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MARK ON 4 SHAM WAR
Illusjion and Reality, Past and Present

l N tae popnlar view, since Septem—

ber 1939, the "democrati c"
nations have been Bngaged in open war-
fare wita Nagi Germany, and since June
22, 1941, have bYeen acting as "Allies"
of the Soviet Union which has besn
invaded by the German Army. In this
periodical,’ we have been maintaining,
on the Dbusis of substantiating evi-
dence, that tHe apparent two-year
. Wgar® of the "democracies™ agalnst
Nazi Cermany, and the newly-hatched 'al-
liance" of the "ddmocracies" with the
S Y5lin gang are both out-an d-out
shams ' camouflaging the basic line of
intei-imperialist cellahgmation in the
rpread of fascism ond launching of the
attack on the Soviet Union. With the
oxception of the war or Nazi Germany
against the Soviet Union which is ut-
terly and completely a war to the
death, the present situation is not to
be judged by its surface features.

The average mind, and even the
mind of the average advanced class-
conscious worker .finds it hard to be-
lieve that sham wars and alliances can
oxist at all. Nevertheless, history
holds more than one such situation:
deliberately-concocted sham war, sham
alliances, sham enmities. To date we
have dealt mainly with the present; we
have based our analysis of tHe present
on its speciiic features and have
drawn our conclusiorns wholly from them.

Let us, however, take a look into the
past to see what history has to say
about the matter. Not that the past
is any pré,of of the present — we do

™

not for a woment have any such thing
in mind« But a view of the past will
establish whether or mot history con.-
taina the record of sham war conceal-
ing wunderlying collaboration of the
"opponents," and sham allionces
camouflaging basic betrayal of one
Pa1ly" by the otaer.

Strikingly enough, it was Marx
vho first presented an analysis of a
sham war. This 1s contained in-hig
newspaper articles on- tie so-called
Crimean War of 1853-56. We shall use
as our source a collection of news—
paper articles of the Orimean War
period, called The Eagstern Question,
which contains many of Marx's articles
dealing with that situation. The ana-
lysis and oonclusions of the other
articles are the same ag Marx's. In
what follows, we shall present
a gurvey . of the materials of

this volume., *

* In order to verify precisely which
articles in The Eastern Question were
actually written by Marx himself, we

have checked this volume against the
rman and French editions  of
Riazanov's Collected Works of Xarl

Marx.
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ILLUSION AND REALITY IN THE PAST

General Backgrownd of the
Crimean Var

FOR some years prior to the actu~

al outbreak of hostilities
between Russia and Turkey in 1P353,
there existed a secret understaanding
between the Russian Czar and the Brit-
ish imperialists to partition the ter-
ritories of Turkey, the so-called
"gick man of Europe," Pursuing Brit-
tgh imperialist policy, the London
Tipeg on the eve of the war oOpenly
called for the dismemberment of
Turkey. Marx refers to this in his
article of April 19, 1853 reproduced in

The Eaatern Questiont

"Wo find The Times advocating
the dismemberment of Turkey, aend
proclaiming the unfitness of the
Turkish race t0 govern any longer
in that Dbeautiful corner of
Europe." (p. 23.)*

This was before the Czar actually came
upon the scone with military action
against Turkey. In July 1833, the
Czar's armies were thrust across the
border into what was then Turkish ter-
ritory, the Danubian Principalitiss of
Moldavia~Wallachia. Tais was a real
war, for the Czar had every intention
of seizing Turkish territory, and Tur-
key, of resisting such seizure. A4s a
result of the Nlussian invasion, the
British mascses whose gentiments had
always been against the Czar, the
blocdy gendarme of Europe, reacted
with extreme hostility against this
Czarist move for expansion. Tne Brit-
ish imperialists were in a tight epot;
on the one hand, they were secretly in
cahoots with the Czar, and on the
other hand, they were confronted by
the anti-Russian sentiments of the
British massese.

Marx quoted a dispatch by a cer-
tain Prince Lieven who discussed his

* In every case, when wo  quote an
article written by Marx himself, we
shall so specify.

interview with the British Prime Min-
ister, Lord Aberdeen. Marx cited this
dispatch at the time the Czar attacled
Turkey:

"Lord Aberdeen reiterated in his
interview with me the assurance
that at no period it had entered
into the intentions of England to
gseek a quarvel with Russia — that
he foarsd that the position of the
Englisk Ministry was not well
understood at St. Petersburg — that
he found himgelf in a delicate
situation. Fublic opinion was al-
ways Tready to burst forth against
Russia. The British govermment
could ndt constantly brave it; ad
it wotuld be dangerous to excite it
on questions +that touch so nearly
the natiomml prejudices.”  (Ibid.,
pp. 52-53. Marx's emphasis.)

To extricate themselves from this
dilemra, the British imperialists or-
ganized wnat was ypurported to be a
coulition of Powers which included
France and Austria, ostensibly to act
as supporters of Turkey. An article
in The Eagtern Question contains en
exposure of the real intentions of
this coalition, namely, to paralyze
the Turkish army and to help the Czar
in his military adventure:

"From the leaders ofThe Times
and Morning Chronicle, we wmight in-
for if +there could exist any doubt
about the intention of the Coalil -
tion, that 4t will try to the ut-
moet to prevent war, o resume
negotiations, to kill time, fo
paralyze the Sultan's army, and i@
gupport the Czar in the Principali-

fies."  (Ibid., pp. 143-144, Onr
emphasis )
The Turke replied %o the Czar's in-

vasion by declaring war against him in
October 1853. It did not take lmng
before the Turkish armies began +to
drive back the Czar's troops. In the
face of the Czar'‘s reverses, the Brit-
ish imperialists introduced a maneuver
to halt the Turka'! advance. This sly
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tactic was to urge the Turks to accept
an armigtice. Marx clearly shows the
purpose of this armistice:

"The fact of England urging upon
Turkey an armistice at a moment
when this cannot but assist the
Czar in gaining time to concentrate
his troops.... such are the circum-
stances which induce the public to
direct anew their attention to
Windgor Castle and to suspect it of
a secret congpiracy with the Courts
of Brussels, Vienna, apd St. Pet-

oergburg." (Ibid., pp. 181-2. Our
emphasis)
Another article irn The Eastern Ques-

gion addressed to The Daily Tribune
forewarns the .readers of future
double-dealings on the part of the
British rulers!

"Your readers have followed,
step by step, the diplomatic move-
ments of the Coalition Cabinet, and
they will not be surprised at any
rnew attempt, on the part of the
‘Palmerstons and the Aberdeend, to
back the Czar under the pretext of
protecting Turkey and securing the
yeace of Europe.“ (Ibido, Pe 171.)

Such was the baclkground of the situ~
ation whicha produced the Britigh-led
Coalition in ‘"support" of Turkey and
"ypposed" to the Czar.

*

The Famous Battle of Sinops

ROUND the middle of November,1853,

the Russian fleet was hovering

near Sirnope, a Turkish port on the
Black Sea. Not far away, in the Bos~
phorus, were concentrated the British
and Erench fleets. The sentiment

of the European masses, especlally
the British, had been . eteadily
rising against the Czar. The show of
naval strength by the "friends" of

Turkey -— the British and French —
ostensibly directed againet the Czar,
was made to quiet the anti-Czar enimus
of the masses. The Turkish fleet,
according to Marx, wes powerful enough
to deal with the Czar's navy, even to

the poesibility of annihilating it.
(The Eastern Question, p. 443.) With
the aid of land-batteries the Turkish
fleet was in a position to defeat the
attackers. But the Britisn "advisers"
of the Sultan caused the Turkich fleet
to be stationed in the harbor of
Sinope 1in such a way that the Turkish
land-batteries were unable to fire on
‘the approaching Russian fleet because
they would be hitting their own chipse
The carrying out of such "advice" was
a tremendous blunder on the part of
the Turks. As a result, the Turkish
fleet was destroyed. The whole epi-
sode has become known in history as
the "“butchery at Sinope."  Marx main-
tained that the whole affair can be
oexplained only by the interference of
the British and French connivers:

"The bvattle of Sinope was the
result of such an unparalleled
geries of blunders on the part of
the Turks that the whole affair can
only be explained by the mischie-
vous interference of Western diplo.-
macy or by the collusion with the

Russians of some parties in Con-
stantinople connected with the
French and Engl ¥ s h Embaa-

sles."” (Ibid., p. 194.)
Marx reported that after the Russian
victory at Sinope, the Czar received
congratulations - from a French ambas~
sador, a representative of a country
in the "anti"-Russian coalitions

"After Sinope victory, Castleba-
Jac, French ambassador, sent con.
gratulations to Czar." (Tvid.,
po 2280)

The  Simulated War
Against the Czar Begins

FIER the massacre at Sinope,

mags sontiment in England for

action againsgt the Czar reached an
extremely high pitch. The British
imperialists had to make it look as if
they were yielding to this sentiment.
Together with the French, war-like
preparations were made and an expedi.




¢ionary force was made ready to sall
to the East. Marx, however, saw
through the intentions of the British
imperialists and stigmatized the ex-
pedition as a fraud:

"The Angleo-French expedition msy
be get down as far as the pregent
intentions of the British Govern-
ment go, as another plece of hum-
bug." (Ibid., p. 272.)

Another dispatch included in The Eagi-
ern Question clearly indicates that
the only kind of "war" against the
Czar the British could engage in, was
a sham one:

"Can there be any greater delu~
sion than Dbelieving this Ministry,
after the revelations made by the
blue books, to have been all at
once transformed, not only into a
warlike Ministry, but into a Minis-
try that could wundertaks any war
against Bussia, except a simulated
one, or one carried on in the very
interests of the enemy against whom

1t is optensibly directed?" (Ibid.
pp. 265-64)
On March 27, 1854, England and

France made a,paper declaration of war
against Russla.

Higtary was to show that the
imperialists can offlcially declaxe
war in order to conceal their poliocy
of collaboration.

The Next Phase of the Sham V[g,_r__

[ Turks falled entirely to per-
ceive the two-faced game of their
"Allies," the British and French
imperialists. As a matter of fast, a
short while after +the British and
French declared war on  Ruesia, a
feoling of suspicion and mi 3 trust
arose among the Turks, as is indizated
in the dispatch of April 21, 1854 in
The Eastern Question:

?

must not be imagined that the

"The feeling of doubt, mistrust,

i

and hostility againat their Western
allies is gaining possession of the
Turks. They begin to look on France
and England as more danger:us
enemies than the Cgar himself."
(pn 3440)

It must be constantly borne in mind
that the Turks were entirely serious
in their war with Russia; 4t was only
their "Allies" who were shamming. The
Anglo-French imperialists, ho wever,
had to cook up an impregsion that they
were waging a real war against Czarist
Russia. Thneir officers were impatient
and bored by inactivity. The
sailors and soldiers of the Anglo-
French forces bélieved they were in a
real war againet the Czar, as did the
British and French workers. In order -
to keep up this illusion, the "Allied'
governments arranged military expelli-
tions which were harmless to the Czar,
yet seemingly serious. Such was the
case with the bombardment. and destruc-~
tion of the BRussian fortress of Bomar-
gsund by the Anglo-French naval forces:

"Bomarsund, then, was only bomb-
arded for the amusement of the
fleet, and as a concession %o the
impatience and enmui of the offil-
cers." (Ibid., p. 470,)

Despite the faoct +that some des-
truction was being wrought to fool the
soldiers and sallors and the magses
back home, the basic policy of the
Anglo-French rulers was to keep thelr
troops as inactive as poseible. Still,
they had t0 be given something to do.
Hence, they were set to digging fdeld~
workse:

"If a proof was wanted that
neither the British nor the French
Government had any intention of
doing friend Nicholas any serious
harm, it 1is given to the very
blindest in their way of spending
the time of tae t—oups. In ovder
to have a prejex to0 ksep tleir
troops away froan the field of
action, the allied commnanders set
them to dig a continuous line of
fleld works acwcss the neck of the
Thracian Chersonesus." (Ivid.,
Pp. 364-5.)



-5

There developed a typical "Sitz.-
xrieg" reminiscent of <the so-called
Western Front in the so-~called Second
World War after Hitler's occupation of
Poland. Marx sarcastically describes
the "Sitzkrieg" of nis day:

"There they are, eighty or nine-
ty thousand English and French
soldiers, at Varna, commanded by
old Wellington's late military sec-
retary and by a Marshal of France
(whose greatest exploits, it is
true, were performed in London
pawnshops) — there they are, the
Frenca doing nothing and the Brit-
ish helpin, them as fast as they
can; and as they wmay think this
sort of business not exactly
honourable, the fleets are come up
to Baltchik Roads to have a 1look
at them and to see which of the two
armies can enjoy the dolce far
piente Y pleasant idleness with the
groater decorum." (Ibid., p. 451.)

Soms very subile tactics for pre-
venting action against the Russians
were devised by the Anglo-French gen-
erals. For example, the Turks, who
wore good at holding fortificatlions,
wore. deliberatsly thrown into the open
field where they were not apt fighters.
The Frenci, on the other hand, who
were excellent in the opan field, were
cooped up beaind fortifications:

"Now, if there ig any sense in
this warfare, the chiefs must know
that what the Turks are deficient
in 1s the art of maneuvering in the
open fileld, in which the Anglo-
French troops are masters; and that,
on the other hand, the Turks are
fit for the defense of walls, ram-
parts, and even Dbresaches, against
stormere in a degree -which neither
the British nor the French can lay
claim to. Therefore and Dlecauge
Varna, wita a Turkish garrison, did
that whica no fortress before it
had ever done, —~ that is, hold ocut
for tweniy-nine days after three
practicable breaches had been made
in ths ramparts, — therefore, the
half-disciplined Turks are taken
out of Varna, and seant to meet the
Russians in the open field, while
the well-drilled JFrench, brilliant

in attack but unsteady 1in lengthy

defence, are sent to guard the ram-
parts of Varna." (Ibid., p. 365,
Emphasis in original.)

*

& Means of Relieving Boredom —
The Crimean Expedition

HE British and particularly the
French soldiers were dying of
cholera and other digeases in Turlisgh-
controlled Bulgaria. This mnaturally
produced terrific ferment amongst the
troops who eventually threatened %o
burst the bonds of discipline. It even
reached the point where the French
soldiers were openly threatening their
officers. It was to avert the danger
of mutiny amongst the idle and diseas.
ed troops that the Anglo-French sol-
diers were shipped off to the Crimea!

. "Africa was a hotter country
than Bulgaria, and the Sahara is a
good deal 1less pleasant than even
the Dobrudscha; but no such mortal-
ities ever marked the paths of Af-
rican conquest as attended the re-
rose of Devna, and the easy recon-
noitering marches around Kustendji.
Cavaignac, Bedeau, Changarnier,La~
moriciere led them through greater
dangers with far less 1loss at a
time when [Espinasse and Leroy
St. Arnaud were still buried in the
obscurity from which political
infamies alone could raise them.
dccordingly, the Zouaves, the men
who had done most work and smelt
most powder, the bYest representa~
tives of the African army rose in a
body and shouted,'A bas les singes!

I1 nous faut Lamoricierel! (Down
with the apes! Give wus Lamori-
ciere!)  His Imperial Majesty,

Napoleon III, the head and soul of
this actual official apery of a
great past must have felt when this
came to 'his knowledge that the cry
of the Zouaves was for him 'the be-
ginning of the end.! At Varna, it

had a magic effect. Ye may say
that 1t was the chief cause of the




expedition to the Crimea." (Ibid.,

pp. 477-8. Our emphasis.)

Thus we see that it was the unruly be-
havior of the Zouaves that compelled
the imperialists to concoct the expe-
dition to the Crimea.

The commander of ¢the French
troops, St. Arnaud, was particularly
hated by his soldiers, and was in dan-
ger of attack by them. The cooked up
"getion" of the expedition to the Cri-
mea Wag in the first instance designed
to keep St. Arnand from being lynched
by his own soldiers:

"Thus we see that this grandilo-
quent expedition to the Crimea with
six hundred ships and sixty thous-
and soldiers, with three siege
trains and nobody knows how many
field pileces, instead of bYeing the
deliberate result of skilful move-
ments, prepared scientifically long
before hand, is nothing but a
hurried coup de tete desyerabp

deedi = undertaken to save Leroy
Saint Arnaud from being massacrd
by his own soldiers.” (Ibid.,
P 478.)

Thus originated the famous Crimean
"War®! It should be carefully observ-
ed that though the whole expedition,
as far as having any real military
purpose against Russia. was concerned,
was an out-and-outv snam, nevertheless
it involved the movement of what was
in those days huge bodies of troops
and stores of equipment. The very
hugeness of this simulated expedition,
its serious-appearing outward forms,
gserved to deceive the soldiers and the
masses at home, and saved the day for
the imperialists.

Marx points out that the seat of
operation chosen for the next phase —
the Crimea -~ was militarily unlmport.
ant. (The Eastern Quegtion, pp. 489-
90.) The chief military sections of
the Czar s empire were fortified Po-
land, the Baltic area, and the Moscow
region. Marx even maintained that the
Czar could lose the whole of gouth
Russia without being weakened. It is
obvious, therefore, why, in this sham
war, the Crimea was selected as the

* b

place where to dispel the mutinous
sentiments of the "Allied" troops and
at the same time to boleter the illu-
sion back home that the "war" .against
Russia was being pursued in earnest.

It is interesting to note that
the Russiang, who held the Crimea to
bagin with, offered no resistance to
the landing of the Anglo-French troopse.
In guite a leisurely fashion, and with
the dawdling so characteristic of this
“"war," the troops were finally arrayed
before the Russian fortifications.

While the Russians permitted Tur-
koy's "Allies" to get a foothold in
the peninsula, the "Allies," on their
part, reciprocated, and allowed the
Russians to reinforce their garrison
in Seb§st0pol (The Eagtern Question,
pe 494).

Since the Anglo-French troops had
been sent to the Crimea t0 give them
"gomething to do," some Dbvattles were
staged, such as that of the Alma, In-
kerman, Balaclava, and the "giege" of
Sebastopal.

In the standard bourgeois history
books, the "fall" of Sebastopol (Sept.
8, 1855), an Anglo-French ‘'victory,"
is designated as the end of the war
between Turkey and her "Allies," and
Czarist BRussia. Actually, it was
only Turkey's sham Allies who withdrew
at this point. The war between Rugsia
and Turkey contimued. It so happens
that at the same time that the Anglo-
French were kept busy at Sebastopol,
the Russians were laying siege to the
important Turkish fortress of Kars.
Karg is located in Turkish Asia Minor,
in what 18 known as Armenia. Already
in June, 1855, the British were aware
of the fact that the besieged fortress
of Kars would be lost by the Turks un-
legs relief were sont to ii. The
Porte, as the Turkish Goverrment was
called, made efforts to iIsiisve Kar'ge
The British countered by +thwarting
these affarts of the Turks;

"One glance at the Kars papers
will satisfy everybody as to the
constant efforts made by the Brit-
ish Government to thwart the pro-
Jects of the Porte." (Ibid.,p.635.)
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The inevitable result of this sabotage

'(‘.-

against Turkey, carried on by her "Al- -

1ies,” was that on November 26, 1855,
gver iwo months after the "fall® of
Sebastopol, the Russiane eaptured Kars.
The fall of Kars brought t0 a close
this complex historical - drama. That
it ended on "the note of a Russian vic-
tory was entirely in keeping with the
plans of Turkey's pretended “Allies"
and the Court of St. Petersburg. It
set the stage for calling a peace con-
ferance. In one of his articles of
this period, Marx evaluates the fall
of Kars in the history of the sham war
of the Anglo-French "against" Russia:

o “The fall of Kars is the turning

" point in the history of the gham
war against Ruseia, = Without the
~fall “of Kare no Five Pointe, no
Conferences,no Treaty of Paris, in
" one word, no sham peace. (Ibid. ’
P 611, Ofr remiasis ) -

In oonnection
French - betrayal of their "ally," the
Turks, at Kars, it is worthwhile to
note another tactic-used to hamstring
Turkey in her war against Russia.
British Parliament granted a loan of
5,000,000 pounds sterling to the Turk-
ish Government. "All its operations
dspended upon receiving a supply of it
Mi.e., mone at once."  (Ibid., -
647.) Had the Turks obtained thems:
funds at._once, they might have defeat-
ed the Russians at Kars. Therefore,
in 1iné with its policy" of preventing .
a Ruasia.n defeat, the British Govern—.
mant paid out in driblets less than
two-fifthe of the loan. Thus the
British imperialists helped the Czar
to deal the final blow to their '.l'\n‘k.-
ish "ally."

A Despite the original conspiraocy
between the British and Ruseian impe-.
rialists for the partition of Turkey, :
dating back to 1846, despite all the -
Britien collaboration
during this entire. period from 1853~

56, with all the consistent oabotag;o__

of the military eofforts of the Turks
wsrom the Britieh imperialists

with the British-

The -

with the Csar.

. Were .

Ps .

p-etending to save, a complete dismem- -

berment of European Turkey was not
achieved by the diplomats at the Parie

Peace Conference of 1856. The most
tha*- tie British and Rugsian imperial-
13tc were able to agree upon in 1856
was t2 é3prive the Sultan of his - ooh-
trol or tne Danubian Principalities and
to compel him to cede Kars to the Czar.
In order to oamouflage the fact that
Europesn Turkey was being partitioned,
the Czar temporarily ceded Bessarabia
to & F‘urope'm Sonsert of Powers, only
to g3t 31t Dbuck several years later.
The furtuer dicmerberment of European
Tu.rlmy was -achieveC at the ‘Congress of
Berlin in 1878,

. That Marx coneidered the "war" of
1854-56 ueuweur ke Anglo-French ~ir-
perialiq..: ard the Czar to bo a raum
has been eaova. It 1e Aimportant e
note that “hovgn the goverame:a'e of
the major Powers were secretly 1. col-
laboration against Turkey, and though
the "war" between them was a sham, the
destruction in 1ife -and property was.
enormous. - In the - battles that were
staged between the Anglo-French :.and.
Russian troope . to cover up the Anglow
French imperialists! ocollaboration
with the Czar, scores - of thousands of.
Britieh and French soldiers lost thelr.
lives. The British Govermment spent
69,000,000 pounds on this sham war;
the French Government, 93,000,000
pmmd.s.

Marx was not deceived by the
furor of battle and the terrific des—
truction of life and property; -.he was
guided by the -policy of. the Anglo-
French imperialists which revealed to
him their collaboration with the Czar,:
Marx gaw the Anglo-French military op~.
erations and their protestations = o f.
"support” to Turkey ‘as & camouflage
for this back-stage collaboration, *

* It is worthwhile to mention the-
statement of Franz Mehring, the chief
biographer of Marx, on the subject of
Marx's views on the so-called Crimean:
War:- * "Despite tne million lives and
the millione of pounds which the war
cost, both Marx and Engels regarded it
as a peeudo-war as far as France and,
in” pnrticula.v England were concerned.®
(Franz Mehring, Earl Marx, Chapter
"The Crimean War ang the: Crisie,"
L 267, 0!11' W5i8'vl
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THE DANGER OF TAKING THINGS FOR GRANTED

HE history of capitalism shows
that the bourgeoisie can conduct

either a real war such as that of
1914-1918, or a sham war such as the

Crimean "War.

Since tne declaration of war in
September 1939, the situation is pre-
gented to the world at large as a real
war, & Second World War, between what
was initially +the Anglo-French camp
and the so-called Axis camp. Does the
"Sacond World War" fall into the cate-
gory of real war or of sham war? Ve
have seen that battles and the de-
struction of 1life and property are
not in themselves a criterion of the
existence of a real war. Waat deter-
mines whetner there is a real war or a
gham one is the policy of the imperi-
alists. If the ypolicy of the
bourgeoisie is sham war, then the bat-
tles, destruction, etec., are a neces-
sary cover of the underlying collabor-
ation.

When Marx was facod with a gsham
war, he drew his conclusions from
ite concrete political and military
features. When Lenin in 1914-1918 was
faced with a real war, again it was
the concrete features of the specific
situation which formed the basis of

his conclusions.

Today, as always, a Marxigt posi-
tion can be established only by an
exanination of the concrete, specific
features of realilty. Drawiling
mechanical analogies to the past, or
taking tnings for granted about the
present, will never provide the work-
ers with a correct understanding. We
must therefore investigate the present
situation itself to determine which
category the so-called %"Sec¢ on d
Wor1ld War" fall s
into.

ILLUSION AND REALITY IN TEE PRESENT

[N THE BULLETIN for the past three

years, we have presented con-
aiderable material on the background
conditions and on the actual unfolding
of the so-called "Second World War."
The survey which follows is based on
the concrete materials already accumu~
lated.

When in September 1939, the Nazis
invaded Poland, we saw that Poland's

"Ajlies," the . Britigh and French
imperiaiiats,* rendered absolutely no

support of any kind toPoland. Poland,
despite every effort to resist, wes
rapidly crushed. Vhy was it that the
British and French "Allies" of Poland
did not aid Foland? Let us for a mo-
ment look back at the period of his-
tory preceding September 1939, for in
reality, the roots of those events
extend quite far back..

_ The successful overthrow of the
Russlian btourgeoisie in 1917 forced the
international imperialists to combine

in an attempt to destroy the 8oviet
Republic. Despite their efforts, they
failed due to the collapse of capital-
ism in Central Europs, the aid to the
Soviets on the part of the workers of
many capitalist countries and the
heroic resistance against imperialist
intervention of the Soviet masses led
by Lenin. '

Following this failure, the chief
problems the international imperial-—
lets faced was +to stabilize the tot-
tering capitalist  system, to attempt
to bring Russia back into their orbit
and protect -+their shaken power. Many
imperialist statesmen realized that
thelr system would never survivs
another shock aeimilar to the one of
1914.-1918.

The problem of securing the poli-
tical stability of their power the
imperialists have been solving through
the means of Fascism. This method of
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imperialist rule has been steadily
spreading, aided by the Stalinist and
other opportunist misleadersiip.

The renewed military attemt
against Russia could be singed only by
forging a weapon powerful encugh %o
aurl at the Soviet Republic with
reasonable assurance of victory for
imgerialism. Only Gormany, with itas
vast modern industrial  machine
located in the. neart of the Europsan
" continent, could serve as an effective
bagis for the anti-Scviet Union weapon.
But German imperialism had oeen beaten
down, disarmed, and weakened by the
war of 1914-1918. And Germany was the
wsakest link both economically and
politically in the rusty chain of
capitalism. Hence tae task of world
imperialism — a task undertaken not
willingly, but wunder historical com-
pulsion — was two-fold — to establich
and support Faseismy in Germany and to
rebuild the migit of the German
bourgeoisie for the attack upon the
Soviet Union. From a policy of squeez-
ing every ounce of wealta possible out
of German economy in the form of
"feparations," the British, French and
Arerican = financial powers gradually
turned to a npalicy of pumping money
into Nazi Germany, of rebuilding Ger-
ran econony. Taking the next logical

stepr, the internhational bank ere
sanctioned the establishment of the
Nazi Army.

Entrenching the Nazis in Germany,
however, was not enougis The con -
tinent of Europe had to be ryut at the
disposal of the Nazi military machine,
in order to make 1t +the powerful
spearhead of the assault on the Soviet
Unions, A way to the East had to be
opened for the German forces. By 1938,
the wedge to the East began to put in
its appearance. Austria was given to
Germany with the tacit consent of the
other imgerialist powers. During the
Munich days of September 1938, the
Eastward drive was extended. In order
to camouflage the purpose of the
Munich maneuver and prevent the masses,
and particularly +the class-conscious
workers, from understanding it, the
cry was raised that Hitler was being
"appeased" to “prevent war." The pur-
rose was to Fascisize Europe and to
facilitate war against the Scviet Union.

‘Poland was in the way.

Still Nazi Germany was separated
from the borders of the Soviet Union.
Could the
imperialists merely continue their
previous = taectics and openly turn
Foland over to the Hitler forces and
repoat the story that again Hitler was
being "appeased"? Even during the
Munich days, despite all the skillful
camouflage tactics used by the imperi-
alists, the indignation of the masces
was intense. The "appeasement" story
wore thin. Had the imperialists
simply permitted Hitler to seize
Poland without even pretending to do
anything about it, they would Lave
faced a profound crisis, a clear real-
ization on the part of the masses that
Eitler was being given a free hand
againgt the small nations and ¢the
Soviet Union. No, the "democr atic"
imperialists had to use some stronger
"medicine" than the "appeasement"
nostrum. . :

They officially declared war on
Hitler, but whether the cry was "ap-
peasement" or "war," the policy of the

imperialists remained the same. In
shifting from "“appeasement" to "war,"
only the tacticg of the imperialists

changed, not taeir Ybasic aim. Like
the cry o:i “appeasement," that of "wer'
was a sham, designed to cover up the
spreading of the Fascist order, and
the forzing of the anti-Soviet Union
woapon, the Nazi armed forces.

Thus it was that when Poland was
attacked the Anglo-Frencia imperial-
ists did not 1lift a finger to hinder
the Nazi war machine. The gigantic
Anglo-French naval forces,the coubined
"Allied" air fleets, the huge French
land forces, were held inactive, vhile
real war raged in loland. Vith Po-
land decimated, the German and Russian
Borders became contiguouse.

The imperialist rear, however,
was not yet ¢ ompl etely organized
economically and politically. Further
vital steps had to. be taken in the
West. To freeze the situation in the
Eagt meanwhile, Stalin was allowed tn
take part of Foland. This gerved to
drag Stalin into ‘Yhe situation — to
all appearances as a partner of Hitler,

to ths bargain., Stalin's opportunist-
ic grab oi part of Poland profoundly
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weakened the international position of
the Soviet Union through loss of sym~—
pathy amongst the masses. The moment-
ary sacrifice which the imperialilsts
made in letting Stalin have part of
Poland was well worth the cost to
them. Militarily, as later develop-
ments. decisively proved, this tempo-
rary acquisition was of little or no
value t0 Stalin. '

' With the destruction of Poland,
there set in the period now known as
the "Sitzkrieg."  Gigantic Anglo-
French military forces- were lined up
in the West along the German border.
For the most part, the soldlers spent
their time playing checkers, reading
detective astories, picking fruits, and
being bored.  The New York Timeg was
constrained to report: . "This quesr
war 1is now entering its fourth month
and the British Army in France is face
to face with the only formidable eremy
it has yet encountered — boredom."
This lasted for about . three-guarters
of a year. R

The excuses cooked up to account
for the ™MSitzkrieg" have not yet bean
compiled. . They would make a falrly
‘large book of very interesting reading.
_ The whole volume would be a monument
'to the inventive genius of the imperi-
‘alist and pseudo-Marxist spokesmen
whose purpose it was t0 conceal the
fact that the. real reason for the
"Sitzkrieg" was the gham nature of the
"war," the Munich policy which the im-
perialists were continuing under a new
cOVer. :

If the Anglo-Frenca and the Ger-
man armies had sinply . cortinued to
spend month after month picking
rotatoés, the game would sooner oOr
later been given away, "Action" had
to be provided to make the “war" look
real. In April 1940, the German army
was brought into Norway. - This move
was trumped up as an event of epoch~-
making importance. Churchill shouted:
"I coneider +that Hitler's action in
invading Norway and - Scandinavia is as
great a strategic and political error

as that committed by - -Napoleon when he

invaded Spain." (Z'hg_ New York T im
April 12, 1940.) There was no end to.
what ‘the ‘"democratic" . imperialists-

"threatened" t0 do to Hitler's forces. "

" Churchill thundered: "All German eships

in the Ska.gerra.k and Kattegat will be
sunk, . (Ibid ) The bourgeois pape T s
v1afod" /m:.litary and naval action in
Norway and its waters. But very gra-
dually, startling facts began to pop
out. Thougn Churchill "promiged" all
German ships would be sunk, the papers
began to carry reports that a steady
stream of water-borne Nazi troops was
arriving in Norway — unhindered by the
huge British and the French Navy.
‘"Nagis Driven from Bergen, Trondheim;
Allies Battle Enemy Ships in Skagerrak,
Force Way to Oslo, Order Germans Out,"
bellowed The New York Timeg of April
11, 1940. But Leland Stows, an Amerio-
an journalist on the scens, reported
that the British Expeditionary Force

sent to Norway consisted of-—

"..fewer than 1,500 men.  They
were dumped into Norway's deep
snows and quagmires of April slush
without a single anti-aircraft gun,
without one squadron - of supporting
airplanes, without a single pilece
of field artillery... The majority
of these youwng Britishers averaged
only one year of military service."
(New York Post, April 25, 1940.) -

Subseguent reports revealed that a
large German expeditionary force had
been allowed to enter Norway, despite
the fact that the British Goverrnment
expectod Hitler's move a month before
it took place. The whole affair was
now palmed cff in the capita.list papers
as & "uwstery“'

"To many o'bservers it Temains o
mystery how - the British,whose
fleot had been carefully Waf:ching
Norwegian territorial waters for
woeeks, could have let a large Gerw
man . expeditionary force slip -
through and seize the five princi-.
pal seaports of Norway as bases of
operation ‘ageinst Britain, especi-
ally einceé Prime Minister Chamber-
lain - said this week that the Brit-
ish Government had been expecting
such a- stroke since February."(The
.,M York Times. May 5, 1940.

_ —’l'he, : “strange" lack of na.val,»
aerial and military 0pposition on the
part of the Anglé-French imperialists
can be explained only on the basis of
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their political line.

Such "war" fakery as the Norwegi-
an affair was not the only technigue
used. Sinking of ships, occasi® nal
bombings, and some sghooting here and
there on the Western Front also put in
their appearance. The masses, utterly
deceived by the 1imperialists and the
pseudo-iarxist opportunists, naturally
took the surface features at their
face value. "Shooting means war" —
what could be more convincing, especi-
ally to taose who take surface
features for granted and fai} to in-
vestigate the underlying policy. 3But
behind the smokescreen of this cooksd-
up "action" in Norway, an epoch-making
scheme was being prepared.

In the rear of tiae German forces
lurked a most powerful potential
danger — the French working class.
Taough the Frenca proletariat was mis-
led by opportunism which enabled the
French bourgeoisie to0 recover somewhat
after the mass wupsurge of 1938, the
crisis between the two classes was
8till hanging fire. In the pre mnt
period of history, only the institu~
tion of a fascist regime provides-the
bourgenigie with a basis of political
stabilization which offers some degree
‘of safety for them. Thé establisiument
of fasocism had long teen the hope, the
dream and the vital need of the French
imperialists.

For years, millions of French
workers—swho imagined the Soviet Union
to be a land of Socialism, -- they knew
nothing about Stalin's burocratic
depredations, —- yearned for the over-
throw of the Dbourgeoisie in France
itself. For the bourgeoisie merely to
have hitler assault the Soviet Union
and do no more than contime the
"Sitzkrieg” in the West, would have
resulted in more profound reper-
cussions in the highly class-conscious
Frenca proletariat. A mass outburst
had to be forestalled. A transform
ation of the rezime to fascism waich
would crusi and devastate the French
proletariat was reguired as a prere-
quisite to the actual invasion of the
36viet Union. But an attempt by a
French fascist movement would have
precipitated a civil war in Franee.on

an even larger scale than in Spain.

The imperialists found a different and
safer method of establishing fasciem
dn France. They decided to bring in
the Nazis and use them as the means of
establishing fascism. Such a maneuver

would accomplish several things for
the baurzseolsie. First, since it was
a German force which was bringing in
fascism, the masses would at least for
a period remain tied  to the Freach
bourgeoisie; it must be remembered
that the French masses imagined there
was real war with Hitler. Organized
in and around the French imperialist
army, the masses could very easily be
held in check, drugged by the illusion
that Hitler was being resisted. At
the same time, the Frenca army was
completely under the domination of the
bourgeoisie. A1l that the French
bourgeoisie had to do was to open the
door for the Nazis and bring them into
France. With the wmasses completely
raralyzed from every direction there
would be neither civil war against the
French bourgeoisie nor resistance to
the Nazi forces.

On May 10, 1940, Hitler's forces
began the advance through the Lowlands,
skirting around the Maginot Line.
Very significantly, John Cudahy, the
Amerjcan Mnbassador at Brussels, re-
ported the invasion to Roosgvelt
several nours before it occurred (New
York Post, May 10, 1940). Ang still
; "Even the date —Msy 10 — had

more:
been whispered around Paris for the
last 10 days, and only the censor pre-

vented your correspondent from meri-
tioning it." (Ivid.)

With the British Navy in complete
tontrol of tke waters around Holland
and Belgium — "German forces wer e
landed along the Dutch coast at davm
from a fleet of transports under guard
of Nazi warships and the whole Dutch
coast was occupied by noon, it ig
;;;iiged here - und?r the very noges of

e Britigh." Yew York Post, Ma
10, 1940, Our emph;izs??_ e

Again, the capitalist papers had
roaring headlines about vast action
agelnst the Hazi Army. The first re-
ports shouted that "The British threw
enormous armed strength against the
Germans in the 4nvaded lowlands of
Holland and Belgium" (Ue P.d i spat ch,
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Daily News, May 14, 1940.) Soon 1t
turred out, hewever, that the total
British forces sent into Holland

numbered only about 700 men (New York
Timeg, May 26, 1940). The total air-
force gent by the British to the Dutch
nunbered three plamssi (Ibid.). Winkel-
man, the Commander of the Dutch Army,
decdlared: "o were left to ourselves,
and so I had to make the grave deoi-
gsion which was a very difficult one

for me — to lay down our arms." (The
New Tork Timeg, May 14, 1940.) With-
out malking the slightest effort to
halt the Nazi advance, the whole

"Allied" army in Belgium rolled back
to the Channel ports and the French
frontier.

For many years the French facto-

ries were producing the most powerful
artillery. France became famous for
its artillery. Bat in the "Second
World War," all of a sudden the enor-

mous French artillery forces "disw

arpeared." During the Nazi entrance
into the Lowlands and France, a re-
rorter was constrained to ask: "What

has happened to the French artillery T "
(New York Times, May 22, 1940.) The
famous French 75s were not in evidence.
The French super-tanks in the neigh-
borhond of fifty tons also were invi-
sidle and <unheard from. No "Allied"
alrforce put in its appearance. Even
if 1t be argued that the "Allied" air-

force was not as powerful as the one
rossessed by the Nazis, still it must
be admitted that the "Allies" must
have had at least scme alrplanes. But
vhen an Agsociated Fress reporter is-
terviewed an eyewitness, "Tais witness
(pro-Ally) added that 'we neither
saw nor heard a single Allied bomber
over the main highway Jjust behind the
front eitaer day or night."™ (New Yak
Tost, May 31, 1940.) Louis P. Lochner,
a reporter in the field, stated: "We
kept straining our eyes 1in vain for
Allied planes." (New York Post, May 25,
1940.) Tae Nazi leaders put on an air
of "wonder": ‘“Leports from the German
side express wonder at the absence of

Lllied artillery and warplanes." (The
New Tork Times, May 23, 1940.)
In the aorth uoving back to the

Chamnel ports was a combined British-
French-Belgian army, the total ameunt-

ing to abeut 1,000,000 men. To the
south lay the chief military might cf
France, an intact army of four to five
million men. Between the two, in some
"mysterious" way, appeared & corridor
of 35-50 miles in width. Into this
corridor rushed a light-armed German
force estimated at most at about
60,000 men:

"Advices here - indicated that
only 50,000 to 60,000 Germans were
involved in the race against a
retreat of nearly 1,000,000 Allied

troops."  (The New York Times, May
22, 1940.)
It was this 1light-armed body of about

sixty thousand men mounted on bicycles
‘and motorcycles which "drove" the
"Allied" army of about one million men
to the Caannel ports! Henri Bidou,a
French military expert, proclaimed the
situation "without analogy in the his-
tory of war." (New York Timeg, May
23, 1940.) '

»wye Contawry: to tho eamly noise gen-.
wrally. made by newspapgr and  vadio
commenthtors,s later. reports indicated
4hat this light-armed German btody
of troops - "Does not seem to have
been followed by heavier colwms."
(New York Times, Muy 23, 1940,) Such
was the "mystery" of the Corridor to
the Channel Ports.

The British Expeditionary Force
"driven" with the rest by the 50-60,000
light-armed Nazi troops, left the Conti-
nent at Dunkerque. The Dunkerque af-
fair provided Hitler's army with a hww
supply of materials of war to <prepare
him for the assault on the Stalini z ed
workers Statg.  The British Expeditim-
ary Force dumped on the continent
with enormous military equipment. From
all indications the British had no in-
tentlon of using this equipment against
the Nazis. "Nazis Win Booty for 40
Divisions," declared a headline in The
World-Telegram of June 5, 1940, Mate-
rials of every conceivable type were
left by the British in the Nazis! hands.

Mea.nwhile to the south there was
still the huge and intact French Arny,
Dp.ring the war of 1914-1918, the groat
fortress of Verdun stood as an uncone
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querable bulwark against the Kaiser's

batsering ram. Nearly a million men
lost their lives before Verduwn and yet
it was not talmn. Since 1918, Verdun
had Dbeen modernized and vastly
increased in power. Dut in the "Sec-
ond World Var" there occurred at Ver-
dun the "niracle of miracles." Tae
Nazis "attacked," occupled an2 passed
Vordun in twerty four hours (iew York
- Times, June 18, 1940). Tnis was
simply the +time 1t took the UYNazi
troops to walk through the place; even
a tourist could not have done it in
less than a day.

The French soldiers were nparalyz-
ed by the imperialist oligarchy and
its Genesral Staff. At firs+,as usual,
the bourgeois and opportunist papers
were howling about the "Battle of
France," vwaich was alleged to be going
on and to be the greatest batile in
the history of war. But again, when
the smokescreen clearsd away, tae ex-
act oprosite was ssen to be the case.
Less than t0 months after tae "3attle
of France" was reported tc have taken
place, the bourgeois press let slip
the admission:-

"It now seems quite clear tzat
there never was a Battle of France,
a battle for Paris, or whatever it
was called in the days before thae
country's collapse." (The New York
Herald Tridune, July 23, 1940.)

Refugees overtaken on the roads of the
Cerman advance stated:

"Tney rnever saw any real fighte
ing. And on two of these roads the
Gerrana advanced without tanks and.
armors’ carsg; their vanguard wasg
composed of ticycle troops and
thzir gtrildng power was mobile
artiller;." (Ibid. Our emphasis.

As regards tae IFrench Army:

"At first it was believed that
they wore sgimrly driven back by a
nigsly mecianized army taat rolled
forvari orn a wave of flame and
gteel. 3ut  thls theory has Dbeen
discarded, for except along the
Sorme an? the Alsne and ac isolated
gpots, there 1s no evidence of
vattle." (Ibid., Our emphasis.)

Suca was the "Battle of Rrance."

The Frencn Arxy was noi defsated. It
was withdraw: intact, by virtus of the

policy of tze Anglo-Frenc: imperial-
ists.

Wit2 the establishment of the
Nazi forces in France, the Treal
immediate ©business on the imperialist

agenda began — the complete subjuga-
tion of the TFrench prolet ariat,
®aneclally of 1te class-consciocus,
vanguard section. It was for tais

primarily that the whole mansuver of
the "Battle of France" was executed
with all its "my 8 teries" and
"miracles."

It was not until a year after the
Nazi occupaition of France that trhe at-
tack on the Soviet Union was launched.
Thie 1interval was spent in intense
preparations. The "war" continued
meanwiile in its minor aspscts, Africa
and Greece. In previous issues of
T=ZI BULLEDIN, +the military fakery in
A frica and Greece has been analyzed in
considerable detall on tie basis of
concrete raterial from tze reports of
the capitalist press itself. “re
Sritish pretense of "blockading" Ger-
many ha3s also been dealt with (See TLE
=JLLETIY, January-Marea 1941,pp. 1-25;
May 1941 pp. 1-11; June 1941, pp.1-8.)
By June 1941, the stage was set, and
on June 22nd, the long-prepared, care-
fully organized invasion of the Soviet
Union by the Jazi army began.

.]pODAY, tre prolstarian vanguard,
in 8o far as it is organiczed at

all, is in the clutches of the pseudo-
Marxist system. Tais includes caniefly
the pro-Stalin and the pro-Tro tsky
gsections. The leaders of bothr tliese
sections nave been ghoutiny about *he
" Second Imperialist War," f o stering
the illusion that tae iuperi.lists
8 Ince September 1939 have been locr e d
in combat as in 1914-19518. Ctalin, of
ctourse, recently dronped nhis "anti-
irperialist" noise, only to create tie

L * *

illusion of an "Alliance" with thae
Ydemocracies." Both turese gections,
eack from 1its own angle, have “een

concealing the fundamerital features of
the so-called "Second Imperialist War,"
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To tnis extent tuey nave been,

objectively speaking, facilitating thae
Fagcist development and the attack on

pends the re-crystallization of the
proletarian vanguard around a genuine
Marxist leadership and the development

the Soviet Union. Tais 1s only one of a genuine setruggle against the
aspect of their opportunism, but it ie Fascist menace.

a aighly significant one. Tie elimi-

nation of thesse pseudo-3 olsk evik G. Crane
poisons remains the chief immediate J. C, Hunter

problem facing the gyproletarian van-
guard, for wupon this elinination de-

THE SFREFD
OF FHSCISM —

AND THE ATTACK ON THE STALINIZED
SOVIET UNTIGYVN are being carried out through the col-
laboration of ALL the major imperialist powers. To conceal this
collaboration there has been created what is variously called
the "Second World War," the war of the "democracies" against the
fascists, the inter-imperialist war, the war of the "frec" ver-
sus tae "totalitarian® powers, the war of the "defenders" against
the "aggressors," and so forth. All these titles hide the fact
that what is occurring amongst the imperialists is not war, but
a sham made to appear like areal ware T HE BULLETIN
contains material exposing the frauds of the imperialists and
thelr opportunist lackeys.

READ THESE ARTICLES —

THE "WARY REACHES THE PACIFIC

THE CASE OF HOLLAND, BELGIUM AND FRANCE
UNDER THE CLOAK QF WAR

"UYSTERIES" OF THE "SECOND WORLD WAR"
THE SHAM BRITISH BLOCKADE

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ON WAR

SEND FOR F R E B copies ADDRESS :
P.O. Box 67
Station D

New York



~15-

THE CASE OF SINGAPORE

O N February 15, after a . rpriase
ingly rapid advance of . > °
panese forces tarough Malaya, tu7 a -
nouncement came of the occupatlc: =f
Singapore, one of the most powerf:]
fortresses in existence. The suddsr-
nees of this occupa%tion occurring onl-
geven days after the Japanese reached
the Singapore defenses, csusél émaze-
ment among wide strata of tke-popu-
Jation. As in the past similar:situ-
ations, bourgeois idecYogiats offered
various "explanations" for this évent.
Among those most impressed upon the
mind of the masses wase -the one about
the inferiorisy of forces of the so-
called ABCD powers. Here is an illus-
tration in an article written shortly

before the cscupation of Singapore:

AN

"Having so many pol:dte to cover,
and being on the defendive, we are
require? to have a superiorlity of
numbers. This superiority of num-
vers does not exist. The men are
not even trained; they are like the
Bitiful 1,000 Chinese ¢to

ritish gave rifles when the Japs
were already landing on Singapore

island." (Mew York Pogt, February
11, 1942)

In this story of insufficiency of
forces, as well as in all the other
alibis given by the bourgeois states-
men, certain highly significant cir-
cumstances wera carefully avoided for
they were too "hot" even to attempt to
alibi.

let us examine the affair of Sin-
garore and s@e wrether the alibis
given by the "democratic" epokesmen
are valid. Of the so-called ABCD pow-
ers, Britain and China were most imme-

--mrre altuatton.

whom the |

Aiately involved in the Malaya-Singa-
"hat forceswere achtu-

s nrallable to the "Alllesh for use
w-. ke -falaya~Singapore scene?

_ _REFUSAL__T0 USE
A 1% CHINESE ARMY

A?"”.l’.‘:?'};.’:-“'i to reports, the rmumber
of Japanese troops detailed for

‘the Mdlayen scene was betwsen 100,000
and 200,000, The British troons, ac-
cording %o press statesments, numbered
Yetween 60,000 and 80,000. If these
reports are true, then in regard to
manpowsr at least, sore of the alibis
of the "democratic" spokesmen seem to
be valid. But this is only partd
the story, the part that the officlal
spokesmen chose to stress. The part
that they preferred to disregard, how-
sver, tells the real story. Immedi-
ately in the rear of the Japanese
forces threatening Singapore there was
a tremendous army numbering hundreds
of thousands of ¢trained Chinese
soldiers available and ready to strike
They stood idle in Hunnan province, on
the border of Thailand and Burma.
There was sufficient time to have them
attack the Japanese forces. Revorts
in the newspapers indicated that this
Chinese army was already there as
early as December 1241, manv weslks be-
fore the occupation of Singapore. Yet,
for a reason which Churchill did rot
glve, ‘these Chinese troops were held
back from attackine the Japanese Tas-
cist army. The reports said that the
Chungking government offered their
services. Reporting this neculiar de-
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velopment, the New York Poat put the
matter in the form of a pointed
question:-

"Who is blocking permission for
China %o send hundreds of thousands
of trained soldiers to strike at
the rear of the Japanese invasion
forces threatening Singapore and
the Burma Road? The troops are
avallable. They are idle in
China's Yunnan Province. Churgkiwg

has offered them. What stops them

from going?" (New York Post, Dec.
31, 1941,

Churchill did not ¢all upon these
Chinese troops. Not only did Church-
111 withhold giving the reason for the
refusal to uge this Chinese army, but
he carefully avoided any mention of
its very existence.

Should one imagine that the Japa-
nese rear and 1Iits supply-lines were
heavily guarded by the Japanese fas-
cist forces, we can cite statements to
indicate that the exact opposite was
the case, In an article entitled
"China Not Allowed to Help," the New
York Pogt Far Eastern writer stated:

"Hundreds of thousands of
trained Chinese soldiers are locat-
ed within striking distance of the
thin Japanese supply lines in Thai-
land and the comparatively thin
Japanese rear in Malaya." (New
York Pogt, December 29, 1941. Our
emphasis.)

The impression may bYe that at some
points there were huge Japanese forces
holding etrong positions which could
put up & stiff resistance to the Chi-
‘nese army. Reports, however, ghow
that-s

"...al18%0inte are 11ghtly held,
all the conquests half made, with
no true subjugation, and that such
a system can well collapse in the
face of a well organized and well
supplied counter-attack." (New

York Post, January 22, 1942. Our
emphagis. ) -
Thus we see that the big Chihese

forces would have had no insuperable

tesk in coping with the Japanes
troops who stretched along hurdreds o.
miles of roads from their dases i
French Indo-China.

On the

: 23rd of Jamary, aboul
three weeks

prior to the Japanese en-
trance into Singapore, Sun Fo, presi-
dent of the Exacutive Council of the
Chungking government, stated that the
Chinese had fully-equipped, crack di-
visions which were available for imme-
diate use against the Japanese who
were moving on Singapore:

"The Chinese, he gaid, had num-
bers of well-trained, fully equip-
ped crack divisions in Yunan which,
if +they were reduired, would be
ready to move immediately into Bur-
ma, where,together with the Chinese
troops already thers, they could
begin an offensive into Thailand
with the object of pushing down in~
to Maleva and attacking the invad-
ing Japanese from the rear, thus

relieving the pressure on Singa-
pore." (New York Timeg, January
24, 1942.)

The Chiness troops, strategically
situated in the Japanese rear, were
anxious to strike at once. It is ob~
vious that the Churchill government
deliberately did not make use of this

army against the Japanese fasciast
forces:~

"They are waiting -~ anxiously -
for the permission to come to the
agsigtance of the desperately-
pressed British forces defending
the approach to Singapore. But the
permiseion fails to coms." (New
York Post, December 29, 1941.)

Was +this ¢ase of the British
rulers keeping ¢the Chinese forces in
idleness an isolated one, an accident
perhaps,- Or was it a matter of policy?
Significantly enough, it was a faith-
ful reproduction of the same peculiar
business that had talen nplace in the
case of Hong Kong. There, too, was a
tremendous Chinese army. There, too,
the Chinese soldiers were anxious to
strike. There, too, the British rulers
prevented the Chiness from acting:-
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"A year ago, 200,000 to 500,000
trainei Chinese soldiers were lo-
cated in Xwantung and Ewansi Pro-
vinces waiting - anxiously - to co-
operate in préparations for the de-
ferige of Hong Kong. Permission was
sought to assist in constructing
supply and defense lines that could
have immeasurably strengthened the
British c¢rown colony whils there
still was time,

"That permission falled to come.
And Hong Kong fell as the price of
"1ts isolation.” (New York Post,
December 29, 1941.)

THE “BATTLE“ FOR_SINGAPORE

HERE was a considerable native
Chiness population in Singapore.
Among them many a rman burned with a
fervent desire to fight the Japanese
army. One thousand of these Chinesa
were accented by the British as volun-
teers in the force at Singapore. Ac-
cording to the New York Post the Brit-
ish armed them when the Japanese were
already on Singapore Island. A
dispatch describes the fate of these
men in’ their attempt to defend that
fortress:

"It was defended %y 1,000 Chi-
nese volunteer "Dalcoes" =who march-
ed away armed with nothing but
shot-guns and fervent enthusiasm,
into an infernc of Japansse dive
bombing and mortar fire never to
be heard from again." (New York
Timeg, February 17, 1942.)

Thie episode tells volumes about the
policy of the British rulers. On the
one hand when the British had at their
disposal a first-rate army of lwundreds
of thousands of men, fully-eQuipped
and ready and anxious for irmediate
action, that army was kept idle and
was not allowed to cut the Japanese
supply 1lines and strike a possible
death-blow at the Japanese rear. On
the other hand,a small groun of volun-
teors was armed only with shotguns,
wesapons obviously incapable of
inflicting the slightest serious harm
on the Japanese mechanized forces,

and was sent out by the British rulers
into the bdlazing hell of Japanese gune
like gheep to the slaughter,

Thus, it is clear that the bour-
geois apologists, by means of sheerest
falery about insufficiency of forces,
divert the attention . of the workers
from the circumstance that there was
available a well-trained and egquipped
huge Chinese army and that it was de-
liberately held back from striking at

the Japanese forces.

Another highly illuminating feat-
ure in this vhase of the "Second World

War" 41g that the whole so-called cam-
paign in Malaya consisted of a sche-
duled withdrawal on the part of the
British:-

"The battle in Malaya as report-
6d officizlly ovrobably gave the
world the impression of a bitter,
hard-~fought defensge. Actually it
was a vretreat vplanned from day
day. Each day t h e Imperials
fell back 10 miles or so ‘'on sche-
dule'.* {(New York World-Tele gram,
February 17, 1942,)

Outwardly, the British leaders
had impressed upbn the masses that the
aim was to defend Mdlaya and Singapore
to the last ditch. In ruality the
Britisk plan of systematic withdrawal
was applied from the gtart of the Ma-
layan affair. A United Press corres-
pondent reports that he saw a map
which indicated that the British Com-
mand from the early days of the Malay-
an situation had plammed this sche-
duled withdrawal:-

"Once, when the campalign was not
so 014, saw a high staff officer's
map dated ahead to Jamuary 31 and
marked at the Johore causeway,lead-
ing from tha mainland to Singapore
Islani." (New York Times, Februar
17, 1942,)

It may apvear from the above that
the British plan was to withdraw the
forces from Malaya in order to concen-
trate them in a daefense of Singapore.
In that event it would be logical th et
every ounce of available material,
every gun, plane and pilot would be
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mobilized for the test. As a matter
of fact, as we have seeh, one of the
chief alibis offered by the "democrat-
ic" spokesmen has been that Singapore
was lacking planes and pilots. In
this context the sensational report of
Martin Agronsky, the National Broad-
casting Company's Austpalia corrés-
pondent, has a special significamnce.
Agronsky wrote -that he nad left Siwnga-
-pore about two weeks earlier, l.e.,
Just about the time the Japanese fas-
cist troops were entering Singapore.
He reports that he met a large 3ritish
convoy bound from England for Singa~-
pére:- '

"On board one ship of the convoy
were a large number of R.A.F.ground
personnel accompanied by a large
nymber of fighter pilots, veterans
of the Battle of Britain. In anoth-
er ship were the crated planes that
the pilots were to fly. My and
other warships took the convoy
southward through the Banda straits
off Sumatra and into Singapore, in
tae face of contintisd Jap bombing
attacks." (New York Times, Febfuary
23, 1942.) :

Thres days 1later, Agrorisky says, he
came upon one of these pilots he had
left in Singapore; the meeting occur-
red in Java. This pilot imparted some
very interesting information. The
airmen wno had been sent to Singapore
were prepared to go into action
against the Japanese fascists at once.
Moreover, having received in advance a
detalled map of Singapore Island, thus
showing definitely that they were
destined for Singapore and not for
some other place, these veteran airmen
were ready, if necessary, to take off
even from the streets of Singapore:-

"Trey had gotten in England a
detailed map of Singapore Island,
realizing that the airdromes might
be unusable, they had 1laid ocut on
the maps streets from which they
could take off with fighters. On
the long cruise they had drilled on
board snip until taey were letter-
perfect in the use of the Beaufort
and tommy guns they carried."
(Ibid.)

The ground persomme]l was thoroughly
versed in the rapid assembling of the
planes,- "every detail of assembly of
the crated planes had been worked out
beforehand " (Ibid.) And what happen-
ed? They were not permitted %o ge
into action! They were sent away fror
Singapore while the Japanese trooms
were pouring down the Malayan peninsu-
la toward tne fortress:

"After much searcaing they
reached an R.A.F. headjuarters of -
ficer and asked that they be allow-
ed to go into astion immediately.
Instead they were informed that as
they were apparently not expected
in Singapore they could not operate
there but would have to go to Java
and receive instructions from the
High Command." (Ibid.)

If there was any "Fifth Colum" work
in Singapore, evidently this was it.
In these days of radio comrmnication
it was a matter of minutes to verify
what the instructions and policy of
the British War Office were with
respect to this alr forcd. Yet the
airmen, Jjust arriving as reinforce-
ments, ware told they could noét oper-
ate in Singapore. They were sent away
to Java over 500 miles of f to
find out for themselves. As if the
commanders at Singapore could not come-
municate with either London or Java at
once!
W ook ok ok sk ok ok % % ok o ok ok ok k k %k k ¥
The -alibis of the "democratic"
imperialist spokesmen are a means of
concealing the essence of the Singa-
pore situation. '

Let us now examine an explanation
wnickh more readily than any other
might at first glance be classified as
Marxist.

The Trotskyist paper, The Mili -
tant, tells its readers that between
the Fascist and "democratic" powers
there is ‘taking place an imperialist
war for the redivision of tae world.
However, at every new turn of the
wheel of  history towards t h e
Fagcisation of the world, they are
compelled to give Mexplanations" to
account for the facts which show the
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iack of a real, life-and-death fight
such as took place between the imperi-
alist camps in 1914-1218. Waat 1is
their ‘"explanation" <for the lalayan-
Singapore affair? In The Militant of
February 2lst, 1942, the "explanation"
is given 1in a heavy type:- '"British
Rulers Were Afraid to Arm t'h e
Natives." Tae Trotskyite line is that
the British dared not arm the natives
and stave 0ff defeat because an armed
native porulation 4s a danger to
imperialist rule:-

"Even in the face of catastroph-
ic defeat, the British rulers did
not dare to arm the native peoples
in Singapore and Malaya because
they feared that an armed native
§Opulace would be as great a menace
o their power as to the Japanese.“
The m_l,_i}’zent, Feb. 21, 1942.)
This is the Trotskrists' basic "expla~
nation" for the events in Malaya and
Singapore. On the surface it sounds
very plausible bVecause ¢the British
imperialists do fear an armed colonial
populace which is hostile to British
as well as to Japanese imperialism.
But is this '"explanation" ~a correct
one? Did the arming of the native
masses 0f Malaya and Singapore have
anytaing to do with the British abidi-
ty to nold off the Japanese fascist
troops — assuming for the moment that
it was the policy of the 3ritish
rulers in the first place not to allow
the fagscists in? Were the Britisgh
rulers faced with the alternative of
taking tae caance of arming the native
populace of lialaya and Singapore or
facing the fascist arnmy with weaker
military forces?

The British rulers faced no such
alternative! They had at their dis-
posal a tremendous rilitary force well
able to cope with the situation. Ag
we have shown, the reports definitely
stated that a nuge Chinese army, a
component of the so-called AECD powers,
well armed and trained and ready for
immediate attack, stood at the rear of
the Japanese forces 1in iMalaya. One
word from the Churchill govermment and
tais army would have swung into action.
But tae Churchill government,supposed-
ly at war witz Japanese imperialism,

end suppssedly din need of Fighting
forces, rofused to use tals Chiness
army.

The Trotskyites have taken a ge-
neral truth, the British imperialists’
fear of arming the natives of Malaya
and Singapore, and have used it to ac-
count for a situation where it is an
irrelevancy and thus have glven a
false picture of the situation. .Tke
Japanese fasclsts could Lave been
dealt a terrific Dblow from the rear
without any arming of the natives of
Malaya and Singapore.

Thus we see that the truth can be
concealed in different ways. The
bourgeois-democratic apologists for
imperialism feed the wasses cock and
bull stories about insufficiency of
forces. The Trotskyists give tie mat-
ter a pseudo-Marxist twist and divert
attention from the core of the matter
with tane generally true but specific-
ally not relevant tale about the impe-
rialists' fear of arming the coloxnial
masses.

THE MARXIST EXPLANATION

[:)ESPITE the

belligerent pro-

nouncements and noise of the
"democratic" and Fascist sitatesmen
and diplomats, something very differ-
ent from the war of 1914-1918 is
taking place.

The development of the 1last
quarter of a century, particularly
since the October Revolution, trans-
formed the ideology of the imperial-
ist statesmen. The Dbasic¢ problem
they face is to save their tottering
system from utter collapse. Due to
the paralysis within the working
class caused prirarily by pseudo-
Bolshevism, the imperialists were
able to achieve a temporary stabiliz-
ation of their rule in one country
after another by means of Fascism.
At the same time ‘they did not siop
for a minute from scheming nhow to de-
stroy the Stalinist-corroded prolet-
arian State and include its %errito-
rieg within the capitalist sysiem.
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The last country to establisa
Fascism using chiefly internal means
was Spain. 3ut the history of <tae
Spanish war, with its long, drawa-out
struggle that threatened +to spread
internationally, taught the imperial-
jets the danger of cantinuing the Fas-
cisation of the world by the old
internal metaod. The imperialists hit
upon am external method, thai is,to
bring Fascism from the outside. To an
extent ths external method of Fascisa-
tion was already present in Spain in
the shape of lfussolini's divisions.

To attempt to introduce fascism
in France by using the French fascists
would have precipitated a prolonged
civil war. The symptoms of such a war
were visible ever since the Thuge
demonstrations in 1934 and thereafter.
e Spanisn exauple, even though in
the end the workers, betrayed by taelr

M agders," were defeated, was a power-
ful deterrent to any imitation of a
"Franco" putsch in France. A method
waich would establish fascism and
avoid an outburst of civil war aad to
be used in France. This metihod con-
sisted of opening the gates for a Nazil
force waich serves as the spearhead of
the fascisation process.

Under the cover of a sham war the
Fascists are brought into one country
after another, putting <the entire
toiling population into the irons of
military-capitalist slavery.

The advancing fascist forces have
been tae means whereby the bourgeoisie
are attempting to save their system as
a waole. The establishment of fascism
is looked upon by the "democratic" im-
perialists as the only possible life-
saver for themselves. Unless this 1is
understood,it is impossible to compre-
nend the policy of the "democratic"
imperialists in the present period.

One must bear in mind that tae Italian,
the French and the German Imperialists
were at one time amongst the mosi
"democratic" 4in the world. Witk o
changing situation, these gentlemen
threw of their "democratic" masks and
changed their form of rule. Thé pre-
sent situation with respect to world
capitalism as a whole 1is such that the
bourgeoigie are compelled to transform
their rule to fascism on a world-wide
scale.

So far things go well for the
Faacist and "democratic" imperialists.
The masees everywhere believe it's a
real war. But doubt is already dig-
ging into the minds of the masses. The
workers feel <{hat something is wrong.
This feeling, as the imperialists con-
timue their ghastly game, will be in-
tensified and will becane crystallized
into a demand to know what 1s wrong
Way 1is 1t that the "democracies" do
naot try to stop the Fascist powers?
The workers will 1listen to the expla-
nations. And it will not be the im-
perialisi, the Socialist, Stalinist or
Trotskyite” "explanation" that will be
accepted by them. The only explana-
tion that will fit into reality is the
Marxist ene, tcat thais is a sham war
engaged in by dimperialism as a whole

with the double object of destroying
the Soviet Union and spreading t i e
Fascist system over the entire world.

The advanced workers will dreakx with
their misleaders, the pseudo-Eolshe-
viks, and will gather around tiose wip
advance the correct view. Having
broken with the misleaders they will
be able to guide the great masses of
toilers into a struggle to smagh the
nightmare of universal Fascism and
realize the great idea of mary years
standing — the 1idea of establighing
the international Socialist republic.

March 5, 1942

SEND FOR A F R E B COPY--

THE OPPORTUNISTS AND THE "SECOND WORLD WAR"

An exposure of the fraudulent
"explanations" given by the
phachtmanite leaders

Addross:

Stao Do
New York

P.0.BRox 67



—-1l-

HOW TROTSKY EMBARRASSED
CANAON AND S:AACHTMAN

A STRANGE SILENCE

‘IﬁE leaders of the Trotskyite or-
ganizations have cited Trotsky
on innumerable topics and a vast vari-
ety of his articles has been either
reproduced in whele, gquoted in part,
or at least mentioned by the Trotsky-
ist press at one time or another.
Claims are being put fortk by those
quarters that a collection of Trot.-
sky's works is being made. There are
no limits to the study and attention
wnich Trotsky's works are said to
deserve,

About a year and a half ago,
Trotsky published an article called,
"DID STALIV POISON LENIN?T"  (Lib erty,
August 10, 1940.) Its title suffici-
ently indicates the profound aistoric-
al sisnificance of the sutject iavolv-
ed. Ons would imagine that such an
article, wiica was spread around in
hundreds of thousands of copies by the
bourgeois press, would eliecit consi-
deraole notice from the Trotskyist
putlications. Yet it is a notewor thy
fact taat to this day the Trotskyite
press nas never mentioned, cilted,
guoted or in any way referred to "DID
STALIN POISOK LENIN?" What can be the
reagon for this strange eilence? Let
as oxamine the contents and meaning of
Trotsky's momentous article and see
wny suci a peguliar taboo has been
weven around it by the Troitskyite
leaders.

TROTSKY'S REVELATIONS

I\V1ORE~ than sixteen yéars after the
eventa, Trotsky in his ZLiberty

article for the first time raises the

guestion of whether Stalin in 1923 was
plotting to0 murder Lenin and whethar
Lenin's death was the result of
poisoning at Stalin's hands. The
course of aevents,according to Trotsky,
was as follows:-~ Otalin for some time
prior to 1923 had been engaged in
burocratic machinations. Behind tae
scenes Stalin was weaving a nuvge ap-
paratus of bribed flunkeys and career.-
ists, using the appointive powers of
his post of General Secretary for this
purpose. Stalin's conniving was gra-
dually wunderstood by Lenin to be a
deadly source of the underrining and
corruption of the Bolshevik Party ard
the Workers State. Despite ais fail-
ing health, Lenin started to prepare
a powerful blow against Stalin's
burocratism. The relations between
Stalin and Lenin bvecame extremely
hostile. Trotsky relates:-

"The last period of Lenin's life
was. filled with intense conflict
betwsen him and Stalin, which cul-
minated in a complete break between
them." (DID STALIN POISON L “N I KN?
Liberty, August 10, 1940, p. 23.)

At the end of 1922 and the begin-
ning of 1923, though virtually out of
political activity, Lenin took a
series of definite measures agaiust
Stalin. One of these measures wes
embodied in a 1letter which came to bLe
known as Lenin's Testament; it was z
proposal to remove Stalin from tXe
post of General Secretary. Stalin'e
reaction to Lenin's Testament,was, wc~
cording to Trotsky, the following:-

| "When Stalin first read tae text
he broke out into billingsgate

againgt Lenin.," (Ibid., Ps 24.)



The Testament left no doubt in Stala
in'e mind that between him and Lenin
there was an irreconcilable war. In
the following highly significant words

Trotsly states precisely how Stalin
viewed the situation wupon reading the
Testament -

"Stalin could no longer doubdbt
that Lenin's return to activity
would mean his own political death.
ONLY LENIN'S DEATH could clear the
way for him." (Ibid., p. 24. My
sapitals - J.C.H.)

Stalin's political death, or Lenin's
physicul death - these were the alter-
nhatives already at the time Lenin
wrote the Testament at the beginning
of January 1923.

The doctors attending Lenin
expressed definite hopes that he would
recover. Trotsky quotes one of Lenin's
physicians as giving ‘this opinion.-

"Wladimir Ilyich can get on his
feet again. He has a powerful or-

ganism." (Ibid.. p. 24.)

Lenin's wental faculties, declared the
paysician, would remain basically
untouched.

In the midst of this atmosphere
of "Thopefulness for Lenin's health,
Stalin one day at & meeting of some
Pclitburo members made a statemént
wnich, Troteky dimplies, vividly re-
vealed Stalin's intentions toward
TLernin. In contrast to the physician's
optimiem about Lenin, Stalin suddenly
came out with the remark that Lenin
hud called him in and asked him for
poison:-

"Yet at a meeting of the Polit-

buro memberg, Zinoviev,Kamenev, and
myeelf, Stalin informed wus, after
the departure of the secretary,that
Lenin had suddenly ocalled him in
and had asked him for poison.”
(Ibid., p. 24.)

According to Trotsky,Stalin explained:
% 'The o0ld man is suffering. He

says he wants to have the polson at
hand.'" (Ibid. p. 24.)

Tae sinister quality of thie event was
80 impressive that sixteen years later
Trotsky could e%ill recall how Stalin

appeared +to him at that strange meet-
ing of the few Politburo members:-

"I recall how extraordinary,
enigmatic, and out of tune with the
circumstances Stalin's face seemed
to me then." (Ibid., p. 24.)

Trotsky engages the reader's mind
in speculations about Stalin's poison
story. Why should Stalin have come
around with this tale? Did Lenin
actually ask Stalin for poison? Trot-
sky gives no explicit anewer to these
questions. He deals with them in two
ways. Firet, Trotsky presents the as-
suinption that Lenin did roquest poison,
and asks, Why should Lenin have done
so?  Stalin bdréught forth the poison
story only a few days after Lenin had
canpleted the Testament (finally dated
January 4, 1923) which, we must bear in
mind, convinced Stalin that he would
face political death wupon Lenin's re-
covery. Perhaps, Trotsky eontinues in
‘this vein, Lenin wanted to test Stalin

cut, to see how far this burocratic
conniver would go:-

- "Only a few days before, Lenin
had written his pitiless postscript
to the testament proposing the re-
‘moval of Stalin - J.C,H. Several
days later he broke off all person-
al relations with Stalin. Why
should he turn to Stalin, of all
people, with his tragic request?
The angwer 18 simple. He saw in
Stalin the only man who would grant
it, since Stalin wags directly in-
terested in doing so. At the same
time, 1t is poseibdle that he wanted
to test Stalin: Just how eagerly
would Stalin take advantage of this
opportunity.® (Ibid., p. 24.)
Having posed the hypothesis that
Lenin wanted to test Stalin, Trotsky
by means of two pointed questions
immediately indicates that it is to be
dismiesed, that the whole poison story
was an alibl which Stalin cooked up

beforehand to sghield himself in pre-
paration for assassinating Lenin:-

"But did Lenin actually ask



Stalin for poison? Was the whole
version not invented by Stalin %0
prepare his alibi?" (Ibid., p. 24.)

The obvious intent of these two gues-
tions is to convey the impression that
Stalin had taken advantage of Lenin's
illness to concoct a story that Lenin
had asked him for poison. Troteky
Jeaves tae reader to draw his own con-
clusions and indicates in which direc-
tion tnese conclusions should lie by
jmmediately following the questions
with this leading remarki-

"More than ten yeare before the
notorious Moscow Trials Stalin had
confessed to Kamenev and Dzerzhin-
sky, a2is allies of that time, that
his highest delight in 1ife was to
keepakoon cye on an enemy, prepare
everything painstakingly,merciless-
1y revenge himself, and taen go %0
Bleep." (Ibido, P 24.)

From the atmosphere created by Trot-
sky's remarks, the intended conclu e ion
js that Stalin mercilessly revensd him-
self on Lenin.

In his article Trotsky says that
dguring the meeting with Stalin, Zino-
viev and Kamenev, he argued against
gending poison to Lenin. Trotsky
quotes himself to this effect: "Hatu~
rally, we cannot even consider carry-
ing out tais requesti" (Ibid., p. 24.)
By "tais request" Trotsky refers to
the reguest for poison that Stalin
alleged Lenin had made. "Lenin can
still recover," said Trotsky (Ibid.).

Notice that Trotsky, according to
his own words, spoke @8 if Lenin had
actually asked Stalin for poison!
Trotsky makes no mention whatever
whether he or any ®ne else ever made
the slightest effort to verify Stal.
in's poison story. Trotsky does not
even mention whether he at 1least
grilled Stalir somewhat to find out
wnether Stalin was telling the truth
or had made up a monstrous 1lie.
Obviously acting, or pretending to act
as if Stalin's story adbout Lenin's
"request" were bonafide, Trotsky, ac-
cording to his own statements, merely
sald, No, we cannot even consider
carrying out Lenin's request. He can
still recover.

Troteky staved that at the time

talin told the poison story, he dld

not have to fear a verification be-
cause Lenin could not be guestioned:

"He Stalin could have no reas-
on to fear a verification for no
one could question the sick Lenin."
(Ibid. p. 24.)

But Trotsky himself shows that toward
the end of the year, which was many
montas after Stalin's poison story,
Lenin recovered markedly:-

"Toward winter he Ybegan to
improve slowly, to move about more
freely; he listened to reading and
read himself; his faculty of speech
began to come back t0 him, The
findings of the physicians became
increasingly more hopeful." (Ibid.
B 35.)

St1l11l, obviously, Trotsky made no at-
tempt to verify Stalin's story! He
takes the trouble to relate that in
the conference with Stalin, Zinoviev
and Kamenev, no vote was taken on the
question of sending poison %o Lenin,
"since this was not a formal confer-
ence." With a perfectly straight
face, Troteky writes: '

"No vote was taken, since tuis
was not a formal conference, but we
parted with the implicit wunder-
standing that we could not even
consider seénding poison to Lenin."
(Ivid., p. 24. My emphasis ~J.C.H.)

It would seem that before a vote could
be taken on the question of sending
poison to Lenin, they had to nave a
formal conference! But it was all
very informal, and they parted with
merely an "implicit understanding,"as
Trotsky puts it, that they could not
consider sending poison to Lenin. Not

even an explicit understaniins merel
an implicit one! e d

Breaking off the thread of his
story with the sinister picture of
Stalin as the merciless seeker of re-

venge, Trotsky takes it up again at a
later stage of the course of events.

Troteky goes on to mention that
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in the Moscow Trial of Marck 1938 one
of the prisoners was Henry Yagoda, who
for many years had been one of Stal-
in's ¢losest henchmen. Yagoda was
deeply involved in Stalin's monstrous
erimes, and Stalin decided {finally to
get rid of this colleague "=who knew
too much": : '

"At the time of the great purge!
Stalin decided to 1ligquidate his
fellow culprit who knew too much.
-In April, 1937,Yagoda was arrested,
and eventually executed."  (Ibid.,
. 24.)

During the Moscow Trial it was reveal--
ed that Yagoda, a former paarmacist,
was an old hand at the use of poisohs.
In a biting sentence clearly almed at
Stalirn, Trotsky stated:-

"Not all the tpgisoners were
sitting in the prisoners' dock. The
chief among them was conducting the
trial by telenzone." (Ivid.,p.25.)

By inmauendo, Trotsky called Stalin ‘the
chief of tae poisommers, thus suggest-
ing tioe answer to the question, Did
Stalin Poison Leninyg

Having set the stage thus,Trotsky
goes back to the period waen Lenin was
still alive.

Lenin's increasing recovery to-
ward the end of 1923 was a terrible
threat to Stalin, the power-mad buroc-
rat, at whose side lurked the expert
on poisons, Yagoda:

"Stalin was after power, all of
it, come what mnight.
had a firm grip on it. Hie goal
was near, but the danger emanating
from Lenin was even nearer. At ais
side was the pharmacist Yagoda."
(Ibid., Pe 25-)

The remark about Yagoda was obviously
introduced by Trotsky to set the read-
er's mind for an understanding of how
Lenin met his deatn. Every day that
Lenin's health improved meant that
Stalin was closer to his own finish.
The situation was growing ever more
desperate for Stalin.

Suddenly, 1ike a bolt from the

He already

blue, on the 2lst of January 1924

there came the announcement that Lenin
was dead. Trotsky presents the cir-
cumstances surroundinz Lenin's dsath
as most mysterious. Stalin tock
charge of the autopsy, and the nhysi-
cians, for political reasons, Trotsky
indicates, did not search for poison:

"Wnen I asked the physicians in
Moscow about the immediate cause of
Lenin's death, waich they had not
expected, they were at a loss Lo
account for 1it. The autopsy was
carried out with all the necessary
rites: ©Stalin took care of tiiis
himself. But the surgeons did nct
search for poison. They understood
that politics stand above medicine.
(Ivid., p. 25.)

Stalin was not the only one in-
volved, Trotsky indicates. Zinoviev
and Kamenev, acting very suspiciously,
avoided all talk about Lenin's death,
but Bukiaarin was more of a blabber:

"I did not renew personal re-
lations with Zinoviev and ¥amenev
until two years later, after thaey
had broken with Stalin. They aveid-
ed all discussion of Lenin's death.
Only Bukharin made now and then,
tete-a-tete, unexpected and strange
allusions. '0Oh, you don't know
Koba (Stalin,)! he said with his
frightened smile. 'Koba is capable
of anything.'" (Ibid., p. 25.

Trotsky does not tell whether when he
renewed personal relations wits Zino-
viev and Kamenev later, forming a po-
litical bloc with them, he questioned
them about their suapicious close-
mouthedness on the question of Lenin's
death.

There 1e one additional point

‘that should be obgerved. In the in-
troductory remarks of his article,
Trotsky states:

"I present in this article

startling facte from the story of
how a provincial revelitionist be-

came the dictator of a great
country. Every fact I mention,

every reference and quotatior, can
be gubstantiated either by official




Soviet publicationg or by documents

pregerved in my archives." (Ibid.,
p. 23, Iy emphasis - J.C.H.)

PREDICAVENT

CERI*AI'&‘: details of Trotsky's art-
jcle and of the total situation
in 1923-24 are strikingly revealing of
Trotsky's own higaly peculiar role in
the matter. Trotsky knew from first-
hand evidence that there was a terri-
fic struggle developing between Lenin
and Stalin. In other writings, Trot-
gky has stated that early’in 1923 he
received a series of documents from
Lenin all directed against Stalin.
Trotsky also claimed that Lenin had
personal discussions with him on the
problem of combatting Stalin's vicious
tendency in the Party. Therefore, at
that time Trotsky's mind obviocusly had
a certain understanding regarding the
relations between Lenin and Stalin.
Whatever occurred could only have fal-
len 1into the context of taat under-
standing. In nis Liberty article
Trotsky recalls "how extraordinary,
enigmatic, and out of tune with the
circumstances Stalin's face geemed to
me then," (4. e., at the meeting of
the four Politburo members). Clearly,
to Trotsky Stalin's poison story
fitted into a certain context waich
could only arouse dark euspicions as
to Stalin's intentions. Did Trotsky
take any action whatever on these sus-
picions? In the Liberty article he
mentions nothing. A warning to those
persons of Lenin's household who were
in immediate attendance on Lenin was
patently in order. Did Trotsky lssue
such a warning? He says nothing.

Trotsky saows plainly that at the
time of Lenin's death the guestion of
agsassination was uppermost in his
mind. For example, in the Liberty
article Trotsky states that he
gquestioned tne doctors about the
imediate cause of Lenin's deats and
taen remarks, "But the surgeons did

not searca for poison." How did
Trotsky kmow this? Obviously, he made
a point of findng out. Vhat was

going on in Trotsky's mind at that time

ig not difficult to see. Did Trotsky
demand that a gearch for poigon be

made? This is a profoundly signific-
ant point. If Trotsky were really in-
terested in seeing Jjustice done, 1t is
plain that he would have demanded a
gearch for poison. But Trotsly makes
no mention of having made such a
demand. How does it happen tha% a man
in Trotsky's position, knowing, sus-
pecting and thinking what he did,
could act as he didt

Above everything there stands out
a cardinal fact that not all the
evasion and sopinistry in the world can
erase. For sixteen years Trotsky kept
the wnole affair silent. Sixtesn
years of dead silence! When Trotsky
wags a tremendous power in the Soviet
Union and in the Comintern, when one
statement of the nature of Liverty
article would have caused '%ollapse
of the ©Stalin regime, the arrest and
trial of Stalin before a revolutionary
tribunal, Trotsky maintained silence.
Even when Stalin organized the cam-
paign to eliminate Trotsky from lead~
ership, hounded him personally,
expelled aim from the Party and
ex¥led him abroad, Trotsky, for some
strange reason which he never explain-
ed, kept up his sphinx-like silence.
After sixteen years, when the masses
of the Soviet Union and the Comintern
have been taught to regard him as an
agent of the Geatapo, when Stalin has
acquired immense personal power,
Trotsky came out with his story of
Lenin's death. When Trotsky fizally
did speak, the circumstances surround-
ing nis role in the entire affair were
guck, that his own 1lieutenants are
compelled to avold mentioning his re-
velations in their discussions of
Trotsky and hie works.

There is 1little doudbt that wien
Trotsky published - his article, "DID
STALIN POISON LENIN?* he committed a
diplomatic Yblunder. Waatever his
motivation, he created a anighly em-

barrassing situation for his lieuten-
ants. The latter realize their
dilemma. They do not want to face

guch a dangerous question as why
Trotsky kept silent for sixteen years.
They do not want anyone to pry into
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the exact role of Trotsky 1in the
Stalinist development.

There is no mystery attached to
Trotsky's gilence in the period when
his voice would have torn the cloak
off the entire Stalinigt conspiracy.
Unbelievable as 1t may sound to the
wninformed and misled followers of
Trotsky, the fact, verifiable by docu-
mentary evidence, is that Trotsky was
implicated in the bdurocratic machin-
ations afoot behind Lenin's back. It

was no accident that when Lenin was
organizing the struggle to  remove
Stalin, Trotsky assured Kamenev, at

that time one of Stalin's closest col-
laborators, that "I am against remov-
ing Stalin" (iy Life, p. 486). It was
no accident that when Lenin insisted

wupon expelling Stalin's henchman, Or-

dzhonikidze, who by violent methods
planted Stalin's burocratism in Soviet
Georgia,Trotsky argued against Lenin's
demand (My Life, p. 487). It was no
accident that when Max Eastman, though
a nor-Marxigt, came out wita an explo-
sive exposure of Stalin and his clique,
Trotsky slandered Eagtman as a
vilifier of "our 1leading comrades."
There is a whole chain of facts point-
ing wunmistakably to the real role
Trotsky played 1in the degeneration of
the Soviet Union. This role Cannon
and Srachtman are bent on concealirg—
the role of collaborator of the
renegade Stalin,

J. C¢ Hunter
February 17, 1942,
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F?EEE]TLY, The iilitant ran a
- geries of articles by Lydia
Beidel entitled: "The Crimes of Stal-
ir,"™ Under the heading, ‘"iHow Stalin
Strangzled the German Proletarian Revo-
lution - 1923," Beidel recounts a
numoer of the crimes committed by
Stalin and certain of his allies in
that situation. Fundamental %o the
betrayal of the workers was thae Stal-
inist policy of a "workers goverrnment"
in Germany  Beidel writes:

"Stalin-Brandler, working toward
an amorphous 'workers' goverrment'
and away fron the dictatorship of
the proletariat, betrayed the Ger-
man revolution of 1923 and cleared
tae way for tne future ascendancy
of Fascism." (The Militant, Nov.
1, 1941, p. 6.)

From readinz the above remarks, it
would readily be inferred that the po-
licy of "an amorphous 'workers' govern-
ment was limited 40 Stalin and ails
Comintern cliyues (Brandler, etc.), and
that taerefore this crime was peculiar
to Stalin and his 1lieutenarts. In
actualisy, tae prota,onists of the ‘hu-
orpaous "wrkers' governueny" included
others than Stalin-3randler.

In 1923, the "workerd government®
policy was put 1into effect Dby the
Stalinist Party in Germany a% the
directives of the Comintern 1leader-

saip. In Saxony and Thuringia during
tae mont.: of October '"workerst govsrn-
ments" were formed. They were com-
pogsed of Social-democrats in the

najority and OStalinist agents in the
minority, with tlhe dbourgeois-democrat-
ic parliamentary German state machine-

ry as the basis. All bourgsois siate
machines,- "democratic," fascist, mi-
litary or waiatznot,- irrespective of

their composition,- Liberal, Social-
democratic,  “ILabor! or anyti:ing

else,— act "and can act only in the
interests of ‘the bourgeoisie. The
bourgeois-der.ocratic “"workers'! govern-

ments" of Saxony and Thuringia fell
vholly into line with this iron and
unalterable rule. These ~ so-called

"workers! governments"
masses, enacted the will of itne impe-
rialists - and opened the paiii for the
military repression of the workera.

paralyzed the

Where was Trotsky in the midst of
all this; what was he doinz? 3eidel
in referring to the 1933 period of the
Conmintern writes:

"Trotsky had Yeen isolated by
the Troika (an anti-Trotsky ali-
ance of Stalin, Zinoviev and ¥amen-

ev)." (The Militant, Nov. 1, 1941,
P 60)
Is this statement true, or is it a

cover-up for what actually happened?

Strikingly enougs, the "isolated"
Trotsky was very much in evidence and
his voice was heard far and wide by
nundrads of thousands of workers wno
looked up to Lim as to a tremendows
power, believing him to %©ve a living
fountain of Leninisr, unshakablr loyal
to the toiling masses. "aat was it
that the workers heard Trotsky seyirg?
Did Trotsky expose the frazdulent
"workers' govermient" of Uaxony and

Tauringia? Did Trotsiy exrlaizn to the
German and other workers <hat thege
coalitions of Stalinist and Social-
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democratic burocrats in the bourgeols
state in no way whatsoever represented
the policy of Lenin, that taese oppor-
tunist coalitions were a treacnerous
departure from the policy pursued by
the Bolsheviks in the Russian Revolu-
tion?

In a speech before the Metal
Workers Congress in Hoscow during the
fateful events of October 1923,Trotsky
dealt witi thae coalition governments
in Saxony and Thuringia. Here is what
ne had to say about them:-

"At the present time the sit m-
atior is clear, The coalition of
the Communists with the Social

Democrats in the  govermment of
Saxony and Thuringia 1is comparable
to the coalition of the Cormmunists
and Left Social Revolutionaries in
Russia." (Izvestia, Oct. 21, 1923.)

Note tais statement carefully. Eere
Trotsky was egquating the opportunist

coalition formed on tne basis of the
German bourgeois state with the Bol-

shevik-dominated coalition formed
after the overtarow of the Russian
capitalists on the basis of a prolst-
arian state. This deception whose aim
was t0 hoodwink the Rusesian, German
and otaner workers into imagining that
some kind of a proletarian dictator-
salp had been established in Germany
was precisely the dose of poison fed
the workers by Stalin and kis henci-
men. Far and wide the Stalin gang was
ghouting taat the "workers' govern-
ments" of Germany were revolutionary
organs leading the toilers 1o power.
And Trotsky? In the same speech he
cried:-

"If all the signs of the struggle
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do not deceive wus we may e’xpect
that in the near future power will
go over into the hands of the work-
ing class." (Ibid.)

The remarks of tae "isolated" Trotsky
comparing tne Left bourgecis-democrat-
ic governments of Saxony and Tauringia
to the DBolshevik Soviet government
neaded by Lenin were printed in scores
of thousands of copies in the Soviet
press. They were translated and spread
about the Comintern; they can be found
in an Arerican Comintern paper, IThe
Worker of December 1, 1923. It was
thus that the "isolated" Trote k ¥y
"fought" the betrayal of the German
revolution of 1923,

Significantly, Beidel does not
quote this speech of Trotsky's; fr
that matter, no Trotskyite leader ever
quotes it. Their game is to g.ve the
impression by various direct and in-
direct means that Trotsky battled as
best he could againet the Stalinist
reactionary trap "workers' government "
by which the German revolution of 1%3
was strarngled. In sucn a game, his-
torical evidence is sometzing ¢o be
concealed, the past 1s a commodity to
be adulterated, counterfeited ad
80ld to the wuninformed and unsuspect-
ing. By such devices, Trotskr's actu-
al role, tahat of collaborator of the
Stalin clique, is falsified and palmed
off as a continuation of the Leniviist
heritage.

J. C. Funter
February 28, 1942
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