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THE TROTSXYITES AND THE SOVIET UNION

:[F in the first seven or eight
weeks of hostilities in 1814 tae
Kaiser's armies had penétrated beyon d
Smolensk deep into the Ukraine and had
continued their advance as have Kit-
ler s forces into the Soviet Union,
there would have bpeen the wildest pan-
ic in the Allisd camp. It took tae
Kaisor's armies exactly a year to Oc-
cupy Yoland and reach the border of
Russia propere Eitler's trcops, on
the otaer hand, in & few weeks having
plunged several aundred miles into tae
most vital térritories of the Sovist
Union, are meracing the key cities of
Leningrad, Moscow, Kiev and Odessa
almost directly. The Stalinist load-
ers are now ‘“explaining® that there
never really was a "Stalin Line,"
which is the way these swindlere-to-
the-bitter-end admit that the lazi
forces have alrecady broker through the
main fortified bYarriers of thd Soviet
Union.

Only those wnho have been groesly
deceived by talk in the past about
Nazi "Blitzkrieg" will fail to reallze
that the advance of Hitler's armies
has been very ranid and that the So-
viet Union is swiftly being destroyed.
The fantastic speed of the previous
Nazi military "victories" was due to
the fact that Hitler's patnh was deli-
pberafely opened for him by his
"enemies."® lost notably was this so
in the case of France, vwhere the
"dJemocratic" imperialists, acting in
collavoration with their German col-
leagues, turned the country over to
Nazi policing to crush the class con-
gcious Frenck proletariat in order <o
prepare Hitler's march against the
Soviet Union. The noige about "Blitsz-
krieg" has baen a cover for the
political basis of Hitler's military
"miracles" of the past.

From many -sides the workers have
bestt deceived by reassuring stories
about the %slowness™ of the imperial-
ist advance into the Soviet Union and
aocvbut tae Ywonders" of the Stalirist
arryls rasistance. Taough Stalinls
army has been steadily driven back
without registering a single signific-
artt counter-advance, his "allies," %hae

"derocratic® imperialists, are mani-
festing an unusual calmess of mind,

Wall Stroet's Noogevslt speaks about
the "magnificent® stand of Stalin's
army. The closer Hitler's forces get
to Leningrad, Moscow and other import.
ant centers, the more sgserene ars the
“"democratic" imperialiste and the
stronger becoms the Czarist bonds in
tho British and American markets (New
York Times, August 10, 1941).

In order to conceal their respon-
8ibility and whitewash the rottemness
of their organizations, the Stalinist
burocrats fill the workers! ears with
soothing tales of how Liesutenant X
captured Hill Y,and how Captain A held
Sector B. All these comforting
storics of {the bourgsoisie and of the
Staliniat burocrats vho fear to tell
the truth to the masses blind the
workars to the fact that the imperial-
ist armies have made decisive inroads
into thoe territory of the Stalin-
strangled Workors State and are laying
the necessary basis for the finishing
blow.

The workers throughout the world,
and in the first instance the class
conscious workers, must be aroused to
the realization that, as things stand
today, the Soviet Union ie facing doome
All thoss wao palnt  rosy pictures
about the "magnificent" defense al-
legad to be put up by Stalin's ammy
are building a fool's paradise for the
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workers, thus dulling the class vigi-
lance of the proletariat. And from
more angles than one! Not only fram
the standpoint that already, concrete-
ly, the imperialist forces have cut
deep paths into the Soviet Union, but
from the view that the Stalinist
counter-revolutionary lea d ership,
under which the toilers suffer, opens
no prospect for thaem bdbut ultimate,
total defeat and the restoration of
capitalism in the former empire of the
Czars.

From many sides, we bhave said,
the workers are being misled by the
peddlers of cheerful yarns. We do not
oxempt the so-called anti-Stallnist
press of the Socialist Workers Party.
For months and years the Trotskyites
have been declaring that Stalin's
rogime has wiped out the initiative
and creative energies of the masses of
the Soviet Union. For example at the
ond of 1939, the Trotskyites stated
that by crushing all democracy the
Stalinist burocracy has degtroyed the
spirit and initiative of the revolu-
tionary period of the first Workers
State:-

"The soldiers of the Red Army
come from the masses, from the
ranks of the workers and peoasants;
the morale and spirit of the masses
is reflected in the army and in the
way it struggles. By crushing
every form of democracy within the
Soviet Union the Stalinist regime
has destroyed the wonderful spirit
and initiative that characterized
the workers and peasants in the
sarly days of the Soviet Union."
(Editorial, Socialist Appeal, Dec.
30, 1939,p.4. My emphasis - J.C.H.)

Only one monta before the attack on
the Soviet Union, in an article called
"The Soviet 'War Potential'", the
5.W.P. declared that of all factors,
tlat of morale is the worst:

"The factor of morale is worst
of all. Tae workers and peasants
are no bstter than serfs." (Fourth
International, May 1941, p. 125.)

And even after the attack on the
Soviet Union began, the Trotskyltes

repeated the theme that Stalinism has

orushsd the initiative and creative
impulses of the masses:-

"Stalin's regime -— which has
stifled all initiative, every live
ing voice and every creative ten-
dency in OSoviet sogiety - must
crumble if only for the reason that
initiative and creative ability are
most indiepensable precisely in

war-time." (Fourth International,
July 1941, p. 170. My emphasis
J. C. H.)

Are all these Tforegoing state-
ments correct?  Absolutely correct!
It is true that Stalinism has wrecked
the initiative and the creative ten-
dencies of +the masses of the Soviet
Union, that this destruction is
roflected in the army and that, as the
Trotskyites admitted, the factor of
morale is the worst of all.

As we have been constantly pointe
ing out, however, the Trotskyi te
leaders operate in a certain peculiar
fashion. They +use their correct
statements as a cover for a core of
deception whica functions in t h e
interests of Stalinism. As we have
indicated, the Stalinist 1line 1s to
mislead the workers with reassuring
stories about Stalin's army. The
Trotskyites, as usual in every con-
crete situation of crisis, emit echoes
of the Stalinist line. Leaving their
correct declarations stand as a pro-
tective ghield,the Trotskyite leaders,
as the attack on +the Soviet Union
developed 1its momentum, began to in-
troduce their reflections of the come
forting hokxum issued by the Stalinist
burocrats. All of a sudden, the S5.W.P.
leadsrs "forgot" about the destroyed
initiative and creativs abilities and
about the morale in the army which is

the worst factor of all, and started
to spin yarns about ‘"remarkable
initiative™ and "gelf-action" on the

part of the workers
Stalin's army:-

and peasants in

“"Irdeed, it is clear from all
rerorts that the Red Army soldiers
are displaying remarkable initiat-

ive, self-action, to makeugfor
the wealmesses o0f the officers
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corps, which was so ruthlessly
purged by Stalin from 1935 to
1938." (Editorial, The Militant,

July 26, 1941, p. 6.)

The DTrotskyites in ¢he most brazen
fashion disrezard their own correct
gtatements and make the claim that thae
many years of Stalinist poisoning did
not and could not dissipats the revo-
lutionary impulses of October:-

"Phe years of slow strangulatioh
at the hands of the Stalinist
bursaucracy could not and Gid not
dissipate the profound energies and
resources imparted to these masses
by the October Revolution." (Tae
Militant, July 26, 1941, p. 4.)

The founders of Marxism taught
the necessity to tell the workers the
truth at all times. It is a fact that
in all armies and virtually always
soldiers aave been willing to go -inta

bvattle and be slaughterali. For the
most part, it was compulsion which
produced this "willingness," but, in
any case, throughout history soldiers
have plunged into ths Ploodi e st
baitles. The willingness to fight
does not in 4itself constitule mass

initiative and self-action, as far as
Marxiem is concerned. The Trotskyites
spoak about reperts which they allage
show initiative and self-action on the
part of ths workers and peasants in
Stalin's army. What the Troiskyites
are doing is taking the willingness of
the masses o Stalin's army to go into
battle and painting it up as Minitia-
tive," "solf-action® and the "pro-
found energies and resources imparted
to thnese masses by the October Revolu-
tion." To speak in such terms of tae
masses wao are utterly blinded and
paralyzed politically by Stalinism is
to spread soothing fantasies whaich can
gerve only the Stalinist burocrats and
the imperialistse

* % k¥ %k *%

TWO factors stand out in the pre-
sent situation of the Soviet Uni-
on:- ons, the social ownership of the
means of production,the basic conguest
of tho October Hevolution,which the im-

perialists hope to destroy in order to

reestablish private property; the
other. the resactionary Stalini st
burocracy which has usurped power in
the -first Workers State and h a s
strangled  ths revolutionary forces
waick gave rise to the October Revolu~
tion. The proletariat must find the
correct course with regard to these
two factors or the victory of the
imperlalists over the Soviet Union is
assured. The fact thai there exists a
counter=revolutionary St alinist
burocracy should not blind the workers
to tone slgnificance of the historical-
ly progressive property structure of
the Soviet Umidén. Un the other hand,
the fact of a socialized property
structure should not 1lead tae workers
to overlook or to misunderstand +he
Teactionary function of the Stalinist
burocracy, its criminal, deadly rols
as the rulirg force in the Soviet
Union and amongst the class conscious
workers on the international scens.
The two factors must not be confused
in any way. The rule (or rather,
misrule) of the Stalinist burocracy
does not endow the socialized property
structure with a reactionary charact-
er; this form of economic foundation
remaing historically progressive. The
revolutionary property system, con-
versely, does not endow the treacher:
ous Stalinist regime with any nrogres-
sive features; tke opportunist usurp-
ers remain the enemles of the massese

It is always the task and duty of
‘the revolutionary proletariat to
defond tlde vprogrossive social fruits
of the October Revolution and to ex-
terminate wevery obstacle to that
defonse. The Stalinist burocracy is
tae chisf obstacle to the defense of
the Soviet Union. It is very easy to
fall inte 4the confusion of imagining
that because the Stalinist burocrats
direct the physical resistance against
the imperialist attack, they are de-
fending the Soviet Unidn and must be
supported by ths workers. A close
examination of the burocracy's actual
role, however, will reveal +that to
support 1t is to help it dig the grave
of the Loviet Union.

Historical <contrasts help to
bring out political esssntials. The
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Bolshevik Red Arnmy of 1918-1920 was
governed by the policy of revolution-
ary class struggle aiming to arouse
the workers in the ¢ api talist
countries against the imperialists who
sought to destroy the Soviet Republic.
This was a policy of extending the
October Revolution. It was this
policy that brought the Red Army,
poorly ejuipped as it was, to victory
against enormous military odds. It
was the political factor that played
the decisive part in saving the Soviet
Republic in 1918-1920.

Today, as +then, the political
factor remains decisive. The politic-
al 1 ine pursued by the Stalini st
burocrats is to prevent the extension
of the October Revolution. They
pursue this political line in arder to
hang on to their criminally usurped
pover. While flinging millions of
workers and peasants against the
imperialists! armies, the burocracy,
through its "“Comintern," Tbinds the
toilers of +the eontire world to a
counter-revolutionary political 1line
and therefore fundamentally
strengthens the imperialists.

Only the class-conscious prolet-
ariat, following a Bolshevik leader-
ship, can defend the Soviet Union. Tis
defense of the Soviet Union is synony-
mous With the extension of the October
Revolution and can be based only or a
political line which leads to that ex-
tension. In relation to the defense
of the Soviet Union, consequently, the
revolutiomry proletariat and the
counter-revolutionary Stalinist buroc-

racy are two diametrically opposite
forces. Tne fact that the burocrats

hurl armies against the imperialists'
forces must not render this fundament-
al trutk obscure in the workers' view.
Ag in peace, so in war the Stalinist
burocracy undermines the Soviet Union.
Only the external form of the Stalin-
jst reaction has changed, not its
essence. Since the political factor
is the dominant one in every situation
the military activity organized by the
burocrats is governed, and its char-
acter is determined by the couwnter-
revolutionary politigs of Stalinism.
This military struggle directed by the
treacherous, opportunist Stalinism can

lead the workers only to ultimate

defeat by the imperialists. The mili=-
tary factor must not and cannot be
isolated from, or assume a greater
importance than the political. The
imperialist attack on the Soviet Union
has nct transformed the reactionary
Stalinist burocrats from underminers
to defenders of the Soviet Union,.
They remain the chief obstacle to the
defense of the Soviet Union, regard-
less of vhether the Soviet Union is at
"peace" or at war with the
imperialists.

Every tendency which obscures
this diametrically opposed relation=-
ship of the workers and the burocrats
to the defense of +the OSoviet Union
contritutes to the defeat of the re-
maining conquests of October. Such a
tendency plays a reactionary part in
the working class regardless of how
much seemingly "anti-Stalinist" noise
it may make. To becloud the fact that
in the defense of the Soviet Union, as
in evsry other function, the Stalinist
burocracy plays a reactionary role is
tolend supporit +to imperial-
ism — directly or indirectly.

It is the very opposite of the
truth that the Manifesto of the
Socialist Worksrs Party gave to the
workars vwhen 4t stated shortly after
the attack on the Soviet Union:-

"Every blow of the Red Army
against German imperialism is a
blow for the socialist future of
mankind." (Fourth International,
July 1941, p. 171.)

This statement wonld have been trus
many years ago, when taere was a real
Red Army under a revolutionary leador-
saip, but it is a gross decsption
today, for the present "Red" Army is
under a counter-revolutionary 1leader-
ship. The army of the Stalinist
burocracy does not strike blows fir
the Socialist future of mankind.
Stalin's reactionary policies prevent
it from coirng so. After the overthrow
of Stelinism by the revolutionary pro-
letariat, and only after that over-
throw, would there be a real Red Army
under a  Bolghevik 1leadership which
could actually strike blows against
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imperialism and for the socialist
future of mankind. If under Stalinist
leadership,—~ and this is the real
point of the above-gquoted dsclaration
~- the "Red" Army strikes blews "for
the socialist future of mankind," then

Stalinism deserves the full support of .

the workers, This 1is the real
political import of the SJHP.'s
declaration, however the Trotskylst

leaders may conceal it from their
followers.

The Trotskyite leaders go to such
lengths in their political distortions
as completely to obscure the unbridge-
able chasr that separates the revolu-
tionary Red Army, whickh really fought
for the cause of the October Revolu-
tion, from the caricature into which
Stalinism transformed the former
Bolshevik Red Army. One of the
leaders of the Trotsky group, John G.
Wright, has the brazerness to tell the
workers -

"It is the Army of the October
Revolution and the Civil War —
Trotsky's Bed Army - that is now
fighting so heroically." (The
Militant, August 16, 1941, pe3.
Emphasis in the original.)

This is an outrageous, poisonous lie.
This despicable 1lie could originate
only in an  opportunist politic al
line,

L2 *¥ *% "k

]:N the mind of the Trotskyist
workers, tae noise raised by
their leaders about a political revv -
~ lution againet the Stalinist dburocra~-
cy overshadows many other things. The
fundamentally pro-Stalinist line of t®
Cannons and Galdmans. is buried out of
sight by this seemingly anti-Stalinist
uproar. What, concretely, ie the
meaning of a political revolution
against Stalinism in the politics of
the Trotskyist leaders?

The concrete meaning of a poli-
tical revolution against Staliniem
is, in the Trotskyist system, the re-

non-Bolshevik

storation  of freedom to — amongst
others -~ proven counter-revolution-
ariec like the social-democrats, their
party and organizations. This Tre-
vival of the poiitical props of the
bourgeoisie passes wunder the name of
"frecdom for Soviet parties," a posi-
tion Trotsky previously fought against
for many years. Trotsky indicated
plainly +that in his new polic y.
political freedom for the social-
democrats was an organic part of whal
he -called a democratic proletarian
regime. At iirst Trotsky limited his
slogan of freedom for Monshevism in a
prolétarian siate to Germany, which ho
cite¢ as a hypothetical ¢ a se,
Addtessing himself to German social-
demodératiciworkers, Trotsky "promised!
them the following:-

"In the proletarian state tho
technical mears of printing will be
put at the disposal of groups of
citizens in accordance with their
real numerical importance. But how
is this to be done? The gocial
demogracy will ottaln printing
facilities corresponding to the
nmber of its supporters." {(The
Militant, April 15, 1933, p. 3, My
empsasis -~ J.C.Hi)

Later, Trotsky applied this position
to the Soviet Union and 1linked +the
restoration of a democratic prolet-
arian reglme with legaliity and freedom
for what he called "Soviet parties."
In 1936, Trotsky stated:

MBureaucratic autocracy must
give place to Soviet democracy. A
restoration of the right of criti-
cism, and a gemuine freedom of
elections, are nacessary for the
further development of the country.
This assumes a rovival of freedom
fof Bovigt parties, beginning wit.
the party of Bolsheviks, and a re-
surrection of the trade unionse. "
(The Revolution Betrayed, p. 289,
My GHH)hB-Sis - J-GOH.

«ote that Trotsky spoke of a revival
of freedom for Soviet parties
"beginning® with the party of Bolghe.
viks. This indicates plainly tha?
"Soviet parties" ar
also to have freedom in what Trotsky

[(]

-
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called "Soviet democracy."
followers in the S.W.P.
slogan to this day:-

Trotsky!s
present this

"As part of the restoration .of
workers! democracy in the Soviet

Union, all pro-Soviet political
parties must be given 1legal
status." (Editorial, Ths Militant,

July 19, 1941, p. 1l.)

The term, "pro-Soviet®, used by the
Trotskyists 1is a very tricky one.
There have been geveral '“pro-Soviet"
parties, all of them reactionary to
the core. The Mensheviks, Social-
Revolutionaries and their various
ghades and branches were "pro-Soviet."
In 1921, even the bourgeois Miliukov's
Party became “pro-Soviet," issuing the
slogan, “"For the Soviets, without the
Bolsheviks." The above-quoted
editorial continues with this demand:-

"Every political party that is
for the defense of the Soviet Union
mist be given the right to exist as
an open political organization, to
present its program, and to agltate
among the wasses for that program."

The Russian Msngheviks, Kerensky, and
even some of the Vhite Guard organiz-
ations, have issuved declarations call-
ing for the defense of the Soviet
Union. That the Mensheviks and S.R.!'s
fall into the Trotskyist category of
Yevery political party that is for the
defense of ths Soviet Union" is clear.
We nave mentioned the White Guards,
who, as has been reported in the
bourgeois press, have been going to
their churches lately to pray "“for the
victory of the Russian Army," only to
indicate how deceptive 1is such a
formulation as "Every political party
that is for the defense of the Soviet
Union." Some of the bloodiest
scoundrels in existence have taken up
<he slogan, "Defend the Soviet Union."
However, let wus eliminate the White
Guards from the Trotskyist formulation
and confine it to the "socialist"
partieg, such as the Mensheviks and
5.R.'s, and examine its significance

The central point in this matter
is that in the period of the Russian

Reyolution all the non-Bolshevik so-~

called M"pro-Soviet" parties were anti
Sovist zovernment and their actual

purpose was evantually to liquidate
the Doviets, vwhile today it is to
restore capitalism in the Soviet Union.
ONLY THE BOLSHEVIK PARTY{ VAS GENUINELY
PRO-.SOVIET, i.e., PRO-ASCVIET COVER N~
MENT. All other .parties s%cod and
8till stand for tiie Tocurgenis ie.
Their '"pro-Soviet" noisz of tae past
was merely a demagogic cover of their
counter-revolutionary intent an d
policy, as is their Mdefersist" talk
of today. The Trotskyists without
qualification issue tha slogan of
political freedom for ‘“pro-Soviet"
parties, and Trotsky explicitly indi-
cated that he had in mind sociale
democracy, for one thing. In view .of
the fact that only a Bolshsvik Party
¢an be actually pro-Soviet, the slogan
of "freedom for Soviet Parties" means
in reality freedom for anti-Soviet
parties. Thus, the Trotskyite version
of restoration of democracy in the
Soviet Union concretely means bringing
back to political 1ife the "socialist™
agents of imperialism. We wuse the
term "bringing back to political life"
for its literal meaning. Freedom for
the so-called '"pro-Soviet" partiss
which the Trotskyite 1leaders have in
mind can be only a matter of reviving
corpses. - These parties, specifically
the several varieties of Menshevism,
wore long ago exposed and defeated by
Bolshevism. The masses of the Soviet
Union turned away from these criminal
outfits years ago. What purpose can
there Y& in reviving these putrid
corpses? There can be no rsvolutionary
purpose Trotsky's slogan is a mate
ter of turning back the wheels of
history. The Trotskyite program is a
wedge for oOpening a return first for
the "socialist" agents of the
bourgeoisic and ¢t hen for the
bourgeoisis themselves. The cry of
"freedom for Soviet Parties" after the
October Revolution became the watch-
word of bourgeois restorationists who
begen.by _ca for. " '

neh o R e e 138, (Y
wao aime& &t the overtarow of the
socializ~d property and the return of
the capitalist system.

Such is the concrete content of
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the Trotskyist slogan of a political

revolution t0 re s t o r e workers
democracy in the Soviet Union. It is
a shield for reaction in the present
and foreshadows protection to
reaction in the future.

L2 %% *x % *k

HE real nistorical destroyer of

the Soviet Union is not the ime-
perialists dut Stalinism whickh helped
the imperialists to their feet an d
-brought on the present attack. It is
a Bolshevik Party and Intemational
alone which can 1lead a defense of the
October conquests still remaining.
Given such a leadership, the defesat of
the imperialists would be not merely
possible, but virtvally assured. The
Bolshevik triumph of 1917-1920 would
repeat itself, but this time in the
form of the international victory of
the proletariate. In the removal of
Stalin and his clique and the setting

up of a leadership armed with a
Bolshevik policy, therefore, lles the
crux of the problem of actually

dafending and extending the October
conpuasts.

and Goldmans are the
fraudulent YFourth
These fragments of

The Cammons
rucleus of a
International."

$ghe Stalinist System are obstacles in
the pata of a gemuine defense of the
Sovist Union. To the extent that taey
influence clags conscious workers the
Cannons and Goldmans paralyze t h e
forzes wnich are most advanced politi-
cally. walch already realize the need
for the revolutionary overthrow of
Stalinism. Time gr ow s rapidly
sherter. The fate of the Soviet Uniom
may bYe decided in favor of the
imperialists this year, in the next
few months, perhaps in the next few
woeks. The Trotskyist line of divert-
ing the anti-Stalinist,class conscious
worksrs from an unrelenting, permanent,
concentrated attack on Stalinism is
doubly criminal in the light of the
narrow margin of time available toc the
workers to gather their forces against
Stalinism in defense of the Soviet
Union. The prime requirement of the
anti-Stalinist, vanguard workers, if
they are to embark on a genuine
defenge of the Soviet Union, is to ses
through the "anti-Stalinist" ve neet
pasted over the pro-Stalinist center
of the Trotskyist 1line and to break
with the Cannons and Goldmans, %o
reform thelr ranks in a nucleus which
will actually create a Bolshevik Party
and International.

J. C. Hunter
Mugust 16, 1941

_————————— — ————————
e ——————
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THE IMPERIALIST ATTACK
on the
SOVIET UNION

g INCE- the rise of the Soviet

~“Union, world imperialism has for-
mlated a series of schemes ¢to0 crush
the workers who succeeded in overthrow-
ing the Russian bourgeoisie and in de-
stroying capitalism in Russia. Again
and again, however, the plans of the
imperialists fell through, for various
reasons, and for many years after 1920~
21, an invasion of the Soviet Union
could not again be organized. That it
is of vital importance for the bourgeoi-
sie of all countries to destroy the
system of nationalized property in the
Soviet Union for sconomic and ideolo-
gical purposes, and to reestablish
capitalism to serve as a source of in-
vestment and exploitation, is and has
been oObvious to all class-cascious
workers. Tae destruction of the Soviet
Union has been the chief aim of the
bourgeoisis of all countries, - regard-
lass of their political form of ruls.

One of the main obstacles to the
attack on the Soviet Union was the re-
volutionary crisis in Germany which had
been lingering on almost continuously
ever since the end of the World War.
The immediate task that the world
bourgeoisie faced was to save German
capitalism. By solving this task, the
attack on the Soviet Union could be
launched. Due to the consclous preven-
tion of proletarian revolution by the
Stalinist and Social-Democratic lead-
ers, the world bourgeoisie succeeded in
stabilizing the 1rule of the German
bourgeoisie which, having 1its hands
freed, introduced a bloody regime of
terror and suppression against the Ger-
man working class. With regard to the
weak condition of German economy, the
problem was 4ulte complex. The economy
or Germany had to be so reorganized and
equipped as to be able to supporta

tremendous military machine capable of
destroying the Soviet Urnion. This re~-
organization and strengthening of Ger-
man economy was accomplished by differ-
ent means and in different stages.
First, the British,French, and American
imperialists pumped financial resources
into Germany. Then they permitted and
aided the German imperialists to rearm.

However, additional difficulties
arose for the world bourgeoisie in the
plan they had been pursuing. Although
the German imperialists had succeeded
in crushing the Berman proletariat, a
new threat meanwhile aroge in France
and Spain. Obviously, if the imperial-
1sts wished their attack on the Soviet
Union to succeed, using the German
military machine for the Job, they had
to ecliminate any danger from their
rear - especially in France and Spain.

A rapld attempt to change the
form of rule from bourgeois democratic
to fascist precipitated the Spanish
Civil War in 1936. Viewing almost 24
years of bloody Civil War in Spain,
and seeking to avoid a similar situ~
ation in France, the French bourgeoi-
sle in +their scheme to introduce
fascism into TFrance adopted different
tactics. The tactic, as history show-
ed, consisted in bringing in an out-
side fascist force. The fascization of
France and the attack on the Soviet
Union had the following historical
background. At first, the Geo rman
imperialists were given the Saar, and
then were allowed t0 occupy Austria,

the Sudetenland and later all of
Czechoslovakia. The Austrian an d
Czech revolutionary workers we re

destroyed by the Nazi gendarmes of
international capitalism, the great
industries and munitions plants were
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incorporated into the German military
engine, the German imperialists were
brought closer and closer to the bord-
ers of the Soviet Union — ail this
under the cover of "appeasement.”

A concomitant aspect of the en-
tire situation was the increasisg
agitation of the masses in the bourg-
eois democratic countries over what
they believed to be Hitler ' s
"victories." The worksrs never real-
ized that what was happening before
thelr eyes was collaboration among all
the imperialists directed against the
European proletariat with ths object
of safeguarding the bourgeois rear for
the blow at the toilers of the Soyist
Union.

The anti-Hitler sentiment of the
masses was growing hourly, and the so-
called policy of appeasement was wear-
ing thin.

It is at this point that the im-
perialists, continuing the idertical
policy they had been pursuing before,
made a paper declaration of war,
croating the impression among the
masses that now the "democracies"
would really stop Hitler. Ths histoxry
of capitalism records many paradoxical
phenomena. There have Deen real wars
fought without an official declarationm,
and sham wars "fought" uvnder the cloak
of an official declaration. In the
Crimean War, for illustration, and in
the major part of tnc Fraaco-Prussian
War, an official declaration of war
was used as a cover for actual but
hidden collaboration among the seeming
"belligerents." Witr Sle declaration
of war in September 1932, tae policy
of the imperialists dii not canangs one
iota from what it was prior to the de-
claration, only the tactics of ths im-
perialists changed. Wow, instead of
openly handing over territory tc Eit-
ler for tae dual purpcse of quickly
crushing the workers aad incorporating
the industries in the Nazi war machine,
the Dbourgeolsie accomplished thelr
alms in a somewhat circuitous manner.

Under cover of a shamn war, the
imperialists of the supposedly opposed
camps, acting in concert, maneuvered
the Nazis into France and through the

¢stablismment of a fascist Tregime
placed a check on the French prolet-
ariat. Thus, with their raar tempora-
rily safsguarded from an immesdaiate
threat from the French workers, the
irperialists went forward with their
preparation for the attack on the
Soviet Union.

But what of the British imperiale
ists! alliance with the Soviet Union,
and Roosgevelt'!s calling for aid to the
Soviet Union? 1Is not this a concrete
proof that the imperialist camp is
divided, that one section, the "Axis,"
is trying to destroy the Soviet Union,
while the other, the "democracies," is
trying to prevent this destruction?
There 1s probably no aspect of capit-
alist swindling which is more sublly
decéptive than its international
diplomacy. No other exploiting class
in history ever devised such elaborate
and curming devices and machinations
o the world arena as have the bourge-
eoisie« And of all sections of the
capitalist class, the British impe-
rialists are the most experienced, the
most successful and the most competent
diplomatic connivers.

Britisk dimperialism 4is an o0ld
hand at the game of playing at
talliance" with a power it intends to
destroy. The writings of Marx an d
Engels contain an elaborate analysis
of such tactics wused by the British
imperialists in past periods of his-
tory. In the Crimean War, as Marx and
Engols proved conclusively, British
imperialism was officially in alliance
with Turkey against Bussia, but
actually in alliance with Bussia
against Turkey. British imperialism
sent aid to Turkey; 3British bankerse
lent money to Turkey; Britisk troops
and ships fought side by side with the
Turkish forces -~ and the whole purpose
of the Eritish dmperialists was 10
divide Turkey with their real ally,
the Ruasian Czar. Why this roundabout
mansuver? The inéreasing anti-Russian
sentiments of the massos prevented the
open anl direct unfolding of the
British-Rissian alliance against
Turkey, hence the British imperialists
played at “slliance" with Turksy and
“war® with Puesia. In their writings
dquring the period of the Crimean War,
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Marx and Engels exposed the whole

affair as a sham war and warned the
workers against taking the diplomacy
of the British imperialists literaliy.
(See the Collection of Marx-Engels
writings for that period, "The Eastern
Question.") '

Examples from +the past dg -not
prove the facts of the present.We " nat
cite Marx and Engels to prove our view
of the British-Stalin "“alliance," but
to illustrate the methods employed by
the imperialists when necessary. The
sham nature of the British-Stalin
"alliance®™ flows from the concrete un-
folding of the present situation, from
the whole policy of world imperialism
in the present period. The Churchill
wno in 1818-1920 threw all caution to
the winds in his plans to destroy the
Soviet Republic and actually frighten-
ed the more sober British imperialists
by the utter recklessness of his anti-
Soviet machinations has grown more
skillful, more circumspect, m O Tre
subtle. In 1918-1920, Churcaill lost
sight of the danger from the masses
which lurked behind a brazen, dull-in-
the-China~ghop assault on the Soviet
Union. Today, he avoids this danger,
plays at "alliance" with the Stalin
government, thus canalizing the anti-
Nazi sentiment of the British masses,-
and uses the Nazi gendarme to do the
actual work of wiping out the remmants
of the basic achievements of the
October Revolution.

That the imporialists are not en-
gaged in a life and death struggle to
destroy each other and that the "war"
in the West was and is a sham is
clearer today than ever befors, now
that the imperialist attack on the
Soviet Union has commenced. Some tims
ago, feeling duty bound to forecast
specific details of the imperialists!
plans, we stated that Germany would be
used as the spearhead for the attack
on the Soviet Union but we added,
incorrectly, tnat all tae imperialists
would participate in a military sense.

" that the

Then, when the imperialists permitted
Stalin to grab a rmumber of small
countrigs, we suspected +that the tac-
tics of ths imperialists did no%t call
for an open attack against "Commmunist"
Russia, which would create a danger in
the rear from the pro-Soviet masses in
all countries, but rather a more
elaborate and complex plan in which a
fake "peace" conference would be
called, Cermany would voluntarily dis-
gorge her "conguests" and then, in the
name of "freedom" and “democracy" for
all the small nasions, Stalin would be
asked to disgorge ais booty — which
would not only include his recent
grabs, but alsc the various countries
comprising the Soviet Union. Stalin,
being forced to refuse, would thus be
placed in a position by world irperi-
alism of refusing to "free" the small
nations and tmms the "logical" casus
belli would be established. We assumed
that the Dbourgeoisie did not want to
make the attack on Russia seem like an
attack against "Bolshevism." We erred
in forecasting the specific tactics
world imperialists had in
mind. However, we wers absolu tely
correct in stating time and again that,
no matter what the surface appearance,
the aim of all the imperialists is the
destruction of the Soviet Union. No
matter what the bourgooisie say or
seenm to be doing, they are all united
in their goal of crushing the workers
in every country, vlacing them on
slave rations, and wiping out the
remants of the Octobsr Revolution in
Russia. A Bolshevik defense of the So-
viet Union can be effected only through
the extension of the Octotsar Revolu~
tion. The working class can siri k e
such a blow only under a g e nu ine
Marxist leadership. The first politi-
cal requirement for the defense of the
Soviet Union is the building of a new
Leninist party through the ousting of
the pseudo-Bolshevik leaders from the
proletarian vanguard.

Ge. Crane
September 3, 1341
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THE ReW.L. "EDUCATES" THE WORKERS

ARXISTS always go to great pains

to give the workers the precise
knowledge of the history and nature of
various political forces which in one
way or other affect the nroletarian
struggle for Socialism. It goss with-
out saying that to teach the workers
adulterated history instead of facts
is to deceive them, to disarm them
ideologically and make them easy prey
of their enemiess '

The ReWsIw claims to be a Marxist
organization standing for the creation
of a "new Commnist (4) International."
It would seem, 1logically, that an
organization calling for a  Fourth
International would give a correct ox-
planation to the workers as to what
exactly has happened to the Third
International which Lenin organizsd in
1919. In direct words it would offer
a faithful account of what Stalinism
is, when it arose, how it functions,

and what the mainspring is behind its
policy of ©preventing proletarian
revolution. ILet wus give a sample of

the account the R.W.L. prescnts to the
proletariate.

"SOCIALISM IN ONE COUNTRY

"We must not forget that in 1924
Stalin brought forth his theory of
'socialism in one couniry'! and
gradually developed it watil reveolu-
tionary Marxists wers exiled and
later killeds Contrary t¢ Marxism,
Stalin mnot only proclaimed ths
possibility of Dbuilding socialism
in one country, but in backward
Russia at that. For this Stalinism
wanted a 1long period of peace,
hence on every occasion it became a
brake upon revelutionary struggles
and its 'international lime' bocame

a pblicy for the YStatus Quo.!
Staliniem functioned as an agent
for one group and then another of
imperialism until the line dewvelon-
ed to reformism and social-
patriotism,

"The extention of the October
Revolution, as presented by Lenin
and Trotsky was bitterly fought by
the Stalinists. They betrayed one
revolution after the other. History
proves this to the hilt, as i% has

. done also for the Second Interna~
tional.™ (International News,
Augu§t 1941, p. 5. My emphasis —
G,

We assert that the above-guoted
statement of the R.W.L. is a distortion
of truth from +the first word to the
last; and we shall subtstantiate our
assertion.

As we observe, ths RWL
attributes the Stalinist "brake upon
revolutionary struggles" to Stalin's
"thsory" of building Socialism in one
country which he introduced in the
Auturm  of 1924. The BWL states that
Stalin wanted peace to put thi s

statenrent

"theory" into practice and hence
"weeare a brake upon revolutionary
struggles." But facts show  that
Stalin and his accomplices applied the
brake of counter-revolution  longz
bofore the Autumm of 1924, From te
mass of accumulated  document ary

evidence, wa cite a few samples chosen
at random.

In Jamary 1923, almost two years

prior to the introduction of the
“"theory," witk Lenin ill and the
government of the ©Soviet Union in the
hands of Stdalin and his allies, an



- 12 -

important member of the Bolshevik
Party, A. A. Joffe, met the leader of
the Chinese liberals,

Shanqhai. It must be noted that
the Leninist position of world pro-

letarian revolution included the pro-
position of advancing the idea of
Soviets eve?_@ re. Lenin's speech at
the Second Congress of the Comintern
in 1920 makes this quote definite.
Special discussions which took place

in the National~Colonial Commission of
the Second Comintern Congresse

W, ....proved irrefutably that it
is necessary to indicate in the
theses of the Comrunist Inter-
national that Peasants! Soviets,
Soviets of +the exploited, are a
useful weapon, not only for capit-
alist countries, but also for
countries in which pre-capitalist
relations exist; we must say that
it 4is the bounden duty of the
Commnist Parties, and of those
elements which are associated with
them, to carry on propaganda in
favour of the idea of Peasanta!
Soviets, of Toilers' Soviets every-
where, In backward countriss and in
colonies; in those c¢ountries, also,
they must strive to create Soviets
of the Toiling People as far as
conditions will allow.® (V. I.
Lenin, ©Selected Works, Volume X,
p. 242. My emphasis ~ G.M.)

No one can deny that this position in-
cludés Caina, one of the most import-
ant of the backward countries,

What, nowever, was the line that
the Stalinist ruling clique applied in
China, almost two years Dbefore the
"theory" of socialism in one country
was cooked up? It is to be seen in
the acts of Joffe, the official
emigsary, who, naturally, acted not on
his personal account but under
instructions from the Kremlin clique.
Jointly with Sun Yat-Sen he issuea a
commnique, dated Jamuary 26, 1923,
which stateds:

"During his stay in Shanghat,
Mr. Joffe hags had several conver-
sations with Dr. Sun Yat-Sen, which
have revealed the identity of
their views on matters relating to

Dr. Sun Yat-Sen )

Chinese-Russian relations, morae
especially on the following noints:-
(1). Dr. Sun Yat-Sen holds thas

the Communistic order or even t%g
Soviet system copnot agfually be
1ntroduced into China, becaus I

there do not exist here the condi-
tions for the successful establish-
‘ment of eilther Commnism or
Sovietism. This view is entirely
ghared by Mr. Joffe, who 1s Turther
of the opinion that China's para~
mount and most pressing problem is
to achieve national unification and
aftain full national indsependencs,
and regarding thls great = task,
he has agsured Ir. Sun Yat-Sen that
China has the warmest sympathy of
the Russian people, and can count
on the support of Russia." (The
Chinasgesax-'. lbo&]f,) 1924, p. 863, My

Joffe's issuing this statement togeth-

er with Sun Yat-Sen, the hesad of the

Kuomintang, was an advance guarantee

that the usurping clique, which, in tlke

abgefice of Lenin from politics due to

illness, was then leading the govern-

ment of the Soviet Republic would

rofrain from fighting for the creation

of Soviets in <China. The Stalinist

line was the exact opposite of Lenin's,
and already in Japmuary 1923 showsd 1its

counter-revolutionary features. Stalin

and his partners, fully conscious of .
their criminality, tried as far as

possible to0 conduct their ma.chinations

in secret, and concealed Joffels

counter-revolutionary guarantee to Sun

Yat-Sen from the Russian Party.and the

rest of the Comintern.

But is this anti-Leninist line so
clearly expressed in January 1923 the
earliest manifestation of Stalinist
renegacy? No, for we find disting
traces of this policy even bYefore
Jamuary 1923. Let us taks another
example in the history of the Stalin-
ist leadership in relation ¢to China,
a country ripe for revolution. The
Chinese Communist Party, at 1its first
Congress in the Surmer of 1921,
adopted a revolutionary line of organ-
izing the proletariat for the seizure
of power. DBut at its second congress
in July 1922, when it was wunder the
direct influence of the Russian Trio
(Stalin-Zinoviev-Kamenev), the Chinese
Communist Party cast overboard its
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revolutionary 1line. Instead it
adopted a bourgeois-liberal position,
in reality a Stalinist Rightist zig-
zag for preventing proletarian revolu-
tion. In June 1923, t he Third
Congress of the Chinese Commnist
Party, following the 1line of the
Exocutive of the Comintern, headed by
Stalin's aide, Zinoviev, issued a
manifesto which called for support to
the Chinese bourgeoisie declaring that
“"the Kuomintang should be thc central
force of the national revolution and
should stand in the leading position.”

As we see, this Stalinist trans-
formation of the young.Chinese Commn-
ist Party in 1922 and 1923 from an
ingtrument of proletarian revolution
into a tall to the Chinese bourgeoisie,
which was a vassal of international
imperialiem,preceded by almost two and
a half years the introduction in the
Fall of 1924 of the "theory" of
Socialism in one country.

The German Commnist Party was
Stalinized even before the Chinese.
We find that in December 1921, dis-
torting tho thesis of the Third Cong-
ross, the Trio, through Zinoviev, gave

the German party an opportun ist
funited front," 1line of supporting the
Social Democrats, the 1lackeys of

German imperialism. And at the Fourth
Congress of the Comintern in November
1922, which ¢the sick Lenin attended
only once and in whose work on inter-
national policy he did not participate,
the Stalinist cligue laid down a line
of diverting the proletariat from
revolution. The 1ine, 1labelled
"Workers Government," was in reality a
line of support to a petty bourgeols
government agency of capitalism. It
was througn this 1line that the German
revolution of 1923 was disrupted, when
- Brandler and two other opportunist
leaders of the German Commnist Party,
under direct instruction from the
renogade Russian leaders, entered the
Saxon and Tmuringian Landtag govern-
ments and alded the Social Democrats
to stifle the workers. The disruption
of the German revolution in October
1923 did not hinge on the “theory™of
Socialism in one country adfanced a
year later, nor did the Stal in 1st
disruption of the revolutionary situ-

ation in Bulgaria in 1923 and in 1924
have any connection with the "theory."
One cannot even argue that Stalin had
already worked out this "theory" in
his mind, for in the Spring of 1924,
when Lenin was already dead, Stalin
re jected such "theory" and reaffirmed
the correct thesis that socialism in
one country ie impogsidble. Yet,
Stalin's mind was 3already set against
revolution. In Avgust 1923 in the
face of the most ideal revolutionary
situation in the history of Germany he
wrote to his partner-in-the-T r i o
Zinoviev and to the tractable Bukharin

that "the Germans must be restrained,
not spurred on.®

What 4is the true story of the
Stalinist counter-revolution an d
whence the distortion of .history
practiced by Oehler's RWL?

The fact is that the cownter-
revolutionary actions of Stalin and
his fellow-burocrats stemmed not from
any *"theory,"™ but from reactionary
material interegts in a eeizure of
burocratic power in the first Workers
State. Having enjoyed tremendous
personal power for several years, most
of the leaders of the Party degener-
ated on this vital feature of the

revolution and intrigued for personal
aggrandizement basing selves on a

large stratum of place-secksrs and
opportunist elements in the State
institutions, in the Bolshevik Party
and in the Communist International. It
was t0 safeguard themselves in their
burocratic plot for power, that the
Trio, the origingl congpirator ial
clique, misdirected the world prolet-
ariat and disrupted the revolution,
The spreading of the revolution to
other countries would have eventually
brought about the elimination of the
burocratic power-wielders and the
privileged few not only in the first
Soviet Republic but in all countries.
The "theory" of Socialism in one
cnuntry, a conscious distortion of
Mauxise by Stalin, was introduced
sirply as an attractive bait for the
masses and as a cooked up "polemic"
te camouflage the intrigues for power.

Why do the Oehlerites distort
history, obscure the truth about
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Staliniem disrupting revolutions even
before the introduction of the
“theory," thus dimming the minds of
the workers to +the true source of
Stalinist betrayal of the revolution?
The reason ig not far to sesk. It is
rooted in the Oehlerites’ former con-
nection wita Trotsky. It so happens
that, according to incontrovertible
documentary evidence, much of which we
have already published, Trotsky played
an important part in founding the
Stalinist system« THe collabordted
with Zinoviev in setting up the oppor-
tunist trap of the "Wrkers Government"
which he popularized among the workers
on a mumber of occasions (speech
before the Party Soviet Fractionin
December 1922, article Europe and

, June 1923, etc.) Troteky
collaborated with the Trio to c¢onceal
the Georgian scandal, to suppress
Lenin's letters on the national
quoestion, and to transform the Bolshe-
vik Party into a burocratic machine.
This occurred especially at the XII
(April 1923) Congress and XIII (May
1924) Congress of the C.P.S.U., Like
Zinoviev, Kamenev, Bukharin and other
Stalinists, Trotsky, at first a direct
collaborator of Stalin's in the
turocratization of the Soviet Republic,
was caught saort in nis opporiunism
when power becams centralized in
Stalin's hands. The bes%t that Trotsky
could do was to attempt t¢ 1live in
peace with the Stalin cliquwe. In line
with this Trotsky carried out the
Stalinist policies. We have cilted
above Joffels counter-revolutionary
work in Caina. Joffe was an old
Trotskyist, a ©personal friend of
Trotsly. At no time did Trotsky con-
dom Joffels counter~revolu t i onary
plodge to exelude the Sovietization of
China. ' Yet Trotsky ¥mew that as
sarly as 1920 Lenin proposed Soviets
for China:-

"The slogan of 'Sovietg'
proposed by Lenin for China as
Ga-‘l'ly as 1920.0-.“ (L- Trotsm, The
Real Situation in Russia, p. 147.)

It is aignificant that the actual
director of Eastern Affairs in the
early years of Stalinism was Troisky,
obviously carrying out a Stalinist

policy of betrayal of the proletariat.*

That Trotsky was carrying out the
Stalinist policy in China &s eloarly
geen from his statement made after the
Chinese Communist Party had adopted a
decision to enter the Kuomintang. Here
is what Trotsky said to the workers at
the time Stalin's agent, Borodin, was
"revolutionizing" the Kuomintang into
a - militarized bourgeois machine?

"We approve of Communist support
to the Kuomintang party in China,
vhich we are endeavouring to revow-
lutionize."® (International Press
Correspondence Volume 4, No, 31,
May 29, 1924.)

Trotsky's entire work was direct-
ed towards preventing the destructlion
of Stalinism and thue preventing the
detection of his own Stalinist role.
He shielded Stalin from Eastman's ex- -
posure, and 1lied to the world prolet-
ariat that Tenin left no Testament. He
traded his "permanent revolution" in a
factional deal with Zinoviev (declar-
ation to the Comintern, December 15,
1926); and in a plea to the Stalinist
"Party" he declared that he had no
program different from that of the
"Party" (December 3, 1927). To the
very end Trotsky politically support.
ed Stalinism, aiding to betray ¢t h e
German proletariat in 1932-33 by mis -
leading the workers into imagining that
Stalinism is an erring Bolshevik force,
which could bs corrected, and helping
to sell out the maases in Spain by
peddling the essence of Stalin's line,
the thesis that "democracy VSe
fascism" was the issue in Spailne.

Naturally, Trotsky had to becloud
the minds of the workers in order to
conceal his own participation in the
Stalinist development. He therefore
repainted history and shifted t h e
sterting point of the Stalinist

* For evidence from Trotsky himself
that in the searly years of Stalinism
he was the actual director of Easgtern
affairs, see Fourth International,
June 1941, p. 133,




counter-revolution to the Autum of

1924. That is why Trotsky declared
that the Russian “thermidor" began in

1924, taus concealing the revious
period of his direct collaboration

with the Staliniet rencgades.

*
* x

F OFR the past almost three years we
have been publishing documentary
ovidence of Trotsky's troeacherous role
in the rise of Stalinism. We have
made surs that ths Oehlerites received
this wateriale We have publicly
challenged the Oehlerites to rafute
pur evidence against Trote ky,
(see, "Why Is Ochler Silent on Trot-
sky," Tuo Bulletin, February 1940 )-
Nevertheless, tho Oechlerites have
ignored voth our evidence andé our
challenge.

The Oehlorite leaders were with
Troteky during the period of the
second Stalinist betrayal of the Ger-
man proletariat, 193C-33. They carried
out Trotsky's 1line which in essence
was suppaert to Stalinism. They gave
the warkers the Trotskyist "explan-
ations" for the Stalinist degeneration.
This in itseli does not yet constitute
a ecrime if honest confusion was at tae
vasis of .it, and from this angle the
Oealerite leaders wovld have nothing
to conceal. If the Oehlerite leadsrs
acknowledged Troisky's reactionary
role in the Stalinist development from
its origin they would have to Te-
pudiate tueir whole political past
and would have t0 acknowledge the
falee basis of taeir nresent political
existence. They would havo t0 make &

clean sweep of tinings and would not
present  themselves as consistent
Marxists of many years' standing.

For genuine revolutionista such a
“ecome-down" would hold no terrors.
Careerists and onportunists, however,
view the whols matter from the stand-
point of personal prestige and
"practical®™ considerationsa

, As for ourselves, we may state,
as we have donte on a number of
occasions, that 3due to the fact that

‘we wers Ytlinded and confused by the

Stalinist system of pseudo-Bolshevism,
for many years we were not following
the liMarxist path. Like many other
workers, at one stage we entered the
Trotskylst camp, imagining that this
was tae genuine Marxist tendency. It
was only upon our arriving at an accu~
rate understanding of <the Stalinist
system as a whole, including above all
Trotsky's shar "opposition" role, that
we were abls to set out upon the true
Marxist path. We do not view our
repudiation of our non-iMarxist past as
a burden and a penalty, but consider
it an essential and organic part of
our political development.

This process of making a clean
sweep of all opportunist poisons is
ths prerequisite for the formation of
a new Bolshevik Party and Intornation-
als Tha politically advanced, class
consciows workers are the fire ¢t
section of the proletariat which must
and will go through this cloansing
process to create a revolutionary
leadership for the toiling masses.

George Marlon
August 30, 1941
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i WORD VERSUS DEED - SHACHTHAN AS "TRADE UMIONIST®

ANY politically advanced workors

realize the need to destroy tho
influence of the Stalinist burocrats
wherever it already exists and t0 pre-
vent such 1Influence from taking root
in enheres where it does not exist as
yot, but may intrude itself. The trade
unions, in wihica millions of warkers
are organized, constitute a rich field
of plunder for Stalinism which parades
under a "Bolshevik" mask. The trade
unions serve the Stalinist burocrats
as an important organizational medium
for effecting their counter-rsvolu-
tionary policy of preventing the work-
ers from following the Marxist path.

Declarations of a policy of com~
batting the trade union irnfluence of
Staliniem are frequent occurrences in
the various "anti-Stalinist" papers.
Here is a recent sample declaration
from Shachtman's Labor Action:

"The trade unionist alive to the
needs and problems of his union
will cold-shoulder +tho Stalinists
in a union election and vots for a
unionist whose policles are guided
solely by the interests of the
union." (Editorial, June 2, 194l.)

Further:-

"We have, therefore, and do 8o
again now, urged workers to repudi-
ate the Stalinists, to challenge
them where they have power with
progressive groups.* (Ibid.)

Workers who realize the profound
need of eradicating the influence of
the Stalinist burocrats will agree
that a policy of coambatting Staliniem
in t:h.e trade unions must be not
only a paper declaration, but a course
of congcrete action.

A measure of how the Shachtmanite
leadership "concretizes" its declar-
ations of "cold-shouldering" the Stal-
inists in a wunion election was mani-
fested in the elections which were
held some time ago in the New York
Food Workers Union, Local 302. We
havo had occasion to deal with these
elections in a previous article, "The
S.W.P. and the Food Workers Union,"
(THE BULLETIN, Jan-Mar. 19 41). A
statement made by Shachtman after that
article was publishod throws light on
the role of Shachtman's Workers Party
leadership in those elections.

In Labor Agtion of March 17, 1%1
(about three montnas after the elec-
tions wers held), Shachtman rscalled
the events:i-

"A fow months ago, the New Yark
Food Workers Union, Local 302, was
faced with an election."

The 1line-up of forces was as follows,
according to Shachtman:-

"On the one side, a semi-
conservative, s em l-progressive
group which Yegan making '100 per
cent patriotism' and red-bating ite
main planks. On the other side,
the Staliniste, supported by many
militants.®

And, 1t is vital to note:-

"In addition, a large, important
bloc of real left-wingers, progres-

sives and militants." (My empaasis
- J. C, H,)

Recall that in their official
declarations the Shachtmanite leaders
urge the workers to 'told-shouldor the
Stalinists in a wunion electiom" and
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"to0 repudlate the Stalinists, to
challenge them where tiey aave power
with progressive groups." In Lccal
302 there was, according to Shachiwran,
ug large, important bloc of real left-
wingers, progressives and militants.”
What, then, was Shachiman's policy
concretely in action? How did he
"cold-ghoulder" the Stalinists?

In his above-mentioned article of
March 17, 1941, Shachtman states:i-

"Phe writer,for his part, in dis-
cussion with these militants, ur
upon them the propriety and neces-
sity of a bdloc with the Stalinists."

And this precisely was the 1ine fol-
lowed by that "large, important bloc
of real left-wingers, progressives ard
militants." The Cannonites in  Local
302,whose line was the same as Shacht-
man's, formed together with the "prog-
ressives,"” an electoral bloc with the
Stalinist Yburocrats, supported  the
Stalinist slate and gave the Stalinist
purocrats the major positions on this
slate in the bargain. In our previcus
article on Local 302, we showsd how
this dloc put the Stalinist gangsters
back in power in the wunion, with
Dritsas and Kramberg, old Stalinist
flunkeys, as the new president and
gecretary-treasurer, respectively.

In his March 17, 1941 article,
Shachtman goes on t0 say:-

"We 98%till Yelieve the bloc we
advocated was correct. It united
the bulk of the militants, of the
most class-conscious elemants, of
the most underpaid workers. In the
given instance, it was a distinct
service to the union's best
interesta."

The "bulk of the militants® were
"ynited," remember, in voting a cligue
of Stalinist scoundrels into the lead~
ing offices in the local. But, says
Sphachtman, "it was a distinct service
to the union's Ybest interests." In
the editorial declaration of "¢ ol &
shouldering® the Stalinists in union
elections, there occurs the sentence:-

"JABOR ACTION makes no bdones

about the fact that it looks upon
the ©Stalinists as onemies of the
working class, and, specifically in
the union field, as wreckers."

Put together this declaration with
Shachtman's actions, and what is the
sun? A bloc of left-wing workers sur-
porting the ©Stalinist burocrats, who
are "looked upon" by the Shachtmanites
“ag enemies of the working class, and,
specifically 1n the wunion field, as
wreckers," and voting them to power is
"a distinct gorvicc to the wunion's
best interests"!

Such 1ie Shachtman's “struggle"
agalinst the Stalinist wreckers in the
trade unions.

This pro-Stalinist poison spread
by Shachtman during workers! action is
the essence behind the "anti-Stalin-
ist" paper declarations of the Workers
Party leaders. Such support to Stal-
iniam is the actual policy of the
Shachtmanite leadership (as of the
Cannon clique)s. Right at the time of

the elections in Local 302, Laboxr

Stalinists 1is permissable under cer-
tain conditions.... " (Dec. 30, 1940).
"Under certain conditions" - a very
lmpressive phrase. But specifically,
under what conditions? Apparently,
according to Shachtman, when such a
bloc puts the criminal Stalinist
burocrats in power, for this precisely
is what the electoral bloc in Local
302 accomplished. Support to Stalin-
ist burocrats can be nothing but a
msans of opening the path of counter-
revoiutiorary Stalinism to  powor.
This support may be covered up with a
mountain of “eritical' phrasss, tut it
still grecases Stalinism's Ttloody patn
to power. No other outcome is
poasible.

The Stalinist burocrats and their
anti-working class political system
can be defeated only by combatting
them, not by supporting them. The
fact that Shachtman's line concretely
is the exact reverse of this funda-
mental political verity points to %the
reactionary character of his policies.
The sham "anti-Stalinist®™ nature of
Shachtman's political 1line — as of
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Cannon's — can and does lead only to wprecedented record of black crimes

the contimied victory of Staliniem in againgt the tolling maasses. Today,

the trade unions and elsewherse. more than ever, the true Leninist line
. ' is:~ TUnrelenting struggle against
Lenin's line, as he formulated it Stalinism, and against ite sham

in the very first satage of Staliniet oppositims, the Cannons ana

degeneration, was: No deals with Shachtmans.

Staliniem! That was long Ybefore

Stalin and his clique accumlated an J«CeHe

FHLCT OR MY TH?

~ that Trotsky defended the Permanent Revolution against
the Stalin clique -

- that Trotsky carried out the line laid down in ILenin's
anti--Staliniet writings -

~ that the Stalin gang, but not Trotsky, lied about and
concealed lenin's anti-Stalinist documents -

— that Trotsky did not collsborate with the Stalinist
renegades - .

SEE THE FACTS WHICHE EXPOSE THE MYTHS-READ:

DID TROTSKY COLLABORATE WITH STALIN
THE CANNONITES "ANSWER" THE SHACHTMANITES
TROTSKY AND THE SUPPRESSION OF LENIN'S TESTAMENT

APTER SIXTEEN YEARS OF SILENCE (On Trotsky's article:
®Did Stalin Poison Lenin?")
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STALINISH
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EDITORIAL LOOSENESS OF
THE MILITANT

AS a rule the Trotskyite leaders
are very careful %0 conceal
their opportunism. It requires much
digging to expose them. But once in a
whils tarough sheer headlessness, thaey
oxpoge themselves in tho moet gtriking
manner. A4 good example is the May 24,
1941 issue 0f the Militany. Here
there lie Dbefore us on tze same page
the opportunist machinations of the
" Protskyite leaders, both their treach-
erous pro-Stalinist line and the
usual "revolutionary" cover of that
line.

To show that the Trotskyite lead-
ers are guite capable of distinguish-
ing between right and wrong, totwsen
truth and falsehood, between a revolus
tionary and a counter-revolutionary
position, we shall first cite a sample
of their ‘"revolutionary" cover. In
colum 1, on page 6 Of that issue of
the Militant the Troiskyites say:

"One thing and one taing only
will prevent either & fascist dic~
tatorship or a military dictator-
ghip, and that is the proletariat
taking power into its own aands.®

This thesis is absolutely correct. It
is a position correct at all turns of
the imperialist epoch. If at any mo-
ment the workers are diverted from
this position they are betrayed to the
bourgeoisie who ir this paase of hig=
tory are introducing the Fascist fom
of capitalist rule.

In colum 5 on the same page
another statement is made, no less
true than the one we have clted pro-
viously. This statement correct 1y
daclares that in this stage of capli-

alist decline bourgeols democracy
paves the way for Fascism:

"To admit the truth would be to
confess that bourgeois democracy is
not the opposite of fascism, but
paves the way for fascism in this
epocn of capitalist decay."

The above position is incontrovertible.
When the Stalinist flunkeys at the
Seventh Congress of the "Comintern" in
1935 succeesfully foisted the policy
of- "democracy-vs-fagcism" upon +the
workers, Stalinism guaranteed for itns
ensuing period tas betrayal of %the re-
volution. The countsr-revoluiion~ry
Stalinist lins kept the path clear for

the triumpa of fascism in Opain and
elsawhore.

But what was the Trotskyite line
on Spain? In the statement we cuoted
from column 5, the Trotskyite leaders
expressly declared that "bour geois
democracy 1is not the opposite of fase
cism, but paves the way for fascism in
this epoch of capitalist decay,"
This, as we have saild, is a "rovolu-
tionary" cover for the Trotskyite pro-
Stalinist 1line. Hers is the actual
line of the "revolutionary Marxisis,"
as the Trotskyitesstyle themsslves, a
counter-revolutionary line wnica aided
Stalin to deliver the Spanigh toilers
to Franco in the Spanish Civil War:

"In that strugzle, by the way,
the revolutionary Marxists were in
favor of giving material support to
the Spanish Loyalists because WE
RECOGNIZED it to be a strugzle bvet-
ween fascism and capitalist democ-
racy and BETVEEN THE TWO WE PRE
TEE LATTER." (My emphasis - G. M,
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“This statement is taken from colum &
on the same page of the May 24, 1941
issue of The Militant. I% is clear
that, since bourgeols-democrasy paves
the way for fasocism, ths Trutsiyite
leaders in +teaching the wirkars to
prefer bourgeois-~democracy s imply
helped pave the way far fasclsm. The
Spanish Civil War was, of course, not
g gtruggle between fascism and capii-
alist democracy ' It was a war of the
bourgeoisie against the toiling masses,
withk the masses misled and poisoned by
their leaders, the ©Stalinists, the
Trotskyists, the ©Socialists, the
Anarchists, the POUMists, and the
tdemocratic" bourgeoisis, all of whom
tied the workers to the reactionary
and treacherous bourgeois-democracy.

Beginning with the publication of
our first political document, STALIN,
TROTSKY OR LENIN, in May 1937, we laid
bare the Stalinist fraud of democracy-
ve-fascism which the Trotskyite lead-
ors supported. We indicated the
treacherous deceptions in Felix
Morrow's work, THE CIVIL WAR IN SPAIN.
In our periodical Vol.l, #5, May 1938,
wo exposed Trotesky's p r o-Stalinist
thesis 6f "democracy-vs-fascism." We
quoted then from the Trot skyite
Internal Bulletin for October 1937 in
which Trotsky in the article "The
Spanish Question" wrote: "In t he
Spanish - Civil War the question
involves democracy or fascism." This

was cimply a repetition of the Staline
ist "Soventh Congroess" line. In Spain,
as well as in Germany, China and
elsswhere, the 1issue was and 1is:
proictarian pewer vs. bourgeois power,
no matter in what form this bourgeols
power exists.

Trotsky knew this fundamental
truth. Yet, when the Spanish workers
and peasants faced the most volcanic
revolutionery situation in  Spain's
history, Trotsky end his henchmen, the
Cannons, Shachtuans and Felix Morrows,.
helped in the destruction of the revo.-
lution by preferring cap i talist

"democracy," that is, the treacherous
Stalinist snarg, "democracy vs. fas-
clam,"

A broealk with pro-Stalinist
treachery in all its forms will free
the workers! hands to fight the
rapidly advancing fascist menace.
Contimuation of support to Trotskyiet
pro-Stalinist opportunism spells
inevitable doom for the revolutionary
workers as was the case in Russia,
Germany, Spain, France and other
countries. For the toilers as a whole
it spells military industrial . slavery
unprecedented in the black annals of
oppression and exploitation.

George Marlen
Juns 14, 1941
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THE TROTSKY
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SCHOOL

OF FALSIFICATION

THE POLITICAL MORBALS
OF THE

\] 0T  only to revolutionary work-
¥ Ters, but even to average persons
there is hardly anything more impres-
sive in the pronouricements of politi-
¢al figures than their ability to make
correct prognoses of the future course
of deovelopment of historical events.
Indeed, if anything, there is a ten-
dency to overestimate the significance
of such prognoses, for they do not in
themselves prove the correctness of a
political system: All the founders of
‘Marxism at one +¢time or another made
inaccurate prognoses, yet their poli-
- tical system is the only one true for
the working class. There is nothing
particularly reprehonsible aboxt mak-
ing false prognoses - and predictions,
for gemine 1leaders of the working
~ clase,who must of negessity be hanest,
will soknowledge and mend their errors.
An effort t0. conceal or deny false
- prognoses, on the other hand, 1is a
mark of the charlatan and opportuniat,
and a policy of assuring the workers
that prediections and analyses which
history disproved are correct 1s a
true sign of congcicus deception.

%*®

* L

I N the voluminous writings of
< Leon Troteky, even if one con-
fines oneself to the period of Stalin-
ism from 1922 on, one will find a host
of pragnoses dealing with major prob-
lemg of politice. Some of them are
eorrect, domé are false. It is not
the degree of accuracy of Trotsky's
prognoses in iteelf that we are cone-

TROTSKYITE LEADERS

cerned with here. We deal here with
the attifude of the Trotskyist leader-
ship toward these prognoses, for in
this attitude there is to he found a
measure of the political morals of the
Trotskyist loadership. That Trotsky
made false prognoses on major politi-
cal problems can be easily established.
Wo shall first 1list a mumber of them
and then cite the attitude of the
Trotskyist leadership toward them.
Whether that attitude is one charact- -
eristic of gemuine working class lead-
erga or of opportunists will b e
self-ovident.

IN the pericd of the rile of he
Trio,Stalin~Zinoviev-Kamenev, the
greatest political problem facing the
capitalists was the profound revolu~
tionary crisis in Germany in 1923, To
the immeasureable detriment of the
werking class, the leadership of the
German Communist Party was already
Stalinized and pursuing a counter-
revolutionary policy. The Trio's
poppets in the German Party, Brandler
and Thalheimer, following the ultra-
Rightist course set down by .the rene-
gade Stalinist leadership of the
Comintern, were participating in and
supporting a bourgeois government con-
sisting principally of social-
democratic agents of German imperial-
ism. Through this policy, the Stalin-
ist traitors were stifling the revolu-
tionary upsurge of the workers.
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In October 1923, in a speech de-
livered in public before a meeting nf
Moscow workers, Trotsky made the fol-
lowing prognosise:-

"In this respect circumstances
favor the working class of Germany.
They are ready for the struggle,
and in order to act thsy mus% know
that at their head stands a party
ready to lead them from etruggle to
struggle and %o final victurV...
Events are developing as if accords
ing to a plan. It all the signs of
the strugsgle 4o not deceive wus we
may expsct that in thke near future
power will go over into ithe handg
of the working class." (Reported
in Pravda on Octeber 21, 1923, and
‘quoted as gilven here in The Worker,
U.S.A., Dec. 1, 1923. My emphasis
s JCoHi)

History is the witness to the utier
falsity of this prognosis. The German
working class, dué to the treachery of
Stalinism, wae smashed in October 1923
Powor remained in the handd of the
bourgeoicie.

U PON the advent of Hitler to
power, Trotsky painted this rain
bow for the workers to gape at:-

"It would be patently stupid to

believe that the subsequent eyolu~ .

tion of Germany will go the Ttalian
road; that Hitler will strenginen
his domination step by step witaout
serious resistance." (The Militant,
April 8, 1933.)

Contrary to Trotsky's prognosis, Hit-
ler strengthened hie domination step
by etep without serioms resistance,
indeed, with virtually no rosistance,
for the German masses were totally
paralyzed by thelr treacherous leader-
ship.

~ The Trotekylte loaders gave
"reagons" for their prognosis that the
Nazis would not be able to consolidate
their dictatorship It would seem,
according to the Trotskyiets, that the
situation favored the German workers,

for they had at their head gomething
to which ths Trotskyite leaders
referred as a "most powerful Compunisgt
party":-

"It is entirely unthinkable that
the German working class, millions
strong, trained in the school of
the class struggle for years, hav-
ing at its head the most powerful
Commmist sic! party in the world
outside the Soviet Union, will per-
mit the Nazi assassins to remain in
power without a violent struggle."
(Ths Militant, February 4, 1933.)

Although it was "entirely
unthinkable," the German proletariat,
for many years in the clutches of the
counter-revélutionary Socidl Uemocracy
and Stalinism was too demoralized and
disoriented to put up a struggle
against the Nazis Again the Trotsky-
ist progrniosis was utterly false.

* * x

IN line with the above prognosis
and in the same period Trotgky
predicted that the German bourgeoisgis
would not hand over the actual power
to Hitler and his Nazi hordes. Trot-
sky alieged that a move to hand over
power to Hitler would proveke a civil
war wlth problematic outcome:

"There is no way of gebting
around without the Nazise. BPut it
is likevdse impossible to give over
to them the actual power teday,
the threat on the part of the
proletariat is not s0 acute that
the higher-ups should gpnaciously
provoke a ciyil war with problem~
atic outcams." (Leon Trotsky, The
Militant, February 24, 1933.)

It should be noted that this prugnosis
was made gfter Hitler was already ap~
pointed Chancellor! History-again

disproved Trotsky's predictions. Un
June 22, 1933 the Nazis outlawed all
political parties other than t h e
National Soclalist Party By August
1934 the oonsolidation of all power in

the hands of the Nazis was belized
in the elevation of Hitlor o the



- 23 .

position of "Furher."

® ¥ 5

RIOR to Hitler's rise to power,
Trotsky made a prognosis regard-
ing the German workers =zhilityx to
fight the fascists. In Diceuner 1931,
Trotsky told the workers the {0llow-

ing:

"We are unghakably ccnvinced
that the victory over tho Fawcists
is possible w not zlvzr illsir
céming to power, nct afisc fiwve,
ten or twenty years of their rile,
but now, under the given goniiionms,
in the coming months and waeks."
(Germany, the Key %o the Inter-
emphasis = J.C.H,) _

The "given conditions,™ both "™now" and
"in the coming months and weeks,™ were
those of the control of the German
proletarian vanguard by the Stalinist
renegades and by Social Democracy.
Yot, despite Troteky's ™unshakable
conviction" that under guch conditions
%the victory over the Fascists is pos-
sible,* he again proved to be wraong.
The given conditions presented only a
sure defeat for the masses and the
victory of Fasclsme

* * =

FOR yoears Trotsky taught the
workers to Dbelieve that it was
possible to reform the Stalinized
"Comintern™ and set it back on the
course the Comintern had under Lenin's
leadership. Troteky's thesis was that
because the Soviet Union is a Workers
State, it was not necessary to destroy
the Staliniest regime and build a new
"~ Bolshevik Party, for,he sald, 1t was
POSSIBLE to reform the Stalinist
organization into a Bolgshevik body:

"The recognition of the present
Soviet State as a workers! s tate
not only eignifies that the

bourgeoisie can conquer power in no

other way than by an armed uprising
but also that the prolstariat of
the U.S.S.R. has not forfeited the
POSSIBILITY of submitting the
bureaucracy to it, of reviving the
rarty again ands of mending the
regime of the didtatorship — with-
out a new revolution, with the
mothods and on the road of reform."
(Draft Thesis w©f the International
Left Opposition on ¢he Russian
Question, 1931, p. 36. Emphasis in
the original. Caps ours ~ J.C.H,)

- This prognosis was another myth.
History irrefutably teaches that the
deadly Stalinist cancer gnawing at the
vitals of the Soviet Union, the buroc-
ratic regime of the dictatorship, and
the powerful instrument of this buroc—
ratic regimeg, "the party," ocan be
eliminated only through the method of
a new revolution, a forcible action by
the workers. Along this 1 ine of
"reforming" the Stalinized Soviet
Union, Trotsky asserted emphatically
that the "Comintern"™ sufficed for the
needs of the "Oppoeition" and that the
latter would triumph in the "Comin-
tern." Trotsky's prognosis was that-

" ««se the Opposition needs no
othor channel than that of the
Cominterm. No one will succeed in
tearing us away from it. The ideas
wa defend will become its ideas.
They will find their expression in
the program of the Communist Inter-
national.” (Third Intanational
Aftoer Lenin, p. 166.)

No one will deny that the Trot-
skyites stopped calling themselves a
faction of the "Comintern," and declar-
ing for complete independence from it,
set up a "Fourth International." As
everybody knows, the "Comintern" never
accepted Trotsky's 4deas which are
that he represents Leninism and that

Stalin represents opportunism.

®x % 9

WE have presented a series of
Trotsky's false prognoses on
some of the most outstanding political
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prodlema of the present hietorical
period. These prognoses were made
ever a perlod of years ranging from
1923 t0 1933. One of the above pr i3~
noges, that the Soviet State end the
"Comintern" could be reformed, cousti-
tuted a thesis which was fundam.ntal
in Trotsky's entire political svstau.
This prognosis, in Trotsky's <formu~
lations, was sald to govern the exist-
ence of the Trotsky movement as a
"faction of the Comintern." This
prognosis was given by Troigky as the
basis for urging "oritical™ support to
the Staliniet organizations including
the "Comintern,® The falsity of this
prognosis was proof that under Trot-
sky's leadsrship the anti-Stalinist
workers had been sent on a wild goose
chase. How, then, d4aid the Trotsky
loadership react to the refutation by
history of their false prognosegsg Did
it take the oourse of honest, gonuine
lecadors of the working class or that
of charlatans and opportunists?

In October 1934, during the
crucial period when the Trotsky move-
ment was shifting 4ts 1line, the
Enlarged Plenum of the L.C.I. stated:-

"Thers has bYeen no major
question on which the analysis and
prognosis _of the Bolshevik-
Loninists [1.e., the Trotskyists -
J.C.H,l have not been confirmed."
(Declaration of Enlarged Plemum of
L.C.I., October 1934.)

Here 18 a olear-cut example of the
demagogic effort of the Trotsky lead-
ership to conceal the deadly character

of the false analyses and prognoses it
Lag veen giving the workers. The af-
fectation of 1infallibility on major
questlons was 80 strenuously exagger-
atad pracisely because there was 8o
much guilt to conceals The above
specimon of pretentious self-inflation
was not an 1isolated cass. Several
months before, the Trotsky leadership
on another occasion proclaimed:-

"The CORRECTNESS of our methods,
our PREDICTIONS and our slogans
have Dbeen incontestably proved
through the oentire historic
devolopment of the last ten years,
that is, the period of the degener-
ation and decay of the Commnist
Intornational." (Statement of the
International Secretariat of the
Leagus of Commmmist-International-
ists, The Militant, March 31, 1934,
My capitals -~ J.C.H.)

As we have indicated befors,
there is nothing criminal in making a
mistake in analysis and prognosis
But it is downright dishonesty to palm
off wrong predictions as correct. The
above statement, in a wholesals,
sweeping, most Dbrazen manner does
precisely that. With this deception
and trickery fashioned in the typical

style of Stalinist burocgrats,
Trotsky's "Fourth International was
laxnched. On the Dbasis of such
sonscioug and deliberate - fraud,
it exists today end continues its

function of misleading the workesrs.

Je. C. Hunter
August 27, 1941

HOW TROTSKY "EXPOSED®
STALIN'S KRESTINTERN

RM the early years of the'

burocratic degeneration of the
Comintern, Stalin and his aldes havo
been manufacturing asuxiliary traps fco
the world toiling masses. One 92
these traps was the Peasant Inter-
national (Krestintern). It precvided

Jobs for a host of Stalin's burocratic
flunkeys. It spread 1llusions among
the workers that the most nationalist-
ic class in ocapitalist society, the
peasantry, could be internationalized.
On the whole the Stalinigts distorted
and oxaggerated the political role of
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the peasantry, giving the impression
that 1t could play an independent part
and possess a revolutionary party of
its om instead of following the pro-
letariat -~ or the imperialiets, as the
cage might be.

In Trotsky’s Bulletin of the Op-
position, #15-16, p. 6, we read the
following sarcastic remark regarding
‘the creation of the Krestintern:

"What 1e¢ happening with the
Krestintern? It was oreated by the
epigones easpecially to ehow what
politics are carried out by the
people who correctly estimate the
poasantry.

"From the very outset we con-
sidered that the entire enterprise
is dead, and 1if not dead — re-
actionary." (Bulletin of the Oppo-
sition, September~October 1 9 3 O,
#15-16, pe 6.) (Militant, Nov. 15,
1930, P 8.)

According to the above etatement,
Trotsky and his group "from the very
outset" considered the organizing ofa
peasant international as dead and re-
actionary. That it is reactionary 1e
true. The reader gets the impression
that Troteky and his group "from the
vory outset" stood in opposition to
Stalin's reactionary outfit labells d
the Rrestintern.

Let us see if the impression ore-
ated by the Trotskyists 1is true to

facte.

Stalin and his clique made use of

"Kreastintern® chiefly in the
yoar of 1924. At the Fifth Congress
of the C. I. held in the Summer of
that year, the Stalinists 1issued a
ringing Manifesto filled with the most
dostructive illusions. Hardly any
Stalinist deception was omitted in
that Manifesto. Here is what it sald
about the Stalinist concoction called

the Krestintern:

their

"And you, plundered and oppres-
sod peasants, adhere to our groat
union. The Krestintern, created
last yoar, fully aend completely
contributes its energies to the

struggle against
danger of new war.

"Poasants of Europe! Farmers
of America!l Tillers of the entire
world! The fate of your economy
and the 1lives of your seons are
involved.” (Manifesto of the 5th
Congress of the C.I. Pravda, July

militariem and

6, 1924. On the occasion of the
Tenth Anniversary of the Imperial-
ist War.) :

As we notice, the Stalinist
opportuniste 1l1lied that their buroc-
ratic stooge organization, vhich had
existence mainly on paper, was fight.
ing imperialism. The Stalinist buroc-
racy was actually fostering the deep-
rooted attachment of the peasants of
the entire world t¢to their econony,
that is, to bourgeois property, by
dangling before their eyes the fake
concoction called the Krestintern.

One might ask, What has that
poisonous Stalinist drivel contained
in the Manifesto of the Fifth World
Congress, issued on the Tenth Anniver.
sary of the War of 1914, to do with
Trotsky? Well, in the first place
Trotsky was present at the Congress,
unanimously elected to its presidium,
and did not with as much as ome single
word oppose the 1line of Staliniem as
expressed in the Manifesto. And
socondly, here is what Trotsky himeelf
let slip some years later concerning
the authorship of that counter-
revolutionary Stalinist Manifesto:

"At the Fifth World Congress
€1924) I VWROTE the manis
fogto on the occasion of the tenth
anniversary of the imperialist
war." (Leon Trotsky, The Stalin
School of Falsification, Pe 162,

w‘ OHIphaﬂis - G. M.)

We believe that comment is super-
fluous, for Trotsky's collaboration
with Stalin in epreading deceptions 1is
quite obviocus.

Ge M,

June 14, 1941
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