale-
ists are building up a feeling a-
mong the masses that Hitler is in-
vincible. Be it remsmbered ¢that
one of the 'mysteries' is that he
has not ‘'lost' @& gingle 'battle.!
Perhaps he will be brought into the
Albenian and African pictures afdd
made to appear to tip the scale."
(THE BULLETIN, January-March, 1941,
Pe %o)

This surmise hag been fulfilled to the
lotter! All of a sudden reports came
that German Panger divisions had ap-
peared in Africa. The British now
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played the same game of "defest" which
the Italians had Wit Just performed,
The difference was in the speed with
which toth acts of the see-saw were
carried ocut4s - If the British original
advance was fantastic in speed, the
German-Italian coumter-advance is vir-
tually a miracle. In little more than
two weeks almost all -the territory
of nearly eight hundred miles was
reoccupied by the "Axis."

The inevitable question arises:
How did the Nazi divisiong get into
Africa? No one gives a clear and lo-
gical answer. General Wavell occupied
Benghazi on February 6, 194l. That
the Nazis were transporting mechanized
divisions to Africa had besn kmown t0
the British even before General Wavell
had occupied Benghazi (Churchill's
statemtent in tho House of Commons,
April 9, 1941,) Three weeks after the
British occupation of Benghazi, the
news was flashed that the Nazis 3cored
the first “victory" in Africa:

"German mechanized Panzer troops
‘have met and decisively defeated
British armored forces in Libya in
the first contact between Nazi and
Britisa land forces in Nor th
Africa, the Italian High Comiand
said today.® (Daily News, February
27, 1941.)

The Nazi advance went on, and, strik-
ingly, "with the 3British not making
mach effort to hold the territory."
(N.Y.Times, April 3, 1941.) The Nazi
regime, for some ‘“mysterious" reason
during December and Jamary did not
gond even a machine gun to the Itali-
an . forces in Africa. The suggested
reason forlnactivity of the Italian
air forcé had been the supposed "lack
of fuel" (N.Y.Times, February 4, 1941).
Prosumably, the British Navy stood
totween Italy and the Italian forces
in Africa. But then a "miracle" occur-
red. The Nazis have been able to es-
tablish an uninterrupted stream of
troops and supplies across the Medi-
terranean to Africa. On March 6th,
the N.Y.Times printed an astounding
plece of information from Washington
that the Nazis w brought over to
Africa an army , more than a thousand
tanks:

“According to0 information re-
ceived through official chamnels,
the German force includes not only

- dive-bombers and armored divisions
but also divisions of regular
troops, The force now totals more
than 100,000 men and it is expected
that it soon wll)l be increased to
twelve divisions, or close to
150,000 men. This contrasts with
110,000 British troops estimated to
be in that region.

"The tanks in the German divisi~
ons are believed to0 number more
than 1,000, or twice the number of
British tanks. The strength of the
air force is not yet known here.

"Just how the expedition is be-
ing transported has not been ascer-
tained, but it is assumed that a
route free from British interfer-
ence through some islands of the
Mediterranean has been found. The
movement has been in progress for
more than a week and has Ybeen
steadily growing."® (New York Times,
March 6, 1941.)

At first, the British denied the
Washington report. They pointed out
that it would require a fleet of 50
sizable ships to ferry the men alone,
not to mention the trucks, tanks and
supplies. It was correctly argued
that the Germans could not transport
a large army over the Mediterranean
without being observed by the British
Navy:

"That German troops in anything
like the numbers cited in the Washe
ington reports have arrived there
the British utterly deny.

"According to British figures it
would have taken fifty ships of
5,000 tons each to transport the
men alone, even allowing for the
fact that on a short voyage the men
could be packed in very closelyese

"Of course, it is admitted here
that the vessels might make ferry
voyages, but even so it is contende
ed that they could not do so with-
out being seen.

"It is pointed out that the
British Navy is patrolling all that
area and would have seen any such
extensive transports as would have
to be employed in sucha ma jor
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troop movement." (New York Times,
Mareh 7, 1941.)

But these denials were later refuted
by facts. The Nazi forces in Africa
grew in numbers. There had not been a
single report of the British Navy
einking any Nazi transports to Africa
wn*%il Churchill on April 9th declared
in the House of Commons:

"The movement of German air for-
ces and armored troops from Italy
and Sicily to Tripoli had bsegun
even before we took Bengasi and our
submarines and aircraft have taken
a steady toll of the transports
carrying the German troops and
vehicles.

"But that has not prevented, and
could not prevent, their building
up & strong armored force on the
African shores"

Churchill tried to create the absurd
impression that the Nazis had been em-
ploying so enormous a fleet of trans-
ports that the British simply could
not sink them all, and so a few ships
got through. It must be remembered
that, according to the news reports,
the Nazi Army in Africa had swelled to
over a hundred thousand men or, in any
case, to an army of major proportions
capable of carrying out serious, large
scale operations. If this is so, one
can imagine the enormous number of
tramsports and men that the Germans
would have had to lose in transport
vefore they could get the remaining
major army to Africa. If Churchill's
story of taking a steady toll of
transports is true, the Nagzis must
have lost literally hundreds of trans-
porte and scores of thousands of men
with their eyuipment to get the rest
safely across. The utter incredibili-
ty of Churchillls story was apparently
sensed, for a week after ais speech,
so influential a paper as the New York
Times persisted in terming the arrival
of the Nazi Army in Africa "still a

puzzle":

"How they transported to Africa
the armored divisions and supplies
for the expedition against Egypt e
still a puzzle..." (Editorial, N.Y.
Times)

There are only two possible explana-
tions of the landing of the Nazl Army
in Africat either it was landed at the
cost of huge and frightful losses for
the British Navy controls ths Mediter-
ranean, or it was simply permitted to
go to MAfrica without opposition or
with a mere pretense of opposition.
The obvious incredibility of the first
explanation in view of the lack of the
slightest corroborating evidence
leaves the second as the only accept-
able one.

THE CASE OF GREECE AND JUGOSLAVIA

At this writing the imperialist
plan in its Balkan phase has not yet
been concluded. In the article, "The
Case of Holland, Belgium and France,"
we showed how the British Command had
sont a ridiculous handful of soldiers
to Holland, reportedly 700 men, to
"help" the Dutch Army stem the Nazi
tide. The move was political, for the
purpose of having the Dutch masses, as
woll as the British and others, im-
agine that the Britishk d4mperialists
really intended to help stop the Nazis,
Something of this sort of political
strategy had been performed also in
France. Everywhere the British rulers
took cars to give the appearance of
help, but no real help was actually
given. This political strategy is al-
80 being applied in Greece. There is
an interesting statement in a dispatch
by Robert P. Post cadled some days af-
ter the German Panzer divisions had
launched their attack wupon Greece,
that the British had no intention of
using their army for military purposes:

"There is considerable specula~
tion here as to what the British
are up to. IT SHOULD BE UNDERSTOOD

THAT THE BRITISH DECISION TO SEND
TROOPS TO GREECE WAS POLITICAL OT
MILITARY." (New York Times, April
11, 1941. My capitals - G.M.)

History was being repeated. Of course
Post 1is puzzled, or pretends he is,



-7 -

about the exact reason for the pre-
s22co of the British troops in Greecs.
Thet  they were there for the purpose
¢ defending neither Salonika nor
Jucoslavia, however, was obvious to
\ille

Lo

"What the comparatively emall
British forces in Greece are doing
is not knomm. What they are de-
signed to do is now Xnown, except
they obviously were not there to
defend Salonika or the Greeks and
Jugoslavs who have been cut off by
the success of the German drive."
(Ivid.)

In connection with the political
strategy of the 3British imperialists
in Greece, the Nazis and Italiana
showed remarkable cooperation. It was
necessary, of course, to bring British
troops into Greece. Anyone familiar
with the map kncws that there were two
routes the British could have. taken to
got from Egypt to Greeca; ome, Dbet-
ween Crete and the Greek mainl and
through Greek waters; and the other,
past the Dodecanese Islands through
Italian waters. Peculiarly enocugh,
the British chose the latter routs,
which though socmewhat shorter, lay
through the heavily fortified Italian
areas. But still more peculiarly, the
British passed tarough the "bomb alley"
of the Dodecanese Islands without re-
ceiving as much as a scratch. It must
have taken some days for the British
convoys to thread the Dodecanese "bomb
alleys.” Only some British planes and
Italian anti-aircraft guns did a bit
of sham battling obviocusly for mere
ghow purposes, but the main task of
bringing the 3British troops and sup-
plies to impress the Greeks was car-
ried out ynhindered:

“Eye-witnsss reports of 1long
British convoys moving UNMOLESTED
along the route from Alexandria,
Egypt, to Greece, WITHIN TEN MILES
of the Italian Dodecanese Islands,
were published in morning papers
today.

“W. F. Hartin of the Daily Mail
writing from Alexandria, described
traveling in a convoy of British,
Norwegian and Danish merchant ves-
sels through the strait Yetwsen

Crete and the Dodecanese island of
Scarpanto, on the direct routc bet-
woen Fgypt and Piraeus, tae port of
Athens.

“ir. Hartin wrote:

"lFor more than a fortnight I
have bYeen watching the work of the
navy in the Eastern Mediterranean.
I can state from my own exyperiences
that never have wunits of the Med-
iterranean fleet have been 'Uusier.l

"'I have., begn a confidentia
witness of?\‘%g}.soéork, but even now
the time has not yet come to give a
full picture of the scene and the
scope of what is being undertaken.'

"The Dally Sketch published an
almost identical dispatch under the
beadline,'Silent navy tackles big-
gest job; convoys go through Do-
decanese.!

"A gimilar story appeared in The
Daily Telegraph.

"Mr. Hartin said he had watche d
from a British escort craft while
British, Norwegian and Danish mer-
chant vessels passed UNSCATHED
WITHIN EASY STRIKING DISTANCE OF
ENEMY TERRITORY.

"He said that on one occasion
he was aboard a British warship
vhile the fleet air arm heav ily
bombed Scarpanto, which lies across
tho Caso Strait off the east end of
Crete, on the principal route bet-
ween Alexandria and Piraeus.

"1The ghips we were escorting
were not mere silhouettes. We had
to get through those straits, 4o or
die,' he wrote. !Then came sparks
from bombs ten miles away. Twink-
les of anti-aircraft fire dance in
the sky, but we got through umaol-
ested and arrived at our base vith
the precision of ferry servize !

"Mr. Martin said that auring
thewe voyages he had seen long
lines of cruisers steaming oui to
their routine tasks l'as we clmgged
along with our stores of munitions
and supplies.?® (New York T i mes
Maroh 18, 1941. My capitals - G.M.S

Next day an A.P. dispatch wa s
published in the New York Times, indi-
cating that the cooperation betwe en
the British and the "Axis" was perfecil

“ABOARD A BRITISH CRUISER IN THE



'8-

MEDITERRANEAN, British and Allied
forces, daring the SILENT guns on
Italy's Dodecanese Islands and Axis
aerial scouts, have safely taken to
Greece important war supplies in
some of the 1largest convoys ever
assemblede

%(The British censorship appar-
ently did not permit more direct
confirmation of advices from ex-
cellent Balkan sources that the
first 100,000 men of a British army
of 300,000 had landed on the Greek
mainland with all implements of
war.)

"The crews of this and other
British cruisers, battleships and
destroyers were constantly at the
ready! and several +¢imes pre-
cautionary raid alarms were squnded,
but the gigantic #$lotilla passed
from central to eastern Mediterran-
ean ports into the Aegean WITHOUT
INCIDENT.

"The vessels, - including tankers
and freighters of every sort, moved
at times WITHIN A FEW MILES of the
Italian batteries op the Dodecanese
Islands. As the ships zigzagged
through the Island-dotted passages
knovn as the German and Italian
'bomb alleys!, some Axis planes flew
near by, then rocketed away WITHOUT
DROPPING A SINGLE BOMB.

"No Italian surface ships were
sighted." (W.Y. Times, March 19 ,
1941. My capitals - G.M.)

The very fact that the British flo-
tilla Y“ventured" to use the heavily
fortified Italian passages, and with-
out any opposition at that, proves
that there is a secret understanding
between the "democracies" and the Axis.
The cooperation between the British
and the "Axis" extended to the destin-
ation of the British troop transports
which had passed the "boitd alleys®™ of
the Dodecanese Islandse. Hansen We.
Baldwin, the New York Times war expert,
expressed wonderment that the German
hombers, not a great distance from
Salonika, did nothing to interfere
with the landing of the British troops
in Greece:

"If the British have landed
troops in Greece -~ and it now seems
quite probable that they have — why
did not the Germans interfere with

the operations? Why have not the
German bombers, poised on Bulgarian
fields, smashed at the convoys in
the narrow reaches of the Aegean
Sea, bombed the docks at Salonika
and Piracus and one or two other
uszble Greek ports - striking the
British when they were most vulner-
able?" (N.Y. Times,March 19, 1941)

The German command knew that the Bri-
tish troops were being brought to
Greece, and no doubt knew that they
were being drought for political, not
military purposes. Hitler was inform-
ed as to the exact landing places and
the number of British troops arriving
in Greece. While the "Axis"™ was bat-
tling the Greek soldiers, the Naxi
military attache in Athens spent his
time openly counting the landing Brit-
ish troops:

"fhe landing of British troops
in Greece, admitted for the first
time 1last night, was called today
the worst-kept secret of the war.

"Diplomats said that the German
military attache &% Athens had been
passing his days at the ports
of British disembarkation, dangling
hig legs over the side of docks and
counting the British troops as they
descended gangplanks." (N.Y. Her-
ald-Tribune, April 8, 1941)

The turning over of Salonika and
the eastern Greek army to the Nazis
sheds some light on the "aid" the Biit-
ish imperjalists gave to Greece. In
1939, we cited reports that the 3rit-
ish-French Military Staff "advised"
the Polish Army . to retreat from its
border fortifications. Later we quo-
ted various sources tokhow that a
"retreat" plan had been worked out by
the British and French High Command
and applied in Holland, Belgium and
France. It seems that very much the
same tactic has been pursued in Greecee.
The Greek soldiers, who doubtless
fought 1like 1lions against the Nazis,
were sacrificed as "suicide" soldiers
and left in a trap in Salonika and
eastern Macedonia. The British natu-
rally withdrew as they had done in o-
ther similar cases. Joseph S. Evans
Jr. wrote from London:

"The carefully planned Allied
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defense against the powerful Nazi
force was believed to have foreseen
the sacrifice of eastern Macedonia,-
so that the Greek troops fighting
so heroisally.in that section, and
now reported to have capitulated,in
reality were suicide soldiers..

"The PLAN was thought to include
A SLOY FALLING BACK to a new defen-
sive frontier, roughly on a line
from the junction of the Jugoslav-
Albanian-Greek border, southeast to
Thermopylae, the only point of en-
trance to southern Greece for an
army advancing from the north and
famed since the time of the Spartars
as a strategical point relatively
easy to holds

"This might explain. the fact
that no British troups have gone in-
to action as yet,and why there were
none in the sector to the east of
the River Vardar, down which the
Germans advanced."! (¥.Y.’ - Berald-
Tribune, April 10, 1%l, My capi-
tals — Geide )

Could Salonika have been defend-
ed had British imperialism chosen t0
do so? Without a doubt. Some experts
said so a few weeks before the surren-
dor of Salonika:

"Some British strategists say
Britain could defend Salonika, key
to Greece from the east,with a rel-
atively small foree becavuse of the
vulnerability of German lines of
communications to British bombing."
(N.Y. Times, February 26, 1941)

And after the surrender military obser-
vers in London declared that there had
been sufficient opportunity to defend
Salonikas

"Mese obsernvers said that if any
grave importance had attached to
the defense of Salonika, the British
Army would have defended it, =a
there was ample opportunity to in-
stall there Australian and New Zea-
land veterans of the Libyan cam-
paign." (N.Y. Times, April 10, 1941)

Salonika, of course, is of immense
strategic value in a military sense.
The obvious plan was to let the Nazis

occupy Salonika as rapidly as possible
80 that both +the Jageslav and the

Greek armies could be speedily smashed,
The significance ef Salonika has not
been missed by some military writers:

"It is difficult to agree with
the viewpoint presented in some
London dispatches that the fall of
Salonica to the Germans is of 1lit-
tle real consequence. That posi-
tion could be maintained only on
the theory that the defemse of the
Greek peninsula was all that really

mattered. Once Yugoslavia becomes
involved, Salonica _becomes of the

greatest importance in maintaining
Yugoslav supply lines; and in Ger-

man hands, with the railways open,

it will become an air and submarine

base which will enable the Germans

to do a great deal of damage in

. Greace and. the Aegean area general-

ly. Moreover, the swift German

capture of Salonica cuts off a

Greek army which was really holding

up a German advance, and the loss

of these seasoned troops 1is of no
small inportance both from the in-

tringic military viewpoint and also

as to its effect on Greek moralee.

Finally, it makes any Greek-Turk

co-operation impessible.'  (Major

George Fielding Eliot, N.Y. Berald~-

Tribune, April 10, 1941)

Thus it was within the plan cof the Bri-
tish, German, American and other ime
perialists to bring the bloody Nazis
into Greece and quickly establish the
"new order"® which no force, it seems,
is capable of establishing with such
thorough effeativonesse

And what of the "democracies!'®
"aid" to Jugoslavia? Here is vhat
Drew Psarson and Robert S. Allen wrote
from Washington on April 5, 1941:

"The new Jugoslav Government,
after the first flush of enthusiasm,
this week began to take stock and
began to ask its allies about cone
crete military supporte.

"Since U.S. Minister Ar thur
Bliss Lane has been delivering ene
couraging messages patting the new
Government on the back, the Jugo-
slavs asked the Greeks how serious—
ly Roosevelt!s eneouragément should

be talern, what the U.S. had given
them. And they received the dis-



couraging reply that until then,
(March 29) the U.S. had come across
with notone piece of military equip-
meng.

~ "NOTE-- On March 31, probably
as a result of this, Roosevelt sud-
denly announced some 75-mm. field
artillery being sent to Greecs."

Everybody hae witnéssed the ex-
tensive campaign carried on by bour-
geols organizations to Yaid" Greeces
That the campaign was a huge fraud is
preotty obvious when one reads the fol-
lowing, radioced from Athens:

"The bitterest complaint of the
Greeks, as the German army nears
the capital, is that Amerida's help
was ﬁot forthcoming.

Although millions of dollars
of defense equipment had been order-
ed by Greece and at least two ship-
fuls of Red Cross material have
left America, nothing whatever has
arrived here." (N.Y. Post, April
24, 1941. My emphasis - G.M.)

Of course, many in Greece begin
to wake up to the fact that Greece,
like other small countries has been
double~crossed by the British-American
imperialists. A dispatch in the N.Y.
'imes, April 23, 1941,gives an indica~

ion to that effect:

faced
One

"Various Greek friends
the future with sad courage.
prominent Athenian said:

“$How can Britain and Ameri-
ca axpert té.win the war this way?
On Oct. 28 Roosevelt pledged Ameri-
cals complete aid to Greece, but
not a single cartridge has yet ar-
rived from the United States. Bri-
tain sends a tiny army to help our
defense, Brave as her soldiers may
be, they cannot stand forever,

UIIf Britain gives us only
such support, how can she expect us
to resist against two great powers?
How can America count on us to hold
out long enough to receive her aid
if after six months we have not re~
ceived itg

"iWe have done our part in this
I may say we have done it

What more can we do?'"

ware
doubly.

Drew Pearson and Robert S. dllem

in the dispatch of April 5, said some-
thing about the reason for not sending
supplies to Greece -~ "we had not had
much to send® - aend when the Greek
Minister pressed the State Department,
the British slapped him down: i

YOne reason for not sending
supplies to Greece ‘is, first, we
have not had much to send, but even
more important, when Greek Minister
Diamantopoulos asked the State De-
partment about munitions, the Bri-
tish Embassy called him down. Brite
ain would handle all arms purcha-
ses here, he was told, and would
allocate part of the captured North
African arms to Greece."

The same sdrt-of story was repeated in
Londen for Jugoslavias

"This week the Simovich Govgrn-
ment asked London friends WHaL they
ceuld get dirach. from Britain. This
had been asked also by Prince Paul,
and the British answer was one rea-
son for his capitulation to Hitler.

"Bluntly, the British replied
that the Jugoslavs could capture I-
talian munitions after driving Mus-
solinits army out of Albania. The
Jugoslavs retorted +that their guns
had a different bore; that it might
take time to capture Italian muni-
tions dumps, and they understood
the Italian arms had been promised
to the Greeks." (Ibid.)

BREAK WITH OPPORTUNISM

T0 SMASH IMPERIALISM

Today the guiding policy of the
world capitalist class is to transform
on an international scale their poli-
tical rule into a Fascist form. It is
only thus that im the present epoch
they can save their imperialist system
of exploitation of millions of workers
and peasants. Previously, in each
country individually, the capitalists
attempted to solve their irmediate
crigis Dby introducing Fascism. Now
the general world situation makes it
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obligatory, on peril of collapse 6f

the entire world system of capitalism,

to introduce international Fascism.
The method of installing Fascism has

heen different at different times. In
Germany it had a wide base thus per-
mitting it to enter through the par-
iiamentary door. Hindenburg,who swore
to uphold the Weimar Republic, called
in Hitler vho swore to destroy it. In
Spain Fascism was established after a
bloody slaughter of almost three years!
duration; in Holland, Belgium and
France, by opening the gates to the
Nazis who function today &s the uni-
versal Fascist police force.

The imperialist "democracies"
are not fighting German imperialigm,
contrary to what the Stalinists, Trot-
sZyists, Oehlerites and Stammites
would make the workers believe. The
British and the Americar magnates of
finance are planning a political trans-
formation from "democracy" to Fascism.
It has been reported that Gerald P.
Nye on March 13, 1941 quoted in the
Senate the words of Churchill who,
sometime after Hitler had occupied
Austria and the Sudetenland, declared:

"I have always said that if
Great Britain were defeated in wad
I hoped we should find a Hitler to
1#4ad us back to our rightful posi-
tion among the nations."

Such are the people who pretend they
are fighting Hitlerisml

It so happens that neither Eng-
land nor America has a mass Fascist
movement, It takes years to build one
up, and time is pressing. There is no
other means 1left to the "democratic"
imperialists than that of bringing in
Hitler,whe performs the job efficient-
ly and rapidly. The trick is simple,
Under the cloak of a sham war the
"democratic" generals order the armies
to fall back, the Nazi tanks roll in,
followed by the Gestapo. Then prison-

ers, concentration camps, "suicides"
of large sections of the population,
* L]

» L ]
»

"new order", for which the

clamor openly and the Wall
Street magnates secretly, can be ge-
curely establisheds Then no more "la-
bor troubles"; instead, an industrial-
military slavery with huge,secure pro-
fitse

and the
Lindberghs

If the international imperial-
1sts sutceed in securing their rear by
saddling a world fascist order on the
masses in the capitalist countries,
they will have a relatively fres hand
for assaulting the Stalinized Soviet
Union with a view to restoring capital-
ism therein. The last remains of the
October Revolution, the system -of
state property in the Soviet Union -—
of historic significance even though
for the time being it has been usurped
by a criminal, reactionmary burocracy -
will thus be liquidated to the immea-
surable detriment of the toiling clas-
ses whose epocha&l struggle and sacri-
fice gave birth to it.

An ideolegical struggle must be
carried on to awaken the workers and
stop the Fascist avalanche. It is ne-
cessary to nail the deception of the
Stalinists, the Cannonites, Shachtman--
ites, Oehlerites, and Stammites .
Fake explanations can be given galore.
The Nazi occupation of France has been
"explained"; if the imperialists suc—
ceed with England, then the Nazi occu-
pation of England will also be "ex-
plained.® The British imperialists
were "divided," they preferred Hitler,
otce But a limit to fake explarations
must be reached somewhere, And waien
that limit is reached the workers will
come out of their Stalinist-Trotskyiat
and Socialist ether and will recog-
nize reality. They will break with
all their deceivers, will frustrate
the M"democratic"~fascist plot to es-
tablish universal Hitlerism, will es-
tablish one universal republic of le-
tor and will build the socialist sys~
tem of socistye

George Marlen
April 25, 1941
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THE A.L.P. AND THE TROTSKYITE LINE

THE LABOR PARTY IN THE
STALINIST SYSTEM

HE idea of a Labor Party appears

in a dual light in the Stalinist
System. The Stalinized "Comintern"
operates to mislead the workers by
utilizing nultra-Leftist and ultra-
Rightist maneuvers. Hence, the Labor
Party idea appears in the Stalinist
System now in ultra-Left, now in
ultra~Right colors. During an ultra~-
Loftist zigzag, the Stalinist buro-
crats shout that the Labor Party is a
social-fascist concept:

"Does _the Trade Union Unity
League |i.e., the Stalinist trade
union organization of past years —
A.B]| support proposals for a
labor party? No, it rejects soclal
fascist proposals for launching a
labor party, which would be only
another capitalist party." (Labor
Unity, December 1933.)

Thus, during the ultra~-Leftist zigzag
of the "Comintern®™ the Lsbor Party —
in reality a bourgeois "Labor" reform-
ist organization — is lumped together
with fascist outfits. In this manner,
the Stalinist burocrats distort the
workera' understanding of the true
character of the Labor Party.

During the ultra-Rightist phase
of the "Comintern" line, the bour-
geois reformist Labor Party is paint-
ed by the Stalinist burocrats as a
genuinely anti-capitalist party, the
workers! own partyi-

"Tomrd. a Labor Party. The

workers must have a political party
of their omm."” (Daily Worker, Mar.
18, 19%%)

The Labor Party 4s defined thus by
Browder during the Popular Front
maneuver of the "Comintern™:

"Such a Party could be neither
Socialist nor Communist, but it
also could be neither anti-Social-
ist nor anti-Commmist; it could be
a genuine anti-capitalist Party.”
(What Is Commmiem, p. 106.)

Not only anti-capitalist, but, indeed,
the only political power against Wall

Street, wrote the Stalinist burocrats
during a previous ultra-Rightist
zgigzag:-

"... A Labor Party defending the
interestes of the wage workers and
appealing to the impoverished farm-
ers is the only political power
that can challenge the cynical
tyranny of Wall Street." (Editorial,
Daily Worker, May 27, 1924.)

Thus,— social-fascist or genuinely
anti-capitalist —~ appears the
bourgeois~reformist Labor Party in the
maneuvers of the Stalinized
"Comintern.” In both cases the workers
are the victime of deception, for the
Labor Party 4s neither of a fascist

character, nor 1is it genuinely anti-
capitalist. It is a reformist device
fir trapping workers who are becoming

class conscious and tying them +to
the bourgeoisie.

The dual 1light in which the
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Labor Party appears in the Stalinized
"Comintern" is reflected in its off-
shoot, the Trotskyist movement. The
Trotskyist Party also has a two-fold
line on the Labor Party. In one phasse,
the Labor Party 1s denounced by the
Trotskyist leaders:-

"... as all history proves, a
Labor party, even when it bhas e
gemuine +trade union base, is a re-

- formiet party and nothing else can
be expected from it." (The New In-
ternational, August 1935, p. 146.)

The .Trotskyist leaders in this phase
of their 1line vehemently deny that
Marxists should help to organize a
Labor Party:

"For, it is not the businegs of
the revolutionary Marxists, above
all in the present stage of iho re-
dationship between capitalist dis-
integration and gocial gref orm iam
%o initiate or to help organige and
found in addition to their own
party another party for the ‘second
clags citizens,' for the 'backward

workers,! a 'Labor' party, i.e., a
third capitalist party, even if

compoged predominantly of workers.®

(The New International, March 1935,
Do 36. Fuphasis in the original.)

In this phase the Trotskyist leaders
denounce the idea of giving any sup-
port whatever to a Labor Party. But
when they pass into the other phase of
their line, +they present the exactly
opposite positioni- '

".e. we are positively in faver
of the political organization of
the American workers as a class,
that is, of a Labor party.®” (Ibid.
August 1938.)

The Labor Party which was previcusly
repudiated by the Trotskyist leaders
as a reformist party from which noth~
ing else could be expected is now sald
by them to be the workers! own party.
In an article called "The Question of
a Lavbor Party," the Trotskylsts wite:

"We say to the workers: You
want to ©break from the capitalist
parties, to form a party of your
own? Excellent! That is a setep
forward, it is progressive." (Ibid.
August 1938, p. 229.)

While bYefore the Trotskylet leaders

~were writing that the formation of a

Labor Party is a detrimemt to the
workers who want to break with the
capitalist parties, a means of dampen-
ing and sidetracking their growing
class consciousness, now it is termed
"a gtep forward."

At the ypresent time, this latter
position is the course pursued by the
Trotakyist S.W.P. Contradicting their
previous assertions that the Labor
Party can be nothing but a reformist
party, i.e., a politically bourgeois
party, the Trotskyist leaders are now
painting the Labor Party as a workers!
party without repudiating their pre-
vious declarations. As the Trotskyist
leaders well know, the Lakor Party's
class character is not determined by
its membership-composition or follow-
ing. These latter elements may be
chiefly proletarian, but it is the
political line of an organization
which determines its class character,
and the political 1line of the Labor
Party is and can only be bourgeois-
reformist. This was said in the past
by the Trotekyist leaders themselves,
but 1is now conveniently "forgotten"
by them.

THE NEW YORK A.L.P.
AND THE S.W,P. MANEUVERS

HE maneuvers of the S.W.P, with
regard to the New York section
of the A.L.P. gerves as a touchstone
for viewing the concrete applicat ion
of the S.W.P. line on the Labor Party.

One month after the September
1939 declaration of war, the Antonini-
Rose clique in the A.L.P. introduced a
resolution condemning the Stalin-Hit-
ler Pact, thus precipitating a split
within the A.L.P, The O cto b er
13, 1939 issue of the Socialist



Appeal condermed both factions:

"The ALP leaders are partisans
of Anglo-French imperialism and of
Roosevelt's proposals to begin
aligning America with that camp.
The Stalinists are partisans of the
Hitler-Stalin bloc. The antagonisms
of the two warring camps in Europe
are reflected in this fight in the
ALP, each side serves one of the

GB!HPSO“ (P‘ 40)

At the time of this split in the
A.L.P., the Stalinists were already
employing anti-war-sounding phraseolo-
gy The SeWePe SPOke against the
"anti-war" demagogy of the Stalinists
as woll as against the demagogy of the
Antonini-Rose clique. The next iseue
of the Socialist Appeal accused bYoth
factions of deliberagtely spreading
confugion around the war resolution of
the A.L.P.:

"Both the pro-Ally and pro-Hit-
ler camps, as we explained in our
last issus,are deliberately gpread-
ing confusion on the lssue involved
in tae A.L.P. resolution. Each
dubg the other war-monger and at-
tempts to conceal its own pro-war
stand. The pro~Hitler camp employs
ultra~radical phraseology against
its opponents, and the pro-Ally
camp is defended on its flanks by a
"loft wing! [i.e., the Lovestons
and Thomas groups - A.B.} which
also employs anti-war language."
(Socialist Appe al, October
17, 1939, pe 1. My amphasis—A.B.)

In issue after issue, the Soclal-
ist Appeal breatned fire and brimstone
againsgt both A.L.P. factions. The
editorial in the October 27, 1939
jgsus condemmed both factions again:

"The capitalist politicians and
candidates, and the official candi-
dates of the American Labor Party,
are already committed to one of the
imperialist camps -- the Anglo-
French. They are cormitted to sup-
port of American imperialism's
plans and ambitions. The Stalinist
candidates, with their belated and
pretended opposition to ‘!imperial-
iat war,! are in actuality support-
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ing the Kremlin bureaucracy in its
alliance witZ,Hitlerites, wno yep-
resent the second of the two
imperialist camps at war. The
Socialist Workers Party says with
complete impartiality: A PLAGUE
ON BOTH YOUR HOUSES! Down with
both imperialist gangs!" (p. 4.
My capitals -— A.B.)

Thus it would appear to an ordi-
nary observer  that the Trotskyite
leaders were set for a life and death
struggle against both reactionzxy
cliques in tze A.L.P. But inexhaust-
ible, it seems, 1is the store of surp-
rises which the Trotskyite 1leaders
have for the ordinary observer. The
very next issue of the ©Socialist
Appeal tendered the following amazing
advice to the workers of New York:

"In the New York City council-
manic elections, we are asking the
workere in the Bronx and Manhattan
to give first place on their bal-
lots to Max Shachtman (Bronx) and
George Lyman Paine (Manhattan), the
candidates of the anti-war party,
the Socialist Workers Party. For
all other councilmanic and other
posts, we ask the workers of New
York to vote for the candidates of
the American Labor Party." (so-
cialist Appeal, October 31, 1 9 39,
ps 4. My emphasis -~ A.B.)

But, according to the Trotskyite
leaders themselves, there were two
"imperialist gangs" claiming to repre-
gent the A.L.P. The Trotskyite leaders
blandly asked the workers to support
the ‘"pro-Ally" faction, thus dropping

thoir mask of "independence."

"+.v in the present fight bet-
woen the pro-Ally and pro-Hitler-

Stalin camps in the A.L.P., We re=
cognige the pro-Ally camp ~— the

leadership of the needle trades
unions ~ ag the official represente
atives of the ALP." (Ivid. My
emphasis - A.B.)

Thus with cynical brazeness the
SW.P. leaders made a 180 degree turn
and urged the workers to sunport waat
only yesterday the Socialist Apneal
denounced as a pro-imperialiss ginge
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Such 1is the "revolutionary struggle"
of the Trotskyite leaders! While the
Trotskyite leaders indulged in a verb-
al outburst, "a plague on both your
houses," ' in actuality, they urged the
workers to0 support the Rose-Antonini
house.

THE TROTSKYITE LEADERS
SWITCH HOUSES

IHE recent campaign to elect a
Congressman in the 17th Congres-
sional district in New York oprovides
an even more revealing exarmple of the
real Trotskyits line. Originally,the
S.W.P. began to campaign for its own
candidate, tut in the March 1, 1941
issue of its organ it announced that
it had withdrawn its candidate in
order to support the candidate of the
A.L.P., Eugene Connolly.

Connolly was knomn by many ta be
a tool of the OStalinist wing in the
A.L.P. The World-Telegram issued what
was purported to be an interview with
Arthur Burch, a Trotskyite leader, in
whick Burca was quoted as having said:
"Connolly and the American Labor Party
are Stalinists,." The Militant of
March 8, 1941, i.e., three days before
the election, accused the World-Teleg-
- ram of falsely quoting Burch:

"Tais story also falsely quoted
Arthur Burch as having declarnd
that !Connolly end the American
Labor Party are Stalinists.! This
headline in the press was merely a
deliverate attempt to smear Connol-
ly as a Stalinist and to drag in

issues whici have nothinzg to do
with the campaign." (p. 2. My em-

phasis - A’.B.)

The point here is not whether or
not Burch stated that the Connolly
wing of the A.L.Ps is ©Stalinist. The
Trotskyite paper simply left the above
guoted denial setand without making an
explicit, unequivocal admission that,
regardless of what Burch may or may
nnt have said, the Connolly A. L. P.
wing was Staliniste.

A.L.P. faction.

After the elections were over,*
The Militant explicitly and 2nequivo-

cally admitted that the Connolly fac-
tlon which they supported was Stalin-
ist: .

"Many well-meaning people are
horrified at the idea that we are
supporting a Stalinist-controlled
party." (Albert Goldman, “"Way Ve
Supported the ALP," The Militant,
Marca 15, 1941, p. 4.)

During the election campaign,
however, the question of whether or
not Connolly was a Stalinist stooge
was left up in the air by The Mili-
tant, the chief propagandistic organ
of the S.W.P,

WHITEWASHING THE
’ STALINIST CLIQUE

:[T mist be remembered that the
pseudo-leftist "opposition" . to
imperialist war and the declamations
against the war-mongering of the Anto-
nini-Rose faction gtill remained the
chief stock-in-trade of the Stalinist
The Trotskyite 1lead-
ers, in calling for support to the
Stalinist candidate, bank on the short
memory of their followers, for it was
somewhat more than a year ago that the
S.W.P. leaders branded the same Sta-
lihist faction, which had the s ame
line as in the November 1939 council.
manlc elections, as one of the "3 me.
perialist gangs," which were "deliber-
ately spreading confusion."

In order to get the Trotskyite
workers to support the Stalinist
stooge, Connolly, the S.W.P. leaders
palmsd him off as a candidate opposed
to the candidates of the American im-
perialists:

“Connolly stands in the election
as an independent 1labor candidate
OPPOSED to the war-mongering candi-
dates who represent the Sixty Fami-
lies." (The Militant, March 8,
1941. My capitals - A.B.)

* s v
}'Bal?lecnons were held on If.g.ch 11:




Moreover, the A.L.P. which Gold-
man himself admitted de Stalinist-
controlled; 4i.e., dominated by the
supporters of the Stalin-Hitler Pact,
was painted by the Trotskyite leaders
as having an agti-war program:

"A factor of 4mportance in our
decision to support the ALP candi-
date was the ANTI-WAR program of
that party." (The Militant, March
15, 1941. My caps.- A.B.)

With bait such as this, the Trot-
skyite workers were lured into throw-
ing support to an agent of the Stalin-
ist buroeracy.

The Trotskyite leaders,of course,
did not belisve a single word of their
own drivel about the A.L.P. program

being “anti-war.®™ In the very next
issue of The Militant, the S.W.R
leaders 1let slip an admission that

Connolly did not offer a real alter-
native to the war plans of American
imperialism:

"Connolly campaigned merely on
the basis of negative opposition to
the lend lease bill. He did pot
offer a real glternative to the war
plans of the Sixty Families." (The
Militant, March 22, 1941, p. 5. My
emphasis - A.B.)

The Trotskyite rank-and-filers
were told to campaign for Connolly on
the basis of thneir 1leaders' line that

the Connolly wing had an “anti-war
program.®™ On the other hand, they
discovered from their leaders that

Connolly had no real alternative to
the war program of the American imperi-
‘alists. This hodge-podge of self-
contradiction is the leadership which
Cannon and Company present to  thelr
followers as Leninigt §

THE TROTSKYITES OFFER
SOME "EXPLANATIONS®

HE Trotskyite leaders had to of-
fer their followsrs some sort of

explanation for the line taken in the

Connolly affair. In an article en-
titled "Why We Supported The ALP,"
Alvert Goldman presented the workers
with the official Trotskyite “exple~
nation."” Goldman blandly "explained"
that the S.W.P. had supported Connolly
because the workers who supported Con-
nolly THINK he will be a fighter
against imperielist war:

"I can hear the sectarians shout
that Connolly is not really against
the imperialist war; his program is
an igolationist and pacifist prog-
ram. To that we answer tnat the
warkers gupporting Corneclly THINK
that he actually will te a fighter
against the imperialist war. We
don't like the program and we have
not hesitated to say so. Put the
fact remains that the ALF is CON-
SIDERED by the workers as an anti-
war party." (The Militant, March
15, p. 4. My capitals - A4.B.)

Goldman's "explanation" is really
an evasion. Do not thousands of worke
ors think that Browder 1is against
imperialist war and do not thousands
of workers g¢onsidsr the same %0 be
true of Norman Thomas? Do not millions
of workers think that the "Comintern®
parties are parties of proletarian re-
volution? Did not many thousands of
the German workers think that the
Kautskyists were anti-war? Did not
many of the Spanish workers think that
the Cabelleros, the Hernandezes, the
la Pasionarias were against  the
imperialists?

Goldman's formulation is a justi-
fication for wurging support to any
"labor" demagogue in whom the confused
workers happen to believe. Goldman's
position ie not Marxism, but the
sheerest sophistry. Marxism aims to
destroy the illusions of the workers,
not to encourage them. Instead of
working to destroy the 1llusions of
the workers, howsver, the S.W.P. lead~-
ers actually worked to foster them and
this was expressed concretely by
dressing up Connolly as a candidate
who had an "anti-war program."

while on the
Cannonite leadership at-

We have shown that,
one hand the
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tributed an anti-war program to the
Cinndlly gang, on the other hand 1t
feviticized" Connolly and "attacked"
bis prozrame Since Connolly and Com-
paly cannot, according to the latter
pesition of the S.W.P., provide the
worzers with a genuine 1leadership
against the imperialists, what benefit
world voting for Connolly bring to the
workers? The S.W.P. answers:

"Sepsrate and apart from the
specific program which Comolly
stands upon, the fact that he has
been presented by the American Lab-
¢r Party as an anti-war candidate
makes it possible for the worker-
voters who oppose the imperialist
war to Tregister that opposition by
voting for him at the polls." (The
Militant, lMarcz 1, 1941, p. 6.)

That is, according to the S.W.P.,
Connolly could serve as a symbol of
the workers'! sentiments against the
imperialists, and voting fer him, a
means of voicing the anti-imperialist
aamus of the workers. But in October
1939, when ths Trotskyites were crying
A Flague on Both Houses in the A.L.P.,
they specifically denied that either
of the cligues could serve as a medium
for registering or expressing the
anti-~war sentiments of the workers. In
Octobher 1939, the ©Stalinists, as has
been shown above, were already using
anti-war" demagogy. They were des-
cribing the situation in Burope as an
imperialist war for plunder and were
raising an outery against all the
participants. Yet,the S5.W.P.stated:

"The genuine anti-war sentiments
of the masses in the New York
needle trades cannot find expres-
sion tarouzh either the ALP bureau-
cratg or through the Stalinists. If
these anti-war sentiments are not
to be perverted — to Hitler's ser-
vice by tie Stalinists, to Chamber-
lain's service by Rose and Antonini
— the anti-war forces in +the
unions must express themselves
independently of either of the two
warring cligues." (Social iset
Appeal, October 13, 1939, p. 4. My
emphasis - 4.B.)

Here we observe that the S.W.P.

proclalmed that to throw support be-
hind the "anti-war® Otalinists would
be a porversion of the wirkersi gnti-
war sentiments. The worksrg were told
to express taemselves indnopendently of
botx A.L.P. cligues 1if they wanted to
voice their enmity to the imperialists.
In March 1941, however, convenienily
"forgetting" what it had written pre-
viously, the S.W.P.presented the self-
same Stalinist clique as the medium
for expressing the workers! anti-war
sentiments. Twisting and turning,
contradicting today without repuvdiat-
ing what it said yesterday,the Cannon-
ite leadership in +true opportunist
style cuts its story to suit its op~-
portunist needs of the moment.

SHACETMAK AND THE A.L.P.

FOR a long time, the Trotskyite
deception centering about tho
Labor Party directly involved M a x
Shachtrman who was a leading light in
the official Trotskyite organization.
Shachtman participated with Cannon and
Company in every 2zigzag on the Labor
Party qestion. In addition, it must
also be borne in mind that Shachtman
fully participated in the fraudulent
Trotskyite maneuvers wita the New York
A.L.P. in the councilrmanic electiocns
of lovermber 1939 when the S.W.P. urged
workers to support the Antonini-Rose
cligque in +the voting for secondary
posts.

How that Shachtman has been kicke
ed out by his formsr colleagwe,Can-
non, ne must necessarily find some
points of difference with the  S.WlP.
line so as to appear to have a politi-
cal basis for ais "independent" exis-
tence. Thus in the S.W.P.campaign for
Conrolly, Shachtman "criticized" the
Cannonites for their share in this czr-
paign. Wkerein was the gist of Shacis-
man's "criticism"? Did Shachtman see
anything wrong in supporting a Stalin-
ist candidate? Perish ths t hougat!
For, says Shachtman, no principle is
violated in supporting a Stalinist
candidate:

"Now, no revolutionary or work-
ing class principle is violated in
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endorsing a Social-Democratic or
Reformiat or Stalinist candidate
for office in an election. Given

certain conditions, it is right and

pecegsary:® (Labor Action, March
17, 1941, pe 2. My emphasis - 4,B,)

Given what conditions ,may we ask?
When supporting & Stalinigt candidate
would advance the interests of the
working class? But history shows that
the primary function of Stalinism 1s
to thwart the interests of the worldng-
class, to prevent it from pursuing any
gemuine revolutionary - de vélopment.
Support to Stalinists is supporti to

counter-revolutionaries, no matter how

much it is covered up with phrases of
"eriticism."” Only those who [really
gtruggle for the 1liberation of the
proletariat from the bondage of wage
slavery can genuinely advance the in-
terests of the working class. Clearly,
Shachtman shows that "“in principle"
(i.e., in lack of principle) he stands
together with Cannon.

Well, what, then, was Shachtman'e
"eriticism" of the Cannonite support
to the Stalinist candidate in this
election? No more than that the Can-
nonites did not admit that Connolly
was a Stalinist:

"But not one single word about
the fact that Commolly is a Stalin-
ist... Not one single word about
the fact that Connolly is the can-
didate of the Stalinist wing of the

ALP." (Ibid. ZEmphasis in the
original.)
Shacatman then goes on to accuse

the Cannonites of deliberately hiding
the Stalinist iasue:

"Why does the Appeal so deliber-
ately nide the fact that it is the
Stalinists who are inveolved in this
c a s 87 What purpose 1is servedi"
(Ivig.) '

Thue,: picking a single point in the
Cannonite maneuvers, Shachtman gives
himself the appearance of exposing
Cannon's opportunism. Shachtman, how-
ever, remains on the same unprincipled
political grounds as Cannon, that is,
the permissibility of supporting be-

hind a smoke-screen ©of so-called
"eriticiem,". the agents 6f Stalinist
counter~revolution. This is the crux
of the question,and not the incidental
point that Shachtman raises. By this
waneuver, the OShachtmanite workers,
while accepting the same opportun=-
ist line of building and supporting a
Labor Party and of supporting a Stal-
inist flunkey, as do the Cannonite
workers, are made to imagine that they
are dealing death blows to
Cannon and his clique.

THE INVARIABLE OUTCOME
OF THE TROTSKYITE MANEUVERS

THE Trotskyite rank-and-filers im-
agine that they are part of :an
organization which has a Leninist line
of comkatting the Stalinist burocratse
It is a remarkable fact, however, that

ever cince the Trotskyite  tendency
came into existénce, the Trotskyite
workers have found themselves in the

position of giving support, in one
form or another, to the Stalinist
burocrats, and of receiving from their
leaders various "explanations" for

this supporte. In the days when the
Trotskyites proclaimed themselves a
faction of the Stalinized "Comintern,"
the Trotskyite workers found them-
selves yoting for Stalin's Fosters and
Thaelmannse The "explanation" given
to the Trotskyite rank-and-file at
that time was that the "Comintern" was
a revolutionary organization whose
leaders were making mistakes and had
to be corrected. Today, the Trotsky-
ites no longer call themselves a fac-
tion of the "Comintern." They admit

that the Stalinized "Comintern" is g
counter-revolutionary organization
which cannot be corrected. The Trot-
skyites represent themselves as an in-
dependent political party combatting
Stalinisme Yet, the Trotskyite rank-
andefile still find themselves sup-
porting Stalinist burocrats, in one
Wway or another., Today, the Trotskyite
workers are called wupon to support
Connolly, a more or less disguised
Stalinist agent. As a matter of fact,
Goldman indicates that the Trotskyite
leaders 1leave the door open to direct
their misled followers into supporting
an open Stalinist burocrat -- natural-
ly, with "criticism®:



"We can even whisper to our cri-
tics that if we deemed it advisable
and of benefit to our party and
consequently to the working class
we would not hesitate to give cri-
tical support to Browder running on
the Communist party ticket." The
Militant, March 15, 1941, p. 4.)

There is no mystery behind this
essentially pro-Stalinist line of the
Trotskyite leaders. It is a continu-
ation, under new conditions, of Trot-
sky's general policy of political col-
laboration with Stalin.
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. The Bolshevik-minded anti-Staline
igst workers who are in the clutches of
the Cannons and Shachtmans constitute
the historical nucleus for the build-
ing of the new revolutionary partye.
The sooner these workers arm them-
selves with Marxist truth, the sooner
will they break with the Canmonite and
Shachtmanite supporters of Stalinism
and proceed to fuilfill the historic-
al mission of their class.

Arthur Burke
March 27, 1941.
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A "COBPSE® THAT WON!T STAY DEAD

]}-{[OW MANY TIMES in the past have
the Cannons and Shachtmans assur-
ed the workers that this or that Sta-
linist Party is liquidating itself,
only to see it leap like a monster and
crush a developing revolutionary up-
surge of the massese. 0268 ¢f many such
instances, for example, cccurred on
the eve of the Peoples Front periode
In Yarch 1935, The New International
(p-37) in article signed M.S.
stated: :

an

“Having liquidated all the
theories of revolutionary Marxism,
the C.P. is now engaged in liqui-
dating itself."

In actuality, at the very time the
above statement was made, the very op-
posite of the self-liquidation of the
C.P. was taking place. An unprecedented
growth of Stalinist forces and in——
fluence on a world scale was occurringe
The “"Comintern®" Rightest line, which
came to be known as Popular Frontism,
was then already in swing. For the
nth time, the Stalinist Party, "liqui-
dated" in the pages of the Trotskyist .
press, lived stormily to help crush
the toilers.
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When one wishes to avoid or pre-
vent a struggle against a certain
force, one can always create the illu~
sion that that force does not exist or
is going out of existence. This is
not a decisive method, but it helps,
to an extent, to prevent the struggle.
And the Trotskyite leaders use it for
what it is worth. Ae the late Spanish
Civil War grew to a crucial stage, the
Trotekyite leaders lulled the vigil-
ance of the workers with rosy stories
intended to minimize the power and
deadly significance of Stalinism in
Spain:

"Fortunately for the world pro-

letariat - Stalinism in Spain dres
not commend the forces it held in
leash in Germany —precisely ba-~
cause the lessons of Germany have
entered the consciousness of the
Spanish proletariate" (F. Morrow,
The Civil War in Spain, p. 62.)

The Trotskyite leaders dinned igto the
ears of the workers, "“the lessons cf
Germany have entered the consciousness
of the Spanish proletariat." What was
the lesson of Germany? Stalinism is
the main enemy within the ranks of the
working class,. If Stalinism 4is not
elirinated from the proletariat and a
genuine Bolshevik Party created, tha
workers will be incapable of overthrow.
ing the bourgeoisie. The Spanish
workers were  not only infinitely re~
moved from this understanding, but
actually believed that Stalinism is
Bolshevism, the force that created the
first successful proletarian revolu-
tion. The Spanish radical workers in
huge numbers fell directly and in-
directly into the Stalinist trap and

were placed by the Stalinists under
the fascist axe. By reassuring the
workers that the Spanish proletariat

had learned the lesson of Germany, the
Trotskyites deadened the vigilance of
the proletariat, contributing to tha
betrayal of the Spanish toilers.
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With the unleashing of the popular
Front gigzag of the "Comintern,®  the
Stalinist burocrate began to palm off
the reactionary Second International
aE an organization that functions in
the interests of the workers. Indeed,
in order to strengthen this deadly il-
lusion, the Stalinist leaders even
went so far as to talk about merging
the Seccond and Third Internationals.
This talk went under the slogan of
"organic unity." The noise about "or-
ganic unity" was, of course, pure dec-
eption, for Stalin and his henchmen
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had not the slightest intention of re-
laxing for a moment or in any way
their iron hold over the burocratic
machine known as the "Camintern." But
this talk helped greatly.to-spread-il-
lusions abeut the character: of the
Second International, and sv the Stal-
inist burocrats indulged it a great
deal of it since it fitted in with the
"Nemocraecy" fakery of  the Popular
Front maneuver,

In May 1937, our grioup clearly
exposed the fraudulent nature of the
rumpus about "organic unity". This ex-
posure is contained in the very first
document we published;

"Shrewd Stalin, motivated only
by the need of perpetuating the
burocratic political and economic
domination of the Soviet Union, in
introducing the fake of organic
unity of his own forces with Social
Democracy, again scored a success,
The masses want united front? | Sta-
lin goes them one better and talks
organic unity, which never will and
never can take place anyhow. The

~interests of the loosely connected
national parties of Social Demo-
cracy are rooted in the aristocracy
of labor and the Tbourgeoisie of
each capitalist country. Stalinism.
is an entity separate and distinct
from every other existing tendency.
The interests of every existing
Stalinist WParty" are rooted in the
Soviet burocracy. But what harm
can there be in leading the masses
by the nose through the talk of or-
ganic unity? ~ On the contrary,
talking about it makes the Trotsky-
ites, the Lovestoneites, the Social-
ists, every class~-conscious worker,
talk about it, criticize, discuss
the possibility. Meanwhile Stalin-
ism lives one" (George Marlen,
STALIN, TROTSKY OR LENIN, pp. 186-7.
My emphasis —~ HeM.)

Second: International is fascist or an
agency of fascism.

But how did Trotsky and his lieu~
tenants react to"the treacherous rump-
us about %organic unity"? Did the
Trotsky tendency expose the rank de-
ception spread by Stalin's agents? Did
Trotsky and his henchmen make it clear
that Stalin would never -in the slight—
est release his grip on his internat-
ional machine of counter-revolution
precisely because it renders his buro-
cracy invaluable services in working
to prevent revolution?

How far Trotsky was from clarify-
ing the workers on this matter can be
learned from this:-  Trotsky actually
told the workers that the unification
of the 4two criminal internationals un-
der certain conditions sould be a step
forward for +the working class. In
speaking of the talk about "organic ue~
nity" of +the PFrench Socialist Party
(S.F.I.0.) and the French Stalinist
Party, Trotsky wrote in Yarch 1935;

"Some comrades will ask us, not
without indignation, 'Would you be
against organic unity?! No, we are
not against unity....If the S.¥.I.0.
should unite this very day wita the
Communist Party, that would not
guarantee victory any more than the
United Front guarantees it: only
correct revolutionary policies can
bring victory. But we are ready to
grant that unification, under pre-
sent conditions, would facilitate
the regrouping and reorganization
of the genuinely revolutionary ele-
ments now scattered throughout the
two parties. It is in this sense,
and in this sense only, that uni-
fication would be a step forward."
(VEITHER FRANCE, p. 108. My empha~
sis - H.M.) .

Trotsky not only presented “organic
unity® as a possibility, but even

As we have said, this analysis was writ- pretended that through "organic unity"

ten back in May 1937.

to the letter, history shows. The decept~ there could be born the

ive talk about Morganic unity" re-
mained a fravd and today, the "Comin-
tern' havingz been again shunted on an
ultra-leftist course, the Stalinist
burocrats are again shouting that the

It proved correct of the Second and Third Internationals

Fourth Inter-
national, of which Trotsky wrote ear-
lier:

"It may be born - theoretically
it is not excluded -~ out of the un-~



ification of the- Second with the
Third, by means of a regrouping of
the elements by the purging and
tempering of their ranks in the
fire of struggle." (New Interna-
tional, Sept.~Oct. 1934)

Thus, according to Trotsky, that utter
myth, "organic unity" of the Stalin-
tern with the Second International was

not only presented as a possibility,
but as a rossible path to the Fourta
Internationall
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While thus palming off the chi-
mera of “organic unity® as a possibil-
ity which could be in the interests of
the workers, the leaders of the Trot-
sky movement also used the hullabaloo
about "organic unity" to propagate
mere illusions abour the "Comintern®
liquidating itself. A Socialist Ap-
peal headline of October 30, 1937
reads:- "Secret Paris Meeting Decided
For Early Liquidation of the Comin~
tern.® The article goes on to allege
that the Stalinist burocrats were con-
templating two paths along which to
liquidate the "Comintern":

"On April 21, 1937, there was an
historic conference of the 17 lead -
ing Communist Parties of the world,
in Paris.... The secretaries of the
17 leading Communist Parties were
informed... that if British, French
and American imperialism demanded,
as the price of a military alliance
against Germany, Italy and Japan,
that the Comintern be eliminated
from the international arena, that
must be done." (Ibid.)

But suppose this path did not mater-
ialize? Then -

"An alternative must be found in
case the 3British Tories refuse to
shake the hand of friendship prof-
fered by Stalin." (Ibid.)

At this point, the Trotsky paper in-
troduces its fable about M"organic u~
nity":

"This alternative is the capture

of the. Second Internationale....In
line with this perspective, negoti-

ations were pushed more energetic-
ally for organic unity of the
French, Spanish and Italian CP and
SP." (Ibid.)

In this article in the Socialist Ap-
peal written six months after we had
presented our thesis that all talk of
"organic unity" was a Stalinist fraud,
the phantom of "organic unity" was a-
gain presented as something which
would clear the path for the new in-
ternational. Reinforcing the illusion
that the Stalintern was undergoing
self-liquidation, the Trotskyite lead~-
ers actually dangled this alleged
solf-liquidation before the workers as
a means vwhereby the path to the new
international would be cleared:

"The demise of the Third Inter-
national will cause no heartaches
among revolutionists. It will only
remove the greatest barrisr to the
formation of a new International =~
and thousands of sincere revolu -
tionists still deluded by Stalinism
will Jjoin in this historic task."
(Ibid.)

Hypnotized by the  Trotsky- created
phantasy @f the self-liguidation of
the "Comintern," the anti-Stalinist
workers clustering around the Trotsky
tendency lived in a fools-paradise,im-
agining that the great day of libera-
tion from the Stalinized "Comintern"
was Just around the corner. But the
"ecorpse" proved to be very much alive.
This "corpse" managed to  slaughter
thousands of Spanish revolutionary
workers not long after Trotsky and his
lieutenants so glibly "buried" ite
Its great betrayals go on to this day
and will continue to have —orld-wide
ramifications.

The Stalinist burocracy preserves
itself by its ability to pass before
the eyes of the wmorkers as the inheri-
tors of Bolshevism and the October
Revolution. It maintains its power
over the werkers through its sections’
disseminating these fraudulent ideas.
Through its International and its sec-
tions, Stalinism steers the workers to
destruction in order to prevent them
from overthrowing their capitalist
masters, and with them, the Stalinist
burocrats themselvese The "Comintern"
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sections, posing as Leninist Parties,

work with might and main to prevent
the rise of a genuine Leninist current.
Yet the Trotskyite leaders would have

the workers believe that Stalinism
would liquidate this most valuable in-

strument for its self-preservation .

Repeatedly, the Trotskyite leaders

have told the workers that Stalinism
would dissolve its "Parties" and pass

off the stage, apparently to allow a
new Leninist Party to arise without

hindrance. Stalinism, the Trotskyite

fairy tales imply, would reltase its,
death grip on the throat of the work.

ingclass and freely allow it to breathe
in a fresh revolutionary air, would
allow the workingclass to revive anid
resume its revolutionary march! That

is exactly what is meant by Stalinist

"self-liquidation." This, of course,

Stalinism will never do. The history

of Stalinism subsequent to the "secret

meeting" in Paris proves nothing so

much as that. '
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The 1leading disciples of Trotsky
continue to confuse the workers and to
disorient them from a true understand-
ing of the Stalinist menacs. In
Shachtman's The New International of
October 1940 there can be found two
separate and conflicting concepts of
the Stalinist machine in the United
Statess On page 182, the Stalinist
Party is described as a sect, "a large
sect, a very large sect but still a
sect..." Now, to Marxism, a sect in
politics is an organization which, re-
-gardless of its size, detaches itself
from the living issues confronting the
masses of the workers, which detaches
itself from the class struggle. Is
that "very large sect," the Stalinist

" linist Party is

Party of the U.S.A. really of such a
character? IListen to page 184 of the
same issue of The New Internatiogal: -

"At the time of the Soviet-Nazi
Pact, it looked as though the C.P.
had once for all committed suicide
(What, again?l - H.M.) but now it
is clear that the C.P. is far from
through. They still control the
dmerican Youth Congress; they have
a new peace "front;"! the Daily
Worker and New Masses appear, and
there is also ZFriday. Above all,
the hold of the Stalinists on ine

fluencing the CIO unions hagnot
been broken." (My emphasis - H.M.
A most peculiar "sect"l It injects

itself into every phase of the class

struggle, it insinuates itself into
numerous branches of the political
situation, its influence extends far

beyond its numerical forces, it holds
entire trade unions by the throat,and
most remarkable of all, its Russian
parent is in control of one sixth of -
the surface of the earthi

Stalinism is not dead, the Sta~-
not a sect, and it
does not liquidate itself. GStalinism
can be liquidated only by Marxism, by
an aggressive political struggle for a
complete unmasking of this counter-
revolutionary forcee The first step
in that direction to be taken by work-
ers who want to defeat Stalinism is to
break with the Cannons and Shachtmans
who feed them periodically with
stories that Stalinism is becoming, or
is already a political corpse.

Harry Millen
April, 1941
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| TROTSKY 'S "ADVICE" TC THE RUSSIAN WCRKERS

NO revolutionary worker will deny
the importance of studying Len-
in's writings. The works of that re-
volutionary leader 1light wup every

vital corner of the political strug-
gles of the classes in capitalist so-
clety. Lenin fought every form cf

opportunism existing er arising in his
time. Without knowing those writings
which bYear wupon his struggle against
opportunism, the workers are consider-
ably handicapped. Especially is this
true with respect to their struggle
against Stalinism. Unlews the revolu-
tionary workers, who have perhaps em-
pirically arrived at the understanding
that ©OStalinism represents a deadly
plague, become familiar with Lenin's
anti-Stalin writings, they will hardly
grasp the problem of Stalinism. Many
of those writings have been suppressed
by Stalin and his collaborators. Some
of the documents, however, due to the
intricacies of the inter-burocratic
convalsions of Stalinism, leaked out
and became known to a few workers.

In October 1917 Lenin wrote let-
ters dsaling with the treacherous be-
havior of Zinoviev and Kamenev. Those
letters were addressed, one to the
members of the Bolshevik Party,another
to the Central Committee of the Party.
The documents were well Xmown to the
Party leaders, including Trotsky. In-
furiated against Zinoviev and Kamenev
for their opposition to the selzure of
power and their disclosure of the Bol-
shevik plans to the enemy, Lenin in-
gsisted on their expulsion. However he
was overruled by the majority of the
Central Committee (see The Case of
Leon Trotsky, pe 76). During Lenin's

illnegs, Kamenev collected Lenin'g
works and published them (1922)., By
then Kamemev, Zinoviev and Stalin had
organized their conspiracy for the
seizure of power. In order to hide
their political rast they withheld
Lenin's letters from publication. It
appears that when Lenin had demanded
the expulsion of Zinoviev and Kamenev,
bhe had at that time felt keenly that

there was something basically oppor-
tunistic in those two men. The sharp-
ness of the moment passed, the Soviet

Republic was established and survived
the attack of the counter-revolution.
Zinoviev and Kamenev appeared to have
completely reformed and made good
their ignominia® bvehavior in October
1917, But, as history reveals, the
men showed themselves opportunist
seeksrs of burocratic power, They had
opposed the seizure of power when it
was on the order of the day, and after
it had been firmly established they
sought %o usurp it. Had the letters
not been suppressed, the workers, who
in the beginning reacted quite aggres-
sively against the burocratic rule of
the Trio - Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin -
would have perhaps derived a feeling
that Zinoviev's and Kamenev's oppor-
tunism had not died but had broken out
in a different form,

When the Trio gathered strength
and proceeded to bring under its sway
all the Republics that composed the
Soviet Union, Lenin, though ill » per-
ceived this opportunist policy and at-
tacked it vigorously in a whole series
of documents on the national question.
Those documents were handed %o the
Central Committee and to Trotsky, and



some of them to him alone. Most of
those documents have remained suppres-
sed to this day, and only very few
have been published outdéide the Soviet
Union and their content remains un-
known to the Rugsian masses. Had the
Rugsian workers known +the contents of
those important anti-Stalin documents
at the time they were written, docu~
ments in which Lenin wurged holding
Stalin and his collaborators respon-
sible for anti-Marxist policies, the
worksrs might have received a correct
ideological orientation in opposing
Stalin.

Another vital anti-Stalin docu-
ment was Lenints Testament, in vhich
he laid domn outright the policy for
the Commnists to remove Stalin from
power. The Testament, according to
Trotsky, was read in his presence in a
secret session of the Stalinist buro-
crats on May 22, 1924. AJl these
anti-Stalin documents constituted a
powerful ideological instrument of
struggle against Stalin.

Knowing of all these documents of
Lenin's, Trotsky also knew all the
time that they were being suppressed.
And while they were being suppressed,
Trotsky not only &id not reveal this
criminal secret, but did something far
worse. Almost eix months after Lenin's
death and a few weeks after the Testa-
ment was read, Trotsky in one of his
speeches said to the FRussian workers
atout Lenin's writings:

"YOU HAVE NOW THE OPPORTUNITY TO
READ EVERYTHING TEAT LENIN WROTE.
I advise you, — it is very benefi-
clal, — +to note especially in
these books, those places in which
he heeded the mass, what it wants,
what it needs,— not only what it
wants, but what it d4id not learn
yet to want.... " (Leon Trotsky,
Pra.vd.a,)July 10, 1924. My capitals
— G.M.

Trotsky was of course fully con-
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scious of the fact that the workers
were not given the opportunity of
reading everything that Lenin wrote.
Trotsky was fully conscious of the
fact that precisely those writings of
Lenin which could have helped the
workers to combat ths deadly malady of
Stalinism, Lenin's writings on the
national question, Lenin's Testament
and other Iimportant documents, were
being deliberately withheld from the
workers. The Russian workers could
follow Trotsky's advice and read those
of Lenin's writings published by the
Trio, but they would have never sus-
pected that Lenin's lite was to remove
Stalin, to expel his henchman Ordjoni-
kidze and generally to break vp the
whole Stalinist burocracy. Ever when
exposures appeared outside the Soviet
Union revealing that Lenin left a
Testament in which he laid down the
line to remove Stalin, Trotsky
declared:

"Comrade Lenin has not left any
'will'.... All talk with regard to
a concealed or mutilated 'will! is
nothing but a despicable lie... It
suffices to ask: 'If we assume
that the malicious characterization
of our leading party comrades given
by Eastman is only partly correct,
how is it possible that this Party
should have emerged from long yeors
of illegal struggle, how couldl it
stand at the head of masses of mil-~
lions, carried through the greatest
revolution of the world, to furzher
the formation of revolutionary par-
ties in other countries.! There is
ne sincere worker who will believe
in the picture painted by Eastmun.”
(Leon Trotsky, Inprecorr, Sept.
3, 1925, pp. 1005, 1006.)

Trotsky collaborated with Stalin
in hiding Lenin's anti-Stalin docu-
ments, and deceived the workers in
Russia and in the Comintern.

G L ] M .
April 4, 1941
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A STATEMENT ON THE R.W.L. PRESS RELFASE

Apress release (undated) sent out
by the Revolutionary Workers
League, headed by Hugo Oehler, states
that the F B I is condueting a virtual

; witch hunt against the R.W.L.

We are not in a position to veri-
fy independently the statements con-
tained in this press relsase t0 ascer-
tain whether they are true to fact.
However, we, as Marxists, are wunre-
servedly opposed to bourgeois oppres-
sion and persecution whether it is
directed against revolutionists or op-
portunists. Bourgeois persecution of
the opportunists only serves to
strengthen the illusion among the
workers that the persecuted are trus
revolutionists, and hampers the win-
ning over of the workers to the
authentic revolutionary current. The
classical example 13 the bourgecie
persecution of the Stalinist burocrats.
The belief prevalent among the de-
ceived victims of Stalin and his Brow-
ders and Thaslmanns that the leaders
of the "Comintern" are sincere and
loyal Leninists, becomes more deeply
imbedded in the minds of the Stalinist
workers when they see that the bourg-
eoisie imprison and even murder Stal-
inist burocratse

Only a free, thorough and all-
sided polemic can enlighten the
workers and lead to a decisive swing
of the proletariat toward Marxism.
The only power waich has the historic
right to weed out the counter-revolu-
tionary tendencies from the midst of
the workingclass, indeed from society
as a whole, is the proletariat itself
through the agency of 1ts revolution-
ary government, and that, when the
masses through their own experiene
recognize the need for such action.

We regard the R.W.L. an opportun-
ist organization, hut we are ungquali-
fiedly opposed to capitalist or any
other repressive attacks upon the
R.W.L. We are for complete freedom of
‘its press and condemm every attempt to
suppress it as an act which strength-

ens capitalist reaction through
strengthening the illusion among some
workers that the R.W.L. is a revolu=~
tionary organization. We are for
polemics free of bourgsois interfer-
ence, in ths course of which we be-
lieve we shall convince the workers
that the policies of the R.W.L. are
anti-Leninist and consequently anti-
proletarian.

Due primarily to opportunism
within the camp of the world prolet-
ariat capitalism has escaped destruc-
tion, surviving a series of tae most
profound revolutionary crises. During
the world war and immediately after,i
was Social ‘Democracy that saved the
bourgeoisie. With the inception of
Stalinist burocratic degeneration
of the Comintern, Stalinism became the
main force that has %bteen preventing
the proletariat from smashing cepitale
ist reaction. Paradoxically, t h o
Stalinists and other opportunists suf-
fer persecution from the Yourgeocis
moneter which they themselves nourish
and protect. :

Since the entire working class is
today in the grip of various opportun-
ist forces, revolutionists can pit
themselves against the organized might
of the bourgeoisis and counteract
capitalist persecution only by wreste
ing the workers from opportunism and
setting them upon the path of gtruggle
against the bourgeoisie. The success
of combatting reaction 1s 1in direct
relation to the success of rescuing
tae proletariat from the pernicious
influence of the pseudo-Bolghevik
political organizations. Only vwhen
the proletarian vanguard is wrested
from the sham Bolsheviks will a genu~
ine resistance to bourgeois reaction
unfold — which resistance can be no
other than the satruggle for the over-
tarow of the bourgeoisie.

_ Editorial Committee
THE BULLETIN
March 14, 1941
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