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THE SECCND

"BATTLE"

—_

OF THE PHILIPPILES

THE AHIECEDENTS OF TEE PRESENT

%— ACH succeeding phase of the "Sec-
—- ond World War" must be viewed

in the context of the whole develop-

ment of events since September 1939.

The re—occupation of  the Philippines

by the U. 5. forces now in progress

bears a direct relation to the past

series of eireumstances involving the

bis camitalist powers.

In so far as the major capitalist
powers are concerned, an examination
of the entire post-1939 unfolding of
events reveals a remarkable succession
of uaopvosed landings, occupations and
re-occupations of great and imvortant
territories in the heart of Europe, in
the Pacific and in Asia. A study of
what actually occurred among the big
imperialists at each crucial moment
brings out a host of the most fishy
military features whose essence is a
strange lack of rezl war.

The initial phoney military situa-
tion that had to be covered up was the
"Sitzkrics" of September 1939-May 1940,
thot keynote to the:émtimo subsequeant
development of the "Second World War,®
The term "covered up" is used deliber—
ately, for among the ticklish things
they had to talk away was the point
that the "democracies" which were al-
leged to be 2t war aghinst the fascist
powers for world domination did not
lift a finger to interferc with the No-
zi atizck en Poland. Later, during
the "Sitzkrieg" therc occurred the un-
opvosed Nazi landing in Norway, a man-
euver wnich, smong other things, in-
volved the Nezis traversing waters un-
der 3Britisnh control with the enormous
British novy mysteriously absent from
the scenc. The unopposed Nazi occupa-
tion of France following the "Sitz-
krieg" is still being explaincd away
on occasion by the capitalist flunkeys
and by the pscudo-Marxists. The re-
markoble lack of opnosition to the Na-
zi crossing of the British-controlled
fediterrancan to land in North Africa
required a zood deal of ingenuity on

the part of the official "explainers."
The unopposed Nazi occupation of the
Balkans falls into the same category.
The bare pretense of resistance to the
Japanese occupation of mightySinga—
pore Xept the propagandists busy for
some time. In general, what required
a mountain of "explanations" was the
glaring "democratic" policy of opening
the path for the fascists into one
country after another,

While the Nazi attack on the So-
viet Union was rolling ahead, i.e., up
to the Battle of Stalingrad, the "dem-
ocracies" continued the game of giving
a free hand to the advance of the "Ax-
is" forces. With the Battle of Stalin-
grad, at which point it became clear
that the Jazi Army had failed in the
tesk assigned to it, the imperialists
began to. reverse their territorial
manipulations. Territories which had
been opened up to the fascist forces
were reoccupied by the "democracies" —-
this time the fascists pursuing the
policy of no opposition. To date the
outstanding situation in this category
is the wunopoosed "Allied" landing in
and re-occupation of France in 1944,
The character of that event was such
that the exverienced reporter, Herbert
L. Matthews, after several days of
first-hond observation wrote of the
vhase in Southern France in this vein:
"It was beginaing to seem like a phon—

ey war." (The New Yqrk Times, August
18, 1944)

Apropos of this term Phoney War,
Matthews, of course, was harking back

to an . earlier period, the very start
of the "Second World Var,." It is a
fact not to be forgotten that the "Sec-~
org World War" appeared on the histor-
ical scene under the almost official
title "The Phoney War," In certain
standard bourgeois publicetions this
term is eutered solemnly and even with
definitec dates. Thus, the latest edi-
tion of Webster's Ncw International
Dictionary in its historical supplement
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gives the following information: "The

so-celled ‘ploney war! lasted through

1¢39 and the first part of 19<0.%

(Current History Section, p. 310/34)

The imvortant point in this connection,
however, 1is that precisely at the

stage where :he Dictionary's statement

leaves off there Dbegan the phoniest

series of unopposed occupations and re-
occupations of territories that the

world has ever seen., In this article

we brinsg the record of this series up

to the present moment,

AGATN, THE "SURPRISE" STORY

:[ N the case of the American land-
~+ing om Luzon, the chief island
of the Philippines,on January 9, 1945,
the M"exvlainers™ have quitc a job on
their hrands, For one thing it is al-
most impossible to make a convincing
story that thce Japanese were surprised
by the landing. Readers of THE BULLE-
TIN will recall that in almost every
mejor situztion in the past the excusc
of "survrise" was given to cover up
the lack of rcsistance to the landings
The Luzon affoir as described in the
capitalist ©vpress, however, fairly
bristlcs with reports to prove that it
wes ruled out that the Japangse could
be surpriscd. A day by day account of
the reporting will amply illustrate
this. The initial landing was made in
the area of Lingayon Gulf. Most volu-
tle of 2ll in prcdicting a laading in
that
themselives, On Jamuary 6, 1945, at the
very start of the operations, the fol-
lowing report arrived from Washington
end was printed the next moraing:

"Tokyo reported tonight that Gen,
Douglas MacArthur's forces were vre-
parin; to iavade the Philippine is-
1snd of Luzon and that one of three

grent invesion fleets already had
reached the Lingeyen Gulf aorea
north of ©bloody bataan, where the
main Jawcnese force landed more
than three years ago." (The New

+
v
York Tines, January 7, 1945)

In a review of the numerous public
statements wmade by the Japencse, the
newspaper E.I reported:

"Apparently the cnemy is looking

arew were the Japancse spokesmen

for the main thrust to be lawnched

in the Lingayen Gulf area where
they say more than 70 warships are

lined up single file and sending
salvo after salvo into the chore de-
fenses." (PM, Jannary 8, 1945)

It should be recalled that the

area of Lingayen Gulf was where the
Japancse themcelves had landed in Do-
cenber . 1941, This area is wown as

the Dbest possible landing ploce, and
no one luows it vetter than the Jepan-
ese cowmanders. Hanson 7. laldwin who
naturally writey as if Le werc dozxling
vith a real war emoug thu imperini
ist powers declared just prior to vhc
official announcecment of the landing:

"Lingayen Gulf from Su:l to Santo
Tomas anchorace 1is the best arca
for an amphibious landing on tue ieg-
land of Luzon, and for this reason
is eertain to be heavily defcended.”
(The lew York Times,January 9,1945)

His colleague on the New York Herald-
Tribung, ifajor Eliot, wrote in a sini-
lar vein also before the landing was
announced:

"Possivly the casiest aporoach
from the sea, thc one the Jeaownace
used and the one which, nccording
to Japancse reports, General lacshr-
thur may again be trying to usce, is
from Lingayen Gulf. Here therc are
beaches on vhich troops can 1~id in
considerable numbers, and tlcre are
roads 2na a railway which lead
southward to ilanila, But the Jop-
anese arc perfectly aware of all
this, and, if they have -repared to
meet an American landing anyvlerc,
it is certainly oa the shorcs of
Lingayen Gulf." (Jamuary 10, 1#43)

Whon the whole world alread, kaew
of the United Stoates landing, tie dew
York Herald-Tribune carried thre frornt
page hendline, "JAPANESE XNET LINGAYIN
GULF BLOW WAS iBAR." The finser point-
ed at Lingayen Gulf becausc the United
States ravol forces ran past lanila
Bay ead countinued northward obviously
neading for Lingayen:

"The Joapanesc must have ioovy
last Friday tant we intended to at-
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tack at Lingayen Gulf for that af-
ternoon the spearhead of Allied bate
tleships, some of them raised from
the iud of Pearl Harbor,ran past
the entrance of Manila Bay and kept
going northward with a screen of
American and Australian cruisers,es-
cort vessels and destroyers under
the command of Vice-Admiral Jesse B.
Oldendorf, whose ships were known
as the bombardment and fire support
group of the naval forces." (Janu-
ary 11, 1945)

When the details of the Japanese
reaction began to pour in, the chief
point that had to be accounted for was
the utter lack of oppositiom, Hanson
¥. Baldwin, vwhile taking note of the
wnopvosed nature of the landing, con-
tinued to reject the "surprise" explan-
ation:

"The 1lack of opposition on the
beaches cannot be explained by sur-
prise." (The New York Times, Jan-—
uary 11, 1945)

It was quite clear that in this
situation the "surprise" yarn would
cut very little iecec. Nevertheless,the
imperialist lecaders made & try at it.
Undoubtedly, they figured that it had
worked in the pgst, why not use it
agein. General MacArthur was the ori-
ginal source of this "explanation" in
this case., Its hollow sound is felt
in the editorial comment of The New
York Times:

"According to General MacArthur,
the encmy was apparently taken com-
pletely by surprisse, which is all
the more rcemarlzable because the Tok-
yo radio has been announcing the
impending invasion for days." (Jan~
uary 11, 1945)

How 1UMsurprised" the Japanese command-
ers really were is obvious from the
editort!s remark that “the Tokyo radio
has been announcing the impending ine
vasion for days."

Remarkably cnough, even afier Mac
Arthmr made & stab at the "surprise®
story, The New York Times editors were
constrained to confess —

WFor the invasion convoy,strateg-

je surprise was not possible."™ (Jan-
vary 14, 1945)

What had happened was that the
commentators of The New York Times —
and of other papers for that matter —
had come out with the plain truth be-~
fore the 1landinz, namely, that sur-
prise was at of the question. VWhen

MacArthur, however, resorted to the
"surprise" fable, all these bourgeois
propagandists were caught short, It

was their unpleasant duty to have to
wriggle out of the truthful statements
they had been constrained to make ear-
lier in the game. On a later occasion,
Baldwin, for example, had to concoct a
Wgcientific" appearing 1lot of hocus-
pocus to make his readers believe that
somehow, in some vague way, the Japan-
ese were surprised after all.

NO OPPOSITION

HE story of "surprise®" is plain
bunlk. That, then, was behind
the 1lack of opposition to the Amer-
jcan landing 2t Lingayen Gulft Evi-
dently it was a matter of pre-estab-
lished policy. The policy of the im-
perialists was not to oppose the land—-
ing. This is clearly shown by the mat-
erial in the capitolist press itself
proving that the Japancwe, who were
there from December 1941, a period of
three years, never fortified the cru-
cial Lingayen Gulf landing area and
manifestly had no intention of putting
up any resistance whatever to a land-
ing:

"What the Japs have been doing
here the past three years I cannot
imagine, Yesterday when Gen. iac
Artmir cxamined our beachheads, I
went with him. He found no beach
defenses worthy of the name. And
when I stopped and talked to the
natives they told me that the Japs
had fled inland three days ago vhen
our naval shelling started." (G. C.
Folster, PM, January 10, 1945. iy
emphasis - J. C. H,)

It is clear that if the "Second
World War' in its inter-imperialist
phases were a real conflict, like that
of 1914-1918, for world empdre, as the
gelf-styled Marxists maintain, the Jap-
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anese rulers would at least have made
an attenot to fortify the chief land-
ing place in the main island of the
Philippines, They had three years in
which to do so. Over a long period of
peace, it 1is true, the imperialists
might not necessarily fortify such a
strategically important point, but cer-
tainly during three years in which a
war for world supremacy is supposed to
be on among the capgitalist powers,
they would not fail to build defensesn.
Yet the very opposite appears in the
numerous reports., Another samplet

"At no place did we run into any
organized resistance, and we found
little evidence that the Japs ever
intended to offer any." (C. Y. Mc
Donald, New Yorkx Post, January 10,
1945)

In connection with the imperial-
ist policy of having an unopposed land-
ing on Luzon, there is a remarkable
circumstance which throws light on the
utter fokery of the official pretense
that the Japanese were surprised. It
is recorded in the capitalist press
that at 1least three days before the
landing, the American forces showcred
leaflets on thc Gulf area addressed to

he Filipino innabitants warning them
to evacuate the Dbeachhead area, In

other words, the American authorities
themselves informed gver;body in Lin-
gayen eof impending action at least
three doys in advance. According to

the reports, the Filipinos, obeying
the leaflets, left the beachhead area—
and following them the Japanese forces
left also!

"1%e knew when you were coming,’
said one villager.

"Jbeying our propaganda lcaflets,
the natives left the beachhead area
three doys before the invasion and
the Jaoponese followed them the next
day." (The New York Times, Jamary
11, 1945)

Adniral Oldendorf himself is quot-
ed to the effect thet after Jamuary 6,
when the naval Dbombardment of the
beaches and the movement into Lingayen
Gulf began,three days prior to the ac-
tual 1landing on the shores, his ob-
servers saw no Japanese there:

"He said that after Jan. 6 his
force saw no Japanese on the beacn-
es." (The New York Times, January
10, 1945)

Hence, the picture was as follows:

"The Japs had pulled out. Furth-
ermore, there was no evidence that
they had ever intended to fight at
Lingayen." (Newsweek, January 22,
1945, p. 28)

. Without doubt the imperialist
hokum of 'surprise" is no accident,but
is evidently wused to cover up certain

facts 1in the long series of unoprosad
landings, occupations and re-occupa-
tions,.

A TERRIFIC BOMBARDMENT —
OF EMPTY BE4CHES

[_ ET us put together a few facts
of this peculiar affair of the
landing on Luzon. First, as we have
already shown, there was nothing on
the Dbeaches that could seriously te
termed defenses. Secondly, after Jan-
uary 6, there were no Japanesc on the
beaches either, Yet, the papers are
full of reports of a three-day bom-
bardment of the beaches, from January
6 to January 9 when the actual landing
occurred. Here is a report of the bom-
bardment of the beaches:

"Vice Admiral Oldendorf's bomtexnd-
ment force of battleships, cruis-
ers, destroyers, and small carriers
had pounded the beaches for three
days in advance." (Newgweck, Jan-
uary 22, 1945, p. 28)

"For three days in advance" — this is
from January 6 to January 9, When the
facts are p acad in thoir true 56—
quencu. it becomes clear that for three
days the Jmerican naval and aerial for-
ces were bombarding gmpty beaches!

"WE DIDN'T FL/D THE FRONT LINE
BECAJSE THSRE WAS NO WAR

ITH such a background the natural
order of events (really, lock
of events) was this:

"The landing itself was complcte-
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1y uneventful. lot a shorebattery
fireé as the hundreds of American
vessels steamed into the gulf be-
fore dawn." (The New York Times,
January 10, 1945$—

Naturally, the capitalist propa-
gandists understand that it is
their paid Jjob to make the ludicrous
plausible to the masses, to cover up
the basic criminal policy of inperial-
iem in all cases. Hence, The New York
Times editors pretended to give a mili-
tary rationalization for the utter
lack of war in the landing on Luzon:

WGeneral Yamashita may  believe
that this first American landing in
Lingayen Gulf is not the main Ameri-
can effort." (Editorial, January
12, 1945)

The question arises:— Assuming that
the Japanese commander on Inyzon, Yama-
shita, 1is o plain idiot, even such a
numbskull would realize, after-he saw
thousands of American troops moving
many miles inland with huge equipment,
that something was brewing. We are
writinz for the moment as if a real
var be in progress among the imperial-
ist powers. 3But the pattern of no war
continued far past the initial landing.
Let it be said, parenthetically, that
the workers should takec absolutely no
stock in the "explanation" that the
imperialist masters are fools or luna-
tics; the rulers know quite well what
is going on and what they are up to.
In a short +time, the landing was no
longer just a landing, but evolved in-
to & mass military movement down Inzon.
5till — no war:

"For the third day, the American
troops on Luzon pushed down the
road from Lingayen Gulf to *anila
without a contact with the encmy"
(New York Herald-Tribune, J & nuary
12, 1945)

The 4gno River on the road to Man-
ila is lmowm to be a2 natural and powe
erful defense barrier where "everybody
expected" a terrific stond would be
made by the Japancse, The no war game
continued, however:

"The Japs, vhom they had expected
to make a strong defense of the Ag-

'no River, gave it wup without a
struggle. The Americans likewise
crossed other river borriers on the
ploin without having to force thom !
(Newsweck, Jonuary 29, 1945, p. 33)

A few years ago when it was the
imperialist game to have the fascist
forces advance and without opposition
occupy various territories, the story
given out to cover up the underlying
inter-imperialist machination vas
that the Japanese are masterly Jjungle
fighters. This was the drivel offi-
cially spread in connection with the
unopposed Japanese advance through Ma—
laya toward Singapore and also in re-
gard to the Japanese advance in 1941-
42 from Lingayen Gulf to Manila. Now,
on the other hand, when the imperial-
ists! game 1is reversed, it would seem
that the Japanese never heard of jun-
gle fighting or even of taking advan-
tage of such natural defenses ag
swvamps, rivers and bogs, A high-ranls
ing American officer is guoted as fol-
lows:

"1These svamps, rivers and bogs
could have been the bloodiest bat-
tlefield in the world, and they are
letting wus get through it without
fighting.'" (Wewsweek, January 29,
1945, p. 33)

The ruling gong turns its fakery on
and off to suit its needs.,

With the order of events reversecd,
femiliar phroses re-appear in the re-
ports. When the ruling clique on both
sides of the so-called "front" worked
together to Dbring the Nazis into
France, they contrived to kegp the
French air force of some 5,000 first-
line plenes completely out of gight.
Where is the French air force, wog
the cry thot was raised by the sol-
diers, the populace 2nd the reperters
on the scene, Now with the unfplding
of the new st~ge,the fascist air forece
is kept hidden. VWhen the "Allies" rc-
occupied Fronce lnst year, the cry wos
thot the Luftwaffe was mysteriously ab-
sent. With the sdmerican re-occupation
of Luzon, here is whot is heard:

"Everybody is wondering vhere the
Joponese ~ir force is. In the past
three days there has been virtually
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no enemy air activity and the Amer-
ican troops on Luzon have yet to
undergo bombing and strafing." (The
New York Times, January 16, 1945

"The enemy's nonappearance in the
air and on the sea at Luyzon is still
a mystery." (The New York Times,
Janiary 17, 1945)

The city of Tarlac 1is the main
center on the road from the north to
anila, The chief ‘“opponent" met by
the American forces in the advance to
Tarlac consisted of — mosquitoes and

heat!

"Gains right and left of the ex-
panded Lingayen Gulf beachhead were
reported by Gen. Douglas MacArthur
tbday as his main spearheads point-
ing toward Manila approached the
important city of Tarlac, fighting
nothing much worse than mosquitoes
and heat." (New York Sun, January
18, 1945)

In the movement around Tarlac, a
reporter got into a jeep to see if he
could find a war somewhere. He was
grievously disappointed:

"We boiled southward in a jeep
driven by Pfc., Clifford Johnson of
Birmingham, Ala., looking for the
front lines and the war,

"We didn't find the front lines
because there was no war. Or maybe
it was vice wersa. Anyway,the Jap-

anese had declered a holiday on
fighting and our troops werc roll-

ing southward unimpeded along beau-
tiful tws-line cement highways."
(G. E. Jones, The New York Times,
January 23, 1945)

Tarlac itself was occupied by the
United States forces without a fight.
Like during the "Sitzkrieg" when the
lack of activity and resulting boredom
led PTo some wiseacre's calling the
"Second World War" the "Second Bore
War," the troops marching on Tarlec
complained of ennui:

"The march of Link's men into Tar-

lac,the only important town between
Lingayen and Manila, rasembled a
summer maneuver more than an import-
ant seven-mile gain against the Jap-

anese,"
* * %

"There was no sign of Japanese."

* *® *

"There was absolute quiet on this
strangest of beachheads. Some front-
line troops had been marching for
ten days without firing a shot."

* * *

"!'This war is making me sleepy,'
yawned Staff Sargeant Robert V.

Quinn, of Utica, N.Y." (New Yqrk
Herald-Tripyng, January 23, 1945)

A "GALA'HOLIDAY"

N January 29, 1945 a second Unit-
ed States landing was made on
Luzon. By then the affair had been
well established; the yarn of "sur-
prise" had been laid on thick and peo-
ple were already accustomed to reading
about the lack of fighting in the Phil-
ippines. In this second landing, of
smaller magnitude than the initial one
at Lingayen, the game did not even in-
clude a preliminary bombardment of the
empty Dbeaches, . The area chosen was
the strategically-situated, excellent
landing place, Subic Bay, northern key
to Bataan, A vivid description of the
landing is given by the eyewitness, Wm,
Jo Dunn, C. B. S. correspondent, under
the headline, "NEW LANDING GALA HOLI-
DAY"!

"I have Jjust witnessed the most
amazing amphibious operation in
more than three years of covering
this Pacific war, the landing of
more than a division of American
troops on the west coast of Luzon
and Jjust above Subic Bay without

~the firing of a shot.

"What might bhave Dbeen a bditter
battle turned out to be a gala holi-
day for the Filipinos of Zambales
Province who swarmed to the beaches
to greet the landing elements of
the 1lith Corps with cheers and
songs.,

"It was the first major landing
ever made in this area without any
preliminery shelling." (PM, January
31, 1945)



-7 -

This correspondent goes on to remark
that the American forces had already
moved "11 miles inland to capture pri-
mary objectives without a shot being
fired."

Placed were being captured with-
out a fight which in a real war would
have been centers of powerful and ef-

fective resistance. Two such points
were taken unopoposed in the unfolding

of the Subic Bay landing. One is "the
former American base at Olongapago,
which fell without a struggle." (EM,
February 3, 1945) This place is des-
cribed as follows:

"Olongapago, which 1lies at the
head of a naturally sheltered har-
bor,further protected by a concrete
breakwater, was a naval and repair
station second only to Manila be-
fore the war." (The New York Times,
February 1, 1945)

The other place is Grande Island in
Subic Bay. The above report carrics
this description of Grande Island:

"The island is a mass of rock,
approximately half a mile squars,
which controls the narrow mouth of

Subic Bay overlooking the mile-wide

wewtern channel, which is the only
entrance for large ships.

"Before the Japanese invasion the
island was a military reservation
with a fort that mounted ten inch
guns." (Ibid.)

A highly revcaling story is told about
these ten inch guns. It is claimed
that their breach mechanisms were ro-
moved by the Americans before evacua-
tion in 1941, The Japanese, it must
again be recalled, had three years in
which to prepare defenses of this key
point, Yet such is the peculiar na-
ture of the "Second World War" in
which the imperialist powers, accord-
ing to certain alleged Marxists, are
contending fer possession of world em-
pires as in 1914-1918, that the Japan-
esc did not even bother to repair the
huge guns on Grande Island:

"The Americans removed the breach
mechanisms of the guns before they
went to Bataan, The communique did
not mention Japanese resistahce nor

any indication that the enemy ever
attempted  to repair the big guns
which would outrange any artillery
in our possession in this area ex-
cept the sixteen-incheps of the bat-
tleships of the Seventh Fleet," (IDid)

In connection with this Subic Bay
landing, the utterly fraudulent way
the imperialist flunkeys are using the
"surprise" fairy tale was again strik-
ingly %brought to light. The dispatch
by Lindsay Parrott to The New York
Times of January 31, 1945 informs the
reader that the Japanese had not perm-
anently occupied this area since 1942:

"Later, when we went ashore, Fil-
ipinos informed us the enemy Ind
not permanently occupied the dis-
triet since 1942 though occasional
parties had foraged there, seizing
food, scrap iron and a few automo-
biles. The Filipinos said that the
last they had seen were 300 who
passed southward two weeks ago along
the coastal road, the northern end
of which is firmly in the grasp of
the Sixth Army."

The same information is contained in
the Associated Press dispatch in the
New York Post of the same day. It is
obvious that since for a couple of
years at 1least the Japancse had no
permanent installations in the import—
ant Subic Bay area, they had not the
slightest intcntion of opnosing a land-
ing, It is legitimate to talk of sur-
prise in a situation wherc the defcnd-
ing force has the intention to defcnd
the given area but is caught napoing
contrary to its intentions. On the
other hand, when there is no intention
of defense  to upset, there can be no
legitimate talk of surprise. Neverthe-

less the United Press dispatch of the
same day "forgot" +to mention that
there had been no Japanese installa-

tions in the region in question for at
least two ycars and resorted to the
"surprise" hokum to "explain" the com-
plete 1lack of opwosition to the land-
ing:

"So complete was the surprise
that the Japs were unable to put up
the slightest Tresistance on the
beaches or anywhere ashore in the
first day, eliminating all prelim—



-8 -

inary shore bombardment by the
planes and warships of the big am-
phibious force." (New York World-
Telegram, Jamuary 31, 1945)

With this type of deception the im-
perialist propagandists cover up the
real basis of the unopposed landings,
occupations and re-occupations of im-
portant territory marking the course
of the "Second World War" supposed to
be in progress among the big capitalist
povers,

January 31 marked a third landing
on Luzon. This was at Nasugbu on the
west coast Batangas Province where
three years ago the Japanese had land~
ed on their route to Manila. The gen-~
eral description of the United States
landing on Batangas is as follows?

"The first wave hit five miles of
Batangas beach from landing ships
Wednesday morning without firing a
shot and speared quickly inland
through the town of Nasugbu without
meeting serious opposition."  (New
York Herald-~Tribune, February 2,
1945)

THE RE-OCCUPATION OF MANILA

| HE advance on Manila was describ-

ed by the reports as literally

a race staged Dbetween advance unite

identificd as the 1st Cavalry Division

and the 37th Division. Resistance by

the Japanese was noteworthy only for

its absence. The movement of the Unit-

ed States forces involved only the

time rcquired to march, with no time
out for "fightingh:

#It's definitely a race betwecn
forward elements of the First Caval-
ry and Thirty Seventh, o press dis
patch said, while a Blue Network
correspondent reported that,
'strange as it seems, everything
points to the fact that we should
get to Manila in just the space of
time it tekes wus to move the men
and equipment on the road.'™  (The
Nev York Times, February 3, 1945)

Manila is the most important mil-
itary ceater in the Philippines. In
a real war, it would be the site of an
enormous, mMajor conflict, Its situas

tion is thus described in the capital-
ist press:

"The Japanese have Ybeen there
more than three years and have made
Manila one of their most important
-defense bases, with a big garrison,
great stores of supolies and ex—
tensive facilities of all kinds."
(Editorial,The New York Times, Jan—
uary 14, 1945)

By PFebruary 5 the United States
troops occupied half of Manila and the
only "resistance" mentioned in MacAr-
thur's dispatch was considered "little
more than sniper fire.'" (New York
Post) In the first few days of the en-
try 1into Manila the lack of anything
resembling a real defense was such
that the military writer of the New
York Herald-Tribune declared:

"The Japanese Army has chosen to
yield up the city of Magnila without
moking & fight for it.® (Eliot ,
February 7, 1945)

In subsequent days it appeared thata
few thousand Japanese troops had been
left behind scattered over Manila. A
good deal of shooting back and forth
occurred, buildings were burned, raids
on prison eamps, "heroic liberations,®
etc, took place, In no way could this
activity be considered an actual bat-
tle for #enila., MacArthur himself pub-
licly indicated that the Japanese ac-
tivity was not of a militery nature,
but as falling into the category of
vandalism. Clearly, the noise created
and continuing to a lessened degree up
to now served to cover up the basic
features af the United States re-eatry
into the Philippines as shown in the
foregoing material,

YARNS

MORE "SURPRISE"

/ﬁ\ FTER the entrance into Manile,
the United States forces ef-
fected two more landings. By this
stage, the moves are so rapid and the
lack of features. of real war so flag-
rant th.t the imperialists are appar—
ently complctely at a loss even to try
to invent some new fakery to cover the
real basis of the entire affair. They
can do no more than tirelessly repeat
the stale drivel about "surprise.”
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Thus, when the United States forces
landed at Mariveles on the southern
tip of Bataan, the headlines read:
"SOUTHERN BLTaAN CAPTURED IN SURPRISE
BLLW FRO4 SE4£."  (The New York Times,
Februery 17, 1945) A few days later a
landing was made on the island fort-
ress of Corregidor. WENEMY IS SURPRIS~
ED, " declared The New York Times head-
line of February 18, 1945.

JOW THE INPERIALISTS COVER UP REALITY

/ EANVHILE, the whereabouts of the
Japanese army in the Philip-
pines -— it was reported to be over
200,000 strong - still remains one of
those '"mysteries" which have been so
liberally sprinkled over the picture
of this fantastic "war" among the big-
gest capitalist powers in the world..

It 1is possible that later reports
will be coming in alleging the occur-
rence of big Dbattles. The imper-
ialists cannot contimue without camou-~
flage. Since they have matters under
their control, they can stage a battle
here and there, crecate destruction and
casualties, without any danger to
their basic plans. In fact, they have
dona so on a nmumber of occasions. In
connection with the landings on Luzon,
the Japanese imperialists have invent-
ed the most fantastic holum in pre-

tense that they offered herculean re-
sistoance to the United States forces.
It is reported that the Japanesc pa-

pers and radio were full of Munchhaus-

en tales at the time of the initial

Lingayen 1landing to the cffect that

the American forces had been blown vir-
tually to bits, It is worth quoting

thece bedtime stories for they provide

a concrcte instance of how the inperi-

alists fool the working class into

thinking that they are conducting a

terrific struggle among themselves?

"!'Super-hecvy! guns {iring from
the Japanese fortresses of San For-
nando, Bauang, Damortis and other

- points on the Lingnyen Gulf coast
were 'sending up a terriblie barrags,!
Tokyo said, in 'the hottest irocep-
tion evasr recorded in the annale of
war on the oncoming enemy convoys.'"
(The New York Times,January 9,1945)

The reader will recall the reports in

the American press to the effect that
not a shore battery fired at the land-.
ing parties. The Japanese rulers are
compelled to resort to outright inven-
tion of formidable resistance to the
landing since they appear for the mo-
ment as the “defeated" party and they
mist avoid severely jarring the masses

at home. The American rulers, on the
other hand, appear as the "victors"
and so0 — at this point — they have

not had to concoct fables about huge
battles on Luzon.

As every politically enlightened
workerte understands, the imperialists
of all national stripes are birds of a
feather, They differ only in degree
of power and skill in deceiving and op-
pressing the masses, Such 1lies as
cited immediately above from the Japan-
ese rulers have their source not in
some so-called national characccris—
tics but in the basic policy of witurs
national imperialism which since Sep-
tember 1939 has been to cover a pre-
tonse of war,

THE BASIC VERSUS THE SUPERFICIAL
—
i OME general observations on the
c acter of the American landings and
re~occupations in the Philippines will

bring out an interesting pottcrn of
maneuvers engaged in by the impericl-
ists. The initial entrance was made

on Leyte Island in October 1944, This

island is a smaller one, relatively un-
important, located some 300 miles from

Manila, The claim was made that on

Leyte a great deal of fierce fighting

occurred. This gave the masses the

impression that a big war was occur-

ring for the Philippines. Then the

pattern typical of the "Second World

War® began to unfold. The closer the

moves came to the real heart of the

Philippines, namely, Luzon, the more

absent became the features of real war,
On December 15, 1944, a United Stetes

landing was made on Mindoro Island.

This 1is one of the larger islands ¢nd

is immediately adjacent to Luzon. "U.

S. FORCE LANDS UNOPPOSED ON MINDCRO

WITHIN 1.5 MILES OF PHILIPPINE CArI-

TAL,% declared the banner headline of

The Mew York Times on December 16,1944,
A Univcd Press dispatch in the same

issue carried this typical piece of

information:
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®American assault waves went

ashore this morning on Mindoro Is-
land without meeting a single enemy
rifle shot on the beaches,and nine-
ty minutes thereafter the most for-
ward elements have driven more than
a mile inland through dry sugar
cane and rice fields and scattered
cocomut groves."

While a dispatch two days later stated
resistance had been met from the Jap-
anese on Mindoro, the character of
this resiastance (it should really be
put in quotation marks) was such that
the same dispatch in the very next
sentence stated: "The enemy has not
yet reacted to the invasion 155 miles
south of ¥anila." (The New York Times,
Decsmber 18, 1944)

The next place still closer to
Manila re-occupied by United States
forces was the island of Marinduque.
The Now York Times headlines told the
storys "MARINDUQUE WON. AMERICANS 0OC-
CUPY ISLE 10 MILES FROM LUZON AND 100
MILES FROM MANILA. LANDING UNOPPOSED."
(January 6, 1945) It should be noted
that this unopposed landing was made
on the day that Admiral Oldendorf's
three-day bombardment of the empty
beaches of Lingayen Gulf began,

The Marinduque landing was quick-
ly followed up by the unopposed land-
ings at Lingayen Gulf, Subic Bay and
Batangas on the main island of the
Philippines, Luzon. The overall pat-
tern is clearly a free, unopnosed re-
entrance into the Philippines which
follows the genoral tactic of the im-
perialists in their territorial mani-
pulations in the so-called "Second
World War."

FROM THE PHILIPPINES TO IWO JIMA

HE headlines of the virtually un-
opposed re-occupation of the
main centers of the Philippines had
hardly been relegated to the back pag-
es of papers when the front page began
to roar with reports of a terrific
struggle on Iwo Jima. The contrast
between the two situations is so re-~
markable that it requires some discus-
sion,
mously rich natural resources and
their population of over 16,000,000

‘What is Iwo Jima?

The Philippines with their enor-

are the proudest territorial posses—
sion of American imperialism. They
are a plum that would make any imperi-

alist mouth water. Supposedly in this
"Second World War" for world empire,
the Japanese rulers had come into pos-—
session of the Philipvines. Peculiar-
ly enough, they put wup nothing *hat
could seriously bYe called resistance
when the time came for the American
rulers to reoccupy the Philippines

But on Iwo Jima, according to the re-
ports, the Japanese are offering the
most ferocious and bloody resistance.
Thousands of casualties are reported.
- Can it conceivably
have such importance in contrast to
the Philippines that for the latter
the Japanese make no fight while for
the former they shed the blood of
thousands? What is the meaning of
this strange policy?

It is necessary to view the mat-
ter 1in thc light of the whole unfoid-
ing of this so-called "Second Vorld
War." A unique pattorn of events will
be found in the examination. When the
Nazis occupied France (which is no Iwe
Jima by any means!), such historic
fortresses as Verdun and Sedan were
not defended by the "Allies." The
Japanese occupied Singapore without
meeting a struggle, and Singapore, let
it be recalled, 1is the greatest for-
tress in the Orient. When the "Allies"
reoccupied France, again Verdun and
Sedan were not defended, this time by
the Nazis, At every crucial and im-
portant point, there has been no real
struggle in the so-called "Second
World War.® But on Iwo Jima, on Guad-
alcanal, on Tarawa, the battlefields
were reportedly drenched with blood,
In a whole mumber of out of the way,
insignificant places fierce fights
were staged by the imperialists -—-— but
not at Verdun, not at Sedan, not at
Metz, nct at Singapore, not in the
Philippines, - to mention only a few of
the really crucial places. Impres—~
sive motion pictures have been exhibit-
ed of the fighting on Tarawa and will

also be shown of the fighting on Iwo
Jima whe.e¢ the papers report that 75
color cameras are being used by the

United States navy forces. But there
are no color movies of any fight at
Verdun, or Sedan, or Metz, or Sinsa-
pore, because there was no fight! The
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movies of Tarawa make a profound im-
pression on the millions who see them;
unfortunately, these millions do not
link what they see with what they did
not see because it never existed,name-
ly, resistance to the Nazi occupation
of France (1940) or Nazi resistance to
the "Allied" re-occupation (1944). If
the masses saw the totality of the pat-
tern of the "Second World War," they
would realize that unless the imperi-
alists stage these fights in recmote,
out of the way places — (and don't
forget the color cameres all set up
like a Hollywood studio)— there would
be nothing visible but one unopvosed
occupation and re-occupation of the
main centers of the world after anoth-
~er, In a word, without the Iwos, Tar-
awas and Guadalcanals, there would be .
nothing visible but the clear symptoms
of a gham war amongst the imperinlists.

It is no accident that Iwo Jima
and the color cameras were cookod up
immediately following the unopposed re-
entry into the Philippincs. The im-
perialists could not let such a phoney
circumstance pass without covering it
up somohow, It is from tkis nccessity
that Iwo Jima flowed as have all the
staged fights of this type. The lives
wiped out in these fights means absolu~-
tely nothing to the imperialists who,
when it suits their purposc,will czuse,
as in 1914-1918, the butchery of
ten million and thc maiming of twenty
million. The casualties on Iwo Jima
will be used by the imperinlists to
make the masses forget about the "mys-
teries" of the "3attles" of France,
Norway, the Balkans, Singaporec, the
BEast Indies, the Philippines and other
vital places in the sham war.

* * »

.I N previous issues of THE BULLE-
TIN we have presented o mass
of documentary material proving that
among the big imperialist powers what
has been in progress since Soptcmber
1939 does not fall into the category
of a rcal imperialist wor for world
domination like that of 1914-1918. The
attack on the Soviet Union, however,
organized by world imperialism with
Nezi Germany as the spearhead, falls
into the same category as the imperial-
ist 1iatervention of 1918~1920. The

fundamental pattern which unfolded af-
ter September 1939 was the opening of
territory after territory to the fas-
cists by their alleged foes. the "da:m-
ocratic" ruling gangs, with the re-
sultant 1launching of the rzal war on
the Stalin-ruled Soviet Union. When
it became clear at the time of the RB..t-
tle of Stalingrad that the Nazi at-
tempt to destroy the Soviet Unicn ned
definitely failed, the imperialists
entered into a new stage of their man--
euvers. This 1is the process of re-
occupying the various territories tem~
porarily handed over to fascist polic-
ing by the rulers of the "democracies.!
The outstanding milepost of this new
stage 1is the unopposed rec-occupation
of France by the "Allies." The new de-
velopments have clearly shown them-
selves also 1in the Pacific aren with
the unopposed rec—occupation of the Al-
eutians and of Philippine territories,
This free handing back and forth of
important territories in no way re-
sombles the features of a real imperi-
alist war but points to the underlying
collaboration of world imperialism,

The various opportunists who pose
as Marxists have been concealing the
real character of the "Second World
War?® ever since the Chamberlain-Dala-
dier paper declaration of war in Sep~
tember 1939, At no time have the
pseudo-Marxists accounted for  the
enormous multitude of phoney mili-
tary features which have characterized
the operations among the imperialist
powers. The tactic of the opoortun-
ists has been to ignore these crucial
aspects of reality and to parade their
emalcam of the "Second World War" with
the war of 1914-1918. By slurring
over the fundamental features the op-
portunists cause their mechanical use
of the phrasc "impericlist war" to ap-
pear & matter of "following in the
footsteps of Lenin." A concrete anal-
ysis of the actual facts utterly ex-
plodes the "Leninist" pretenses of the
opportunists,.

Tkhe unopposed occupation of France
by the Neuis in 1940 was striking
enough to begin with to ttose who ob-
served the facts and saw through the
smokescrcen suyrecd by the capitalist
propagendists. The unopposed re-occu-
pation of France in 1944 by the "Al-
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lies" was even more vivid in events in-

dicating the sham hature of the ®war.®
The United States re-entry into the
Philippines tops the bill so far for

its phoney character,

It is so with every fraud perpe-
tratod by the bourgeoisio; the decper
its devclopment, the more grotesque it
becomos in the divergence of the pre-
tenses from the realitics. Due to the
Stalinists, Trotskyites and Social Dem-

ocrats who aid the imperialists by
paintinzg the situation as & real con-

flict botween the "Allies" and the "Ax-

o Firie iy sl s I ‘/ IS, /“/:/ /-/,f// I L /':f///"f':f AT ”'/':";'
,.:}
4[ ! 7/' /
) N K ) - Pia) / < __," - 2 J &
5( 7, ( (/ /",'_,,f' <, 4 (j/ Z A LA & (,j,; (. (D

4;7
oA 7000972 (/,/2/7/

;g BACK IS3UES OF THE

-

is" the sham nature of the "Second In-

ter-Imperialist World War"® is  now
known only to o few workers. As the
revolutionary proletarian forces grow

stronger and come to dominate the work-

as a whole, the truth will
beccme known to all the toilers who
will then be in a position to reckon
with their class foes,

inr class

J. C., Hunter
February 1945
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LEWIS FACES A NEW CRISIS

HE new contract terms offered by

John L., Lewis for the soft
coal nminers are a classic example of
the mountain laboring and giving forth
a mouse, - After much ravipg and rant-
ing against the Little Stheel formula,
Lewis vresented a set ol terms which
carefully and designedly avoid ~aising
this issue. Lewis does not ask for a
direct increase in the basic rate of
pay of tle miners. Thc "demands" are
of the "fringe" varicty.

The capitalist press, in dealing
with Lcwis! terms, does not want to
gloat too openly over the advantages
which he is handing the mine bosses on
a silvcer platter. Nevertholess, the
capitalist commentators cannot refrain
entirely from letting a cat or two out
of the bag.

It oppears that Lewis introduced
an "innovation' into his terms for the
new soft coal contract. In the past
the mine union burcaucrat entangled
the workers in two-year contracts with
the bosses so that the sell-out terms
negotiated behind the miners' back
would have vlenty of time to take ef-
fect and reap profits for the capital-

ists, The usual union coatract runs
for one year. The two-ycar clousc in
Lewis' past contracts has boen recoge
nized, at least by the morc alvanced
workers, as a yreactionary zcuure in
itself which was aimed at iying the

hands of the miners for a fairly long
stretch, In his new terms for the soft
coal miners, Lewis has eliminated the
tw-year clause., Was this, perhaps, &
result of his desire to rid the work-
ers of the paralyzing effects of a
long-term contract in a situation
whore priccs risc at a staggering rate?
Not in the 1least! Lewis, as the re-
port in the bourgeois press clearly
shows, rcmoved the two-year clause to
satisfy the policy of tho mine bosses
who want to be free to lower pay rates.
The story of this charscteristic Lewis
deal is told in the newspaper PM:

"The first item in the contract
proposals represented ar innovation

in UMW regotiations, Instead of

~ the custcmary two--year contract, it
previded that the new agreement
could be terminated by either pacty
on 20 days actice. Only the day be-
fore two of the operator spokeswmen
had informed newsmen that the opera-
tors would oppose the usual two-
year contract because they wanted
to be frece to re-open wage negotia-
tions after the end of the war in
Burope or ia Japan.

WAppvarently, Lewis had heard from
the operators direct or had read
the newspapers; for in explaining
the new proposal he said he under-
stood that the opcrators were 'dis-
inclined! to make a contract fora
long period, so they would be free
to lask for o wage reduction,' Ac-
cordingly, hec added, the UMW made
its proposal 'in an intense desire
to be co-opcrative.!  (March 2,
1945, Our cmphesis)

Such is the character of Lowis!
"fight" for the miners, Either a long-
term, paralyzing contract to frecze
the miners' wazes in the face of onor-
mous price rises; or a short term con-
tract to froe the bosses' hand for a
quick move to reduce wages. But this
is - only the first point of Lewis' new
terms.

The miners are in ean economic
category which spends 80 to 90 per
cent of its total earnings on the bas-
ic nccessities of life. The cost of
thesc basic necessities, occording to
consorvative estimates, has gone up
from 30 to 40 per cent. For an econo-
mic category sponding the overwhelming
bulk of its income on basic commodi-
ties to face such an increcase in the
cost of 1living means to be literally
on the starvation 1level. To provide
any kind of adaquate compensation for
the rise in 1living costs suffered by

the miners they would have to win &
substantial increase in their bgsic

rote of pay. But it is precisely that
kind of increase which Lewis dclibera-
tely eliminnted from his "demonds.!
leavirg the whole matter revou.ve



around "fringe" issues, i,e,, side is-
sues ¢f the ten-cent store variety.How

mach actual added <cash  would the
"fringe" demands put in the miners!
pocket, assuming they are accepted in

their original condition?

“Lewis spokesmen, as the miners
and - operators preparcd to resume
negotiations today, estimated that
thesc increases would amount to pay
increases of 2bout $1 a day,but the

operators were cxpected to contend
that it would be much more." (New
York Post, March 2, 1945)

It goes without saying that the

"fringe" demands which would result con-
cretely in  increasing the net amount
of the weckly pay- theck will be whit-
tled dovn during the negotiations. In
other- words, at "best," the miners may
zet around a - dollar a day more in
thcir pay envelopes. In light of the
living conditions of the miners, such
a "victory" is nothing more than a
" gruesomc Jjoke. It is-a million miles
removed from what is required mercly
to compensate for the miners! increas—
ed cost of living, to say nothing of
raising their conditions above the
misery which existed even before the
scale of wnrices shot skyward,

In the eyes of many confused work-
ers Lewis is a "critic" of the Roose-
velt regime. Even such relatively ad-
vanced workers as the adhcrents of the
Socialist “orkers Party and the Worke
er3 Party accept from their leaders
the story that Lewis at least in re-
cent times has been putting up a fight
quite different from that of the Green
aad furray type of burcoucrat. Lewis!
noaeuvers in the present soft coal ne-
gotiations completely reveal the fals—
ity of his gestures of "critvicism" of
the Roosevelt: regime, Thce "anti- in-
fintion" policy of the Wall Street
geng of rulers is anothings it o’ camou-
fiase of their holding wages down to
increase the profits of the toszcs be--
yoad anytihing the worll has cvelr seen.
Yet Lowisi elimination o & dumand for
an increase in the busic rite ¢ pay
is the result of diwvsaeb paadsring so
the intensified exploitation disguised
under the "anti-inflation" fruud of
the rulin; class: '

"Lewis' decision not to ask for a
basic wage increase caught the oper-
ators as well as labor leaders in
general by ‘surprise. For morths
the WMW's official publicotion, the
United Mine Vorkers Journzl, made
bitter attacks on the Little Stecl
formula; and Dboth within the 240
and the CI0O it was assumed lLewis
would lead another fight to smash
the formula ’

" Instcad, he prefaced his reading
of the specific demands with a
statement that the proposals about
to be presented were 'in conformity
with and not in violation of the
anti-inflation policy of this Gov-
ernment. ' (PM, March 2, 1945)

The underlying policy of every la-
bor faker comes to the fore most cleam
ly in times of crisis, Lewis now open-

‘1ly is showing the treacherous hand whid

he had been concealing behind a cloud
of "anti-Littlc Stcel* demagogy. Lew-
is!' terms "in conformity with and nd
in violation of the anti-inflation
policy of +this Government* are, of
course, not merely a negntive, absten-
tionist fcature; they are a positive
and very important gupport to the Wall
Street magnates.

The "demond" f6r a ten ceat per
ton royalty to be paid to the UMW is
entircly - one of thosc football issues
which bureaucrats kick about to hidé
the really e¢seential goings-on behind
the scenes, Let it be said immediate-
ly that if anything should actually be
obtained from the bosses in the way of
a royalty payment to the union"to pro-
vide for 1ts members modern medical
and surgical service, hospitalization,
insurence, rehabilitation and economic
protection," as Lewis grandiloquently
put it, the money will be a fund for
the burcoucratse The only Xind of
"protection" that the Lewis gang knows
about is of the brass-kmuckle variety
end the only %“rehabilitation" they
ever set afoot is that of the brokon
heads of the rank-and-filers who pro-
testod Luevis!  gangsterism and double-
dvaling. It is not ruled out that the
mince bosses will be willing to pay
Lewis and Company a little tribute,
though the ton cents per ton he "de-
mands” sounds a bit fantastic. Actual-
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ly,people close to the dickerings dis-
count the royalty "demand" entirely,
placing it unequivocally in the cate-~
gory of a talking point:

"But persons familiar with the
labor situation here [Washington]
believe that Lewis does not serious-
ly expect to get this Imge fund
which he said would be used for med-
ical service,insurance, hospitalil -
zation and economic protection of
the miners." (New York Post, March
2, 1945)

The whole thing is a "tactic," accord-
ing to these sources:

"Lewis, it is Dbelieved would
quickly drop this demand if the op-
erators agreed to his proposal for
fringe wage increases." (Ibid.)

From any anglc, the royalty rumpus is
entircly a side issue.

In connection with the new crisis
in the mine fields, we call the read-
er's attention to some important back-
ground material vital for an under-
standing of the last few yoars which
hove clearly shown symptoms of an in-
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cipient, profoundly important revolt
of the American miners against the
treacherous - leaders of their union,
Most significant in this respect is an
understanding of the real story of Lew-
is and his "Marxist" assistants in the
crisis of 1943, The article entitled
"The Betrayal of the Miners" in the
September 1943 issue of THE BULLETIN
contains an expose of Lewis! sell-out
of the strike launched by the miners
over the head of their leadership.
Though naturally at that time no one
could foretell the "demands" Lewis
would put forth two years later, his
role is forecast in our September 1943
article with scientific precision and
in sharp contradistinotion to the Can-
nonite and Shachtmanite leadership who
were acting as a "Laft" cover for Lew-
is? betrayal of the mine strike, In
the present issue of THE BULLETIH the
article "Class Collaboration From the
Loeft'™ gives a more extended treat-
ment of this highly important trade
unjon issue. ZEach stage of the labor
fekors! machinations must be rclated
to their carcer as a whole for a com-
plete understanding of their function
as betrayers of the toilers.

J [ ] C [ ] H.
March 4, 1945
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IN IEE

TRADE

UNIONS

Class—(ollaboration on the "Left!

HE Cannonite and Shachtmanite
leaders picture their trade

wnion line as a concrete indication of.
what they term their struggle for the

interests of the workers. The pages
of The Militant and Iabor Action
to an enormous extent ars concerned

with the trade union field. Trotsky-
ite reporters are sent to union conven-
tions and their reports of the sessions
and convention resolutions always merit
headlinc news in the Trotskyite press.
The emphasis on trade union activity
in the press is the reflection of the
line which is urged upon the Trotsky-
ite workors. What is the bharacter of
this Trotskyite trade union work? Vhat
constitutes the guiding line for this
activity? The Trotskyites of ©both
wings are a relatively tiny force in
the unions. In so far as conducting
urion activity of their own is concern-
ed their work is necessarily very lim-
ited becausc of the oxtromoc meagerness
of their forces. Inevitably, there-
fore, a prcdominant portion of the
Trotskyite trade wunion 1line and its
roflected activity 4is in rclation %o
tho big figures in thoe unions who do
command major forces. An outstsnding
trade union figure who for many yoars
has formed a pivotal point in tho Trot-
skyite trade union linc is John L.lew-
is, particularly from the time of the
formation of the CIO. No understand-
ing of thce Trotskyite union activity
can be adequately or correctly formed
unless their policy townrd Lewis is
thoroughly known and oxamined. This
is only one aspect of thas problem but
it is a major one and doserves ;]
thorough study in itself.The ovolution
of the Trotskyito policy on Leowis is
orgnanically 1linked to their trade une
ion policy as a whole. The one cannot
bo comprchended without the other.

The Trotskyites and the Formation
of tho CI0

H& years 1933-34 mitnoessed the
American workers engaging in a

wnve of strikes which swopt across the
United Statos, a roflection of a new

spirit of struggle which began to per-
meate the ranks of the workers. A%
first they naturally looked for lend-
ership toward the AFL. But the AFL
leaders attempted to stem the upsurge
of strikes Dby a series of secll-outs
and crooked deals with the bosses and
thoir govornment stooges. As a result,
a wave of dissatisfaction begap to
manifest 1tsolf amongst the masses a-
gainst the AFL and its leadcrship. The
spoectre of the organization of the
militant-minded workoers in a new union
movement bogan to haunt the more alort
AFL burcaucrats. They fearcd the con-
scquonces of such a new union movoment
which would noecessarily have to take
shapo and grow against the AFL and
would not be subject to its rostrain-
ing influonco. These AFL burcaucrats,
moro astute in this respect than some
of their colloagucs, saw the nccessity
to take control of this new movoment,
head it off, and keep it in the chan-
nels of class-collaborationism. Thus,
an "industrial union" bloc was formed
by a section of the AFL leadership led
by Lowis, Howard, Gorman, Hillman, and
Dubineky,

During the period of the formation
of +this bloc which began to take form
at thoe 1934 San Francisco convention
of the AFL, the Trotsky lecaders did
not hesitate to show, and quite cor-

roctly, that the Lewis-led "industrial
union" bloc was a fraud designed to
head off and betray the new militant

movoment of the Ameriean workers:

"So far then from being progress—
ive, the Lewis-Hillman outfit is to
be more feared by progressives and
militants today than tho othor clo-~
monts of the A. F. of L. leaderslipe
The old-timers .cannot  possibly
handlo thoe situation any longace,
Their bungling attempts arc bound
to play into the hands of the milii-
tants. Lewis, Hillman andCompaay
arc tho agents of the capitalist
class who might bo able to fasten a
class collaboration trade unioniem
on the massos goenasrally and espo-



cially the membership of the new
unions, for a periods That John L.
Lewis in the face of his atrocious
record in his own union and his
present philosophy should today be
thought of by many honest workers
as a progressive and as the hope of
the —orkers in the developing crisis

£aNnge The key point in this speech
was tublished by the New Militant.
Howard spoke as follows;

"1Now, let me say to you that the
workers of this country are going
to organize, and if they are not
permitted to organize under the ban-

is indecd ominous." (The New Inter- ner of the American Federation of

national, October 1935, p. 184)

The Trotskyite line on the whole
Lewis-led mowoment was clear and un-
oquivocal:

"Once again we say to the pro-
gressives throughout the trade un-
ion movement: Exposo the fake pro-
grassivism and Mndustrial unionism!
of Lewis and Company."  (Now Mjli-
tant, October 1935, p. 4)

At tho Octobor 1935 convontion,
Lowis openly showed thnat ho was hoad-
ing for an organizational seéparation
from the Groen-Woll gang. Tho Now
Militant, then the organ of Cannon and
Shachtman, analyzod this coanvention
and issucd a watchword: "“Put no trust
in Lowis nnd Co. is tho Slogan." (Oc-
tobor 26, 1935, p. 1)

In the coursc of that article, the
Lowis-Hillman Dloc was again analyzed
as a burcaucratic and class-collabora-
tionist maneuver, designed to oxploit
the militant spirit of the leftward
moving orkers and betray them. Thero-
fore, it was logicanlly concluded that
tho Lowis bloc was even more dangorous
than Greeu: because of its false pro-
gressive mnsks

"No, the consorvative forcos in
the A.F.of L. todnay arc thse Lo7ise
Hillmon forces, the mord dangerous
because thoy masquerade as pro-
gresa;ive and up to-date." (Ibid. ,
pP. 3 :

Onc of the most revealing state-
ments about the Lowis~Hillman bloc and
its motivations was mnde at the AFL
convention in  October 1935 vhere the
"split" Dbotwoon the Lowis cligue and
Green occurred, Howard., ong of the
main supporters of Lewis,mads a speuch
to his burcaucratic collcagmds in tho
AFL lendership nnd pointed out what
was really in the minds of tho Lowis

Labor they are going to organize un-
der some other leoadership or they

arc going to organize without lecad-

orship. And if cither of those con-

ditions should ovontuate, I submit

to you that it would be a far more

serious problom for our government,

for the people of this country and

for tho American Fedoration of Labor

itself than if our organization pol-
icies should be so molded that we

can organize them and bring thom un-
der the leadership of this organiza-
tion. ** (November 30, 1935, p. 5)

This brazon statement clearly in.-
dicates what the trade union agents of
American imporialism have in their
mind when thoy scurry around organiz-
ing unions. It 1is ono of the great
misfortuncs of the American working
class that these people have been able
to seize the leading positions in the
union movement with the result that
whon an upsurge of the workers occurs,
it bocomes chained to Wall Street
through this locadership. Unless this
lendership is unmaskod and ousted from
the unions, tho strivings of the Amer-
ican workoers will continue to be por-
verted in the intcercsts of the capital-
ist magnntes.

For a time Cannon and Shachtman
seomed to have the intention of axpos—
ing the treachorous Lewis and his pol-
icies. Thay ircto about his esscutianl
gtriko-bicaking  rcle and used this as
a point of criticism against the so-
enlled Mlitnts in tho Socialist Party
who worc giving “eritical" support to
Lewis;

"The IMilitant! program fails e-
ven to mention cns of the most sig-
nifici.ut  tendoncies of the prescnt
regims: Fle nttempt to tie thoe trade
unicn movuinunt wp with the capitai-
ist govuroment, ULy way of boards,
laws, c¢tz,, dosigned in tho loug
run to emasculate thoe unions, to ro-
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strict the right to strike, and
thus to undermine the workers' pow-

er of resistance. This policy is

strongly nourished by the degcner-

ate leadership of the A.F.L. includ-
ing the Lewises, Hillmans, Dulin

skys, mhom the 'Militants' support.

Lewis and Hillman, in fact, are €-
ven closer to the goveramont than

are Grocn and Woll." (New Militant,
October 12, 1935, p. 2. Emphasis

in original.)

Professing to counterpose this
line to the Sgnlinists, the Trotsky
leaders promised to build a Left Wing
in the &FL against both the ILewis and
Graeen forccs:

"Let +this serve as another warn-
ing th~t tho Lowis~Hillman-Dubinsky
group in tho A.F.of L. are not pro-
gressives and cannot be counted on
to support progrossive causcs and
groupse. The loft wing must be built
agninst thom, not as the Stalinists
sock to do, by tho favor of thesse
burcaucrats." (Now Militant, Sep=
tomber 28, 1935, Editorial page)

How 1little the anti-Lewis noise
of Cannon and Shachtman was seriously
intonded was shom by the fact that
soon after thce "brenk" botweon lewis
and Grecrn actually matorialized at the
AEL convention of Oct. 1935, the Trot-
sky leaders suddenly made a 180 degree
turn ana begnn to whoop it up for the
Lewis machine 7hilc thoy surrgptitious—
ly buriod:their previous lincs The tak
about building a genuine Left ing a-
gainst thc Lewis blot, which only yes-~
terday had beon declared to be cven
mors dnanzerous than Green 7as quietly
dropped and the yarn that support to
"the extremely conservative tondency"
was no7 nccessary was laballed a “cur-
ious fact¥i¢

"1It is a curious fact that the in-
torests of the most revolutionary
and the extromely conservative ton-
deacics coincide to a certaia ednt.
Industrial wunionism is otjuctively
progressive. Thorefore revolution-
ists must support it regwrdless who
is at the hend of the movrement for
its renlization.*" (Uveach of Jo
P. Cannon, New Miiitant, December
14, 1955)

Once the Trotsky leaders came out
for the Lewis blec in a masked fashion,
as it were, *hey immediately began to
issue proioundc-icoking analyses on how
the ohjesrive logic of Lewis! position
would drire nhis cligue to cater to the
more militaal wurkors:

"Cn the other hand the leaders in
the incduserial union bloc will most
likcly find thomsolves compelled to
lean over mdore upon the workers who
ars  actualiy set in motion for in-
dustrial unicnism and -7ho also do-
mond democratic unions rith an ag-
grossive policy of organization."
(?ew Militant, Fobruary 1, 1936, p.
4

To covor the nature of their sup-
port to Lowis with Marxist sounding
argunents the Totsky leaders oven wont
to tho extent of predicting that Icwis
wwould be constrained to become an ad-
vocate of — TRADE UNION DE2MOCRACY:

“In the coursc of further events
it is quite likely that he (Lovis -
A.B.] will be compelled to becomo
onc of thoe outstanding champione of
trade wunion democracy. If so, AND
THIS IS 10 BE EXPECTED, it will a-
rise out of the logic of his proscnt
position and not Dbocnuse of any
principled adhoronce to the idea of
trade union democrncy." (New Mili-
tant, Novembor 30, 1935, p. 4. My
capitals -~ A.B.)

In connocetion with the Trotsky
fabloc that Lowis would be compellod to
fight for trade union democracy it is
amusing to note what they had to say
on this subjoct in 1938 vhon the CIO
had alrondy becomo n distinet and scp-
aratc organization:

"Tho bureanucratic manngoment of
thc now C.I.0. unions is notorious.
The Lemis-Hillman-Murray cligue, a-
viare of the danger t0 their lcador-
ship and poiicies rcproscnted by the
mnss uvnionization of ~ggressive un-
skillel -<orkers in the large scale
indnst. ics eluzht to paralyze rank-
and .file c.rtrol in advance dDy ostob-
lishing a bhurcaucratic guardianship
over all tho unions thcy organigede.
Neither the lcadership nor thc pol-
icios were voted by tho union mem-
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berships No regular organization
has been set up in most cases. Of-
ficials are appointed in the worst
traditions of the United Mine Work-
ers of America.l
February 12, 1938, p. 2)

Obviously, the talk that Lewis
would be forced to become an advocato
of trade union democracy was just so
much dust thrown into tho oyes of the
Trotskyite workors designed to got them
to consider their support of Lowis as
progressive and in tho intorest of the
WOrkorse.

The key argument which the Trotw
sky loadors advanced as a basis for
their switch to0 Lewis was that indus-
trial unionism was objectively progres-
sive, as well as the organization of
the unorganized workers into trade une
ione, and in so far as tho Lowis load~-
ership pursued these functions it was
"progressive® and merited support:

"Novertheloss, the presont situa-
tion 1is clear to militant and to
rovolutionary workers in the trade
unions. Around the issues that
stand out today — an aggressive
policy of organization and industri..
al unionism -~ thoy must make com-
mon cause and a common ‘struggle with
the Lowis' 'progroessive! bloc."(New
Mjlitant, November 30, 1935, p. 3')-

The playing down of tho question
of thc loadership —~ tho all-ossertinl
factor — is the fraud which the Trote
sky loaders practiced in swinging sup-
port to the utterly putrid and corrupt
Lowis gange A4 trade union can not be
discussad and annlyzed seaprate and a-
part from the character and policies
of its leadership. lLewis and Green
organize only reactionary, class-col-
laborationist unions. This policy is
against the  fundametnal interests of
the workers. Only whon the unions are
cleansced . of the counter-revolutionary
leadership and brokea away fron capi-
talism can they become progrossive and
function in the interosts of the toil-
ors. Soviets, for examplo, ou an en-
tirely different plane thay the trade
unions, ars the historical form of
workers!' rulee Yet vven in rogard to
this workers! structure, history has
shown that Sovietscan be countor-reve-

(Socialist Appeal,

olutionary and function in the inter-
ests of the capitalists if the all-es-
sential feature — the leadership —-is
in the hands of opportunists., Such
was the case with the Menshevik-led -
Soviets in Russia, such was the case
with the Soviets which fell into the
hands of the German Social Democracy
in 1919, such was the case witk the
Stalinist-organized Soviets in China.
Today, in the Soviet Union the Soviets
are counter-revolutionary because of
their leadership. '

Tho Marxist position is — expose
and cast out the counter-revolutionary
loadership which ultimatoely brings a~
bout the destruction of all workerd or-
ganizations through its political sup-
port to the bourgeoisie. The Trotsky
leaders pursue an opposite policy.
Thoy play up the FORM, such as trade
unions, and argue that whoever organ~
izos workers into such forms is object—
ively performing a progressive act and
should be supported. This is the swin-
dle vhich they palm off as a Marxist
analysis and which they utiliae: to: prop
up the labor fakers. When opportunists
organize Y“progrossive' organizations
thoy do tds precisely for the purposes
of acquiring a Yprogrossive! mask so
as to bolster their leadoership in the
eyes of the workers whom thoy mean to
betray. This false~face of "progrosg-
sivism" must be oxposed and combatted.

The Trotsky line on the guestion
of the evolution of tho CIO was dovel-
oped in a fraudulen{ mannor. First,
Cannon and Shachtman opposed any break
from the AFL structure, castigated the
Lewis ‘“progressive" bloc as a fraud,
warned the workars that Lewis and his
tondoncy ropresonted an ovon greater
dnngor than tho Green gnang, and told
the workors that thoy would work for a
"Left Wing" against Lowis as woll as
Green. Then thoy buried thoir previous
line, +told tho Torkers that Lewis was
furthering a progressive cause after
all, that he should therefore be sup~
ported, and predicted that bocause of
his "objoctivoly progressive® position
he woulc he cowpelled to bocome an
"outstanding champion of trade union
domocracy."

. What is tho explanation for this
sudden Trotskyite switch on Lowis. The
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answer is to be found in the develop-
ment of +the S¢alinist line. In the
leftist "Third Period" phase, the Stal-
inists applied their line in the union
sphere in the form of duwal unions. The
formation and activity of these dual
unions were accompanied by a fierce
verbgl war against the AFL leadership.
Spocifically in the mino fields, the

Stalinists formed a National Miners Un-

ion against the Lewis-—controlled United
Mine Workers. For a period of years
the Stalinists pourcd a stoady stroam
of witupcration against Lowis and his
machine who fought to eliminate the
Stalinists and thoir 'union from the
coal ficlds. Tho yoears 1933-34 fomed
the transition from the Loftist "Third
Period" to the Rightist "Popular Front!
line of the Stalintern. In the Unitod
States, this transition proceeded much
slowor than 1in the rest of the world.
Lowis! swing to the industrial union
maneuver of 1935 found the Sgalinists
in this country with many "Third Peri.-
0od" features etill retnined in their
trado union activitios. Espocially at
tho start of Lewis! mansuvor, tho Stal-

inists worc still keeping up their ver-

bal barrage agninst Lowis. Thus, in a
sBtatement issuod a little prior to the
Seventh Congress of tho "Cominteorn,"
the 3Browder geng condemned the whole
idea of the Lowis "indugtrial union"

and "progrossivo" bloc as simply anoth-

er method for holding the workers in
check:

"The ecrieis within the A.F. of L.
Executivo Council, is,of course, not
over policies for and against the
workaers, Reflecting the differcncos
in +the camp of the bourgeoigie it-
self, theso 1labor lieutonants of
capitalism are fighting over gues-
tions ns how best to check and con-
trol the rank and file, how to pre-
vent strikes,how to keep the masses
chained to the policies
collaboration. Moreover, people
like Jokn L. Lowis foar that tho old
craft union policies, applied to
such industries as auto, rubber and
stecl, may woell load to the formn-
tion of mass industrial unions out-
side the A.F. of L. Furthermore,
Lowis belicves that throvgh strong-
ly ccatralizod, national industrial
unions, lod by people like himsolf,
ke can convinco the smploycrs that

of claes

he can offer the best guarantees a-
gainst strikes through such model
anti-strike agreements as he signed
in the name of the coal miners."
(Communist International,June 1935,
p. 487)

The conclusion was that the strug-
gle for a new union movement had to be
directed against both the Groen and
Lewis gangs:

"It is clear that the fight for
militant industrial class trade un-~
ions is the fight of the masses and
will bo won, not only in the strug-
gle against the Groeons and the Wolls
but against the ILewises and Berrys

as well." (Ibid.)
However, at the Sgventh Congress

of the €,I., hoid in July-August 1935,
the remnants of tho ultra-left swing
were complotely buried and the Rightist
zigzag was sharply accelorated. Ag
this Congross, Social Democracy was
frandulently re-ovalrated as an oppo-
nont of fascism with %#hom blocs were
therefore to be made. In the trade un-
ion sphere the American Stalinist dual
union policy of the Leftist period was
dropped and a line of blocs with reac-
tionary trado union fakers was substi-
tutod. Following thoe Seventh Congress
tho Americen Stgalinists  immediatoly
ditchod +their old line against Lowis
and called for support to thiis putrid
labor swindler who they now stnted was
porforming a prograssive role.

The Stalinist bureaucrats insist-
ed, of coursu, that it wasn't Lowis as
such whom they were supporting but the
idon of industrial unionism nnd tho or-
gnnization of tho unorganizoed workers
into trade unions. In so far as Levis
performed thesc"progressive" functions,
stated tho Sialinists,they would ren-
dor support to him.. ﬁofcrring to the
lino of tho Stalinist dclegatos at the
AFL convontion in Oct. 1935 vhen the
Lewis-Greon "broeak" occurred, Stachel
attompted to uxplain awvay the now zig-
zog to tho support of Lewis:

"Tho atistude of the Communists
and thoir sympathizors, who consti-
tuted o bluc ¢f some 40 or 50 delo-
gotos, toward tho Lowis forces was
one of aiding thoem in overy way as
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far as they made & genune fight for
industrial unionism zad other pro-
gressive measures, as, for example,
the National Civic Federation reso-
lutions Bearing in mind the past
record of Lewis, they judged him on
the basis of every proposal he made,
re-evaluating their stand towards
him not so much because they believe
ed that he had basically changed his
whole position but because the whole

development in the country, in the
trade union movemont and tho prob-

lems faced by tho U.MW.A, have
placed him in a new objective role
at the presont momont." (MA New
Page for American Labor,"The ‘Commu-
nist, November 1935, pe« 1031)

This was the old opportunist line
of "eritical support." As a mattor of
fact when they indicated theo political
character of the "industrial wunion
bloc," the Stalinist burcaucrats ovon
hodged on the idea of labelling the
Lewis bloc as & '"progressive" bloc:

"The progressive bloe, if we
should call it such, or the indus-
trial union bloc consisted of a va-
ricty of groupings — from supnor t-
ors of Roosevelt to Communists."
(Ibid., p. 1030)

Thus wo seo the origin of the
Trotskyitc line and the cxplanatim for
its flip-flop into the Lowis campe
When the Stalin crow yolled blood and

thunder against Lewis and exposed his
"progressive" bloc as a swindlo, the
Trotskyite loaders followed suit and

ochoed the Stalinist line agninst Lew-
is. When the Browders hypocritically
declared that a common struggle must
be waged agnainst both Greon and Lowis,
the Cqnnons wont them one boettor and
declared that Lewis was ovon more dan-
gorous than Grean. When the now7 Right-
ist gospol of the Soventh Congress
wns applicd in the trade unions, thoe
Stalinists doubled back on their tracks,
announced support to Lewis, and dofend-
od it on the grounds that lowis was
struggling for- an objectively "progres-
sivo" causc. The Trotsky leaders duti-~
fully followed, repeanting aesscntially
the same line of argumentation to cover
their hurried switch into the Leowis
camp nfter the St¢alinists had led tho
Vaye Lowvis should Yo supported bo-

cause the issue he was promoting was

progressive, declared the Stalinists-

Again going the Stalinists one better,

the Trotsky leaders not only affirmed

this argument but predicted that Lewis

would even become a proponent of trade

union democracy! Such was the Trotsky-
ite trade union line in the early peri-
od of the CIO!

The Trotskyites in the Socialist Party

IN June 1936 the Cannon-—Shachtman
leadership applied the Amcri.

can version of the "French Turn" and
enterod the party of Norman - Thomas,
Prior to this movo, the Trotsky

leadership had beon  repeating the
phrases of Rosa Luxembourg and Lenin a-
bout the irretrievably bankrupt charac-
ter of tho S§ocial Democracy, “the
stinking corpse." The 1934 Dotroit
convention of the Socialist Party had
beon charactorized by Cannon-Shachtman
as "a miserable affair" whero tho Old
Guard omerged victorious. In June 1936
when the Trotsky leaders urged entry
into the S.P. thoy “ro-evaluated" the
Socialist Party, played up the Detroit
convention as a broak from the clasashe
cal Social-Domocratic line, and claim.
ed that it showed that the American
Socialists did not intend to ropeat
the crimos of their political brothors
in Burope who holped clenr the way for
fascism, Cannon-Shachtman then declar—
od that tho S.P. could bs "rovolution-
ized" which they forthwith promised to
accomplish.

Tho Social Domocratic line on Lew-
is was at lecast consistent. As the
Trotsky writers correctly pointed out
when thoy wore condemning the Lewis
crowd, the Socialists had the treach-
erous policy of playing up Lewis as the
loader of a struggle which was in tho
interests of tho workers. Interesting-
ly enough, the Social Democrats also
screonod their support to Lowis bohind
a facade of qualifying and critical
phrasos:

"We are not prepared to follow
blindLy the activitics of lowis,
Hillman, Duabinsky, otc. Cortainly
we arc not going to partakoin their
political advontures. To the oxtent
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that their campaign is for industri-
al unionism, to the extent that they
intend to organize the thousands of
unorganized whose only salvation
lies in the opganization of indus—~
trigl unipns, to that extent we must
be.with them phoulder to shoulder,
and peorhaps by so doing we may ine
flueace the gummittcest work suffi-
ciently ©Q avoid any migtakes vhich
migh{ pro~s fatal." American So-
cialist Muntaly, April 1938, p. 17)

This wag the same stuff that was
dished ot by the Stalinists and by
the Trageky laaders whon they hooked
their fqllowers onto the Lowis machine.
When the Protsky leaders announced sup-
port tq Lewis, Cannon commented on the
coinciding of tho Lewis linc with the
Trotsky line as a "eurious fact." That
the 1lipe of tho Social-Democrats, the
Stalinigts,and the Trotskyites on Lew-
is coingided was not at all a curiousi-
ty Dbduf a basic, significant political
facto

The Trotskyite hibernation in the
Socialist Party signified support to
Lowis during this period. Because the
lino of the Socialist Party was to sup-
port Iewis, . the Trotsky line in the
trade wunions to gain recruits for the
Socialist Party concretoly meant at—
taching the workers to Lowis through
the agency of the Socialist Partye.

Tho Formation of the Socialist Workers
Party and Its Stand on lewis

\/\!HEN the Trotsky leaders resumod
an indepondent organizational
existence in the form of the Socialist
Workers Party, tho linoc of support to
Lewis continued for a brief timse. In
~ their vgry. first documont tho Trotsky
lcadors reoiteorated their past stand in
supporting the Lewis bloc and defended
1t as correct:

"Tho formation of the C.I.0., its
fight ngainst the Gpreon-Woll-Frey
machine, ite decisive plunge into
the work of organizing the masses of
tho unskilled in the koy industrios,
wore progressive stops and moro than
varranted the active ecupvort given
by the rovolutionists to the C.I.O.
as the progrossive section of the
labor movemcnt." (First Convontion

Resolution, Scocislist A
vary 8, 135&, v. &)

al, Jan~

Accordiugly, Caunon-Shachtman approv-
ingiy qwosea & Tovectoneite estingtim
which threw a roucue’ to Lewis for his
"lead" in the industrial union move..
ment:

"John L.Lewis deserves credit for
promoting indusirial unionism as Ca
I.C. chairman, as Stolberg pointed
out." (Sccialist Appeal, February
5, 1938, p. 3)

The +true story vhich Cannon-
Shachtman now concealed was that Lewis
organized the CIO to gain control of a
developing movement tending towards ion-
dependonéo from the AFL and tho bosses
whom it serveds Diverting this moveo:.
ment in the "safo"® channels of class .-
collaborationism, Lowis strangled the
incipient indepondence of the industri-
al union dovelopment. Tho fundamental-
strike-broaking role of tho Lowis ma-
chino was known to Cannon and Sachtman
as they indicated on wvarious occasions,
when they clcaked their sup:ort to Lew-
is vith Ueriticism!;

"The C.I.0. burcaucrats aro just
as quick to mako any kind of shady
deal with the bosses or the govern-
ment boards as arc thce A.F.of L. bu-
roaucrats." (Socialist Appeal, Oce-.
tobor 16, 1937, p. )

And the bureaucratic stranglehold
which the ILewis gang hold oveor the
workors in the CIO was also common
knowledge and mentioned as a matter of
course by the Trotsky lcaders:

"The power and authority of the
solf-constitutod committoe could
well be onvioed by the most hardcned
A.F.of Le bureaucrat. It appointoed
and discharged organlzors and ro-
gional directors at will and hold
several of the newly-organized un-
ions in leading strings. Some of
thom are still under ‘'provisional
government'! as this mothod was once
politely called in tho miners! un-
ion." (Socialist Appcal, April 30,
1938, p. 4)

John L. Lowis with his henchmen
and allies, thon,placed himsolf at the
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head of a new union movement so as %o
behead it, which he did. He paralyzed
the forward independent movement of the
workers in the mass production indus-
tries and set up a ruthless bureaucrat-
ic machine to preveat and suppress any
rank and file desires for struggle a-
gainst the bosses. Only hardened op-
portunists can twist these facts around
and 1induce the workers to render tri.
bute to Lewise When the Trotsky lead-
ers stated that Lewis “"deserves credit
for promoting industrial unionism as
C.I.0. chairman" thoy were merely ro-
poating the samo deceit that the So-
cial Democrats usoed. Tho Socialist
Party linc was as follows:

"Morcovor, we should take an ac-
tive part in tho work of the Commit-
teo on Industrial Organization,
carofully avolding any blankot on-
dorgemoatt of the CIO, bocause the
CIO _under its present leadership
may continue to do good work and we
hope it does; but,on tho other hand
it may not,and socialists must cone-
tinue to be on guard." (Amorican
Socialist Monthly, Juno 1936, p. 9
My emphasis ~ A. B.)

This "on the onc hand,on the oth-
or hand" businoss is the ‘eritical sup-
port" Dby vhich the opportunist swind~-
lors camouflngoe their propping up of
roactionary leaderse. Evory opportunist
indulges in those "eritical support!
antics toward his brothor opportunistse

Admiration for the "good work" of
Lewis stemmod from nnother treacherous
sourca. Speaking of an "advance" of
the American workers, the treacherous
Comintoern buroaucrats sang the praises
of the Lowis gang for !"facilitating!
this so-callod advance:

YOn the one hand, the CeI.O. load-
ors, progressively minded, put them-
selveg nt the head of the awakoening”
orkors and did a-groat deal to fa-

cilitate thoir advance." (Wm. Ze
Fostor, Tho Communist, August

1938, p. 697)

Thus, Fostor, Thomas, Lovostons,
and Cannon~Shachtman all unitod on the
noto of paying homage to tho strike-
breaker Lewis. All of these leadors
united in concealing Lowis' reaction-

ary role by identifying him in some
way with the interests of the working
classs All united in this swindle
which palmed off a labor agent of ths
bosses as having accomplished some .
thing that advanced the interests of
the American workerse

The Trotsky Swing To Opposition
Yo lewis

IN the years 1938-40 the Trotsky

line of critical support to
Lewis began subtly to change with more
and more emphasis on the criticism and
less on the support until for a time
the idea of support was completely
dropped. There were many factors in
the situation which dictated a tempe--
rary change in 1lino. Tho policy of
open physical annihilation introduced
by the Moscow trials was translatod in-
to an organized lynch campaign by the
Amorican Synalinists against the Trot-
skyltas. Meanwhile, it became pat-
ently obvious that a bloc had boen
formed in the unions between the Iewis
machine and the Browder gang. In pay-
mont for Browder's support, Lemis ap-
pointod Harry Bridges CIO director for
tho wost coast giving the Browder gang
a free hand for the whole arca. In
this soctor the main area of Trotekyite
influence centered in the Sailors Un-
ion of the Pacific (S.U.P.) affiliated
to the AFL and led by Harry Lundeborg.
Tho Lowis appointment of Bridges syme
bolizod an offort to wrock the S.U.P.,
vhich was immediatoly attempted by
Bridges, accompanied by the usual Stal-
inist mothods of physical violonco,
scabbing on tho S.U.P., otce

In Minneapolis, whora most of the
Trotsky strongth in the unions was con-
centratod, the Sgalinists in tho name
of the CIO mnd with the connivance of
Levis attempted an organization drive
and succossfully smung tho Machinist:
uniong to the CIO. Since tho Trotsky
strongth in Minneapolis was in the AFI
broaking up the AFL and fostoring the
CI0 meant the destruction of whatever
influencoe the Troteky leadors possessod
thero, Whorovor the United Front be~
twoen Lowis and the Stalinists manifost-
ed itself it constitutod a threat to
the Trotsky forces in the unions and
tho Trotsky 1leadore accordingly ro-
sponded with ovoer incroasing castiga-
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tion of the lewis~Stalinist bloc.

Daring the latter part of 1939
and throughout 1940 a peguliar series
of circumstances intervened to alter
somewhat the relationship of forces in
the CIO. Sidney Hillman got the
inside track with the Roosevelt
political machine and won the post as
"labor representative" in the govern~
meni, a post which Lewis felt rightly
belonged to him. Lewis immedintely
"broke" with Roosevelt and started a
clique fight against Hillman in the
CIO.

During the early stages of this
-bureaucratic gang warfare the Trotsky
leadors oxplicitly agreed that both
sides werc waging a clique fight and
that tho idea that thore were any prin-
ciplod differoencos botwoen thom was a
Stalinist invention:

"For —t0 got down to cases —tho
fight botweon Hillman and lowis is
nothing but a clique fight. Hill-
man is undoubtedly trying to push
Lewis out of tho loadorship of the
CIO; Lowis is retaliating in kind.
But principled issues? Whore gre
they? The Stalinists try to invent

some." (Socialist Appoal, Septcmbor
28, 1940. Ediderial pamge)

The Trotskyitoes Mako a Discovery

I‘N the summor of 1941 the Lewis-
Hillmat clique fight continuod
but extarnal cvents intervoenod to
change the line-up of forces.
Tho imperialist~planned invasion of the
Soviet Union opened in Juns 1941, Stal-
in and the "democracios" told the mas—
ses that thero was an glliance between
the Sovict Union and the imperialist
powerss The Stalinist burdaucrats
raisgd a great clamor in favor of the
"ATlied" governments. In previous po—
riods thce #Cominitern® 1line had beon
changed from zigzag t0 a1gzag without
reogards to Stalin's foréign policy and
sometimos cven flew in thu face of the
latter (c.g.,the "Third Poriod" uproar
kopt up in Gormany during Stalin's
"friendly" rolations.with tho imporial-
ists of tho Weimar Ropublic). For the
first time, in June 1941, tho Stalin-
ist burcaucrats sewitchod tho "Qomin-
torn" linec for tho oxplicit purposc of

making it directly coincide with Sta-
lin's foreign policy. The Browder
gang, who only the day before had been
shouting curses at Roosevelt, now as
lustily sang his praises, The phoney
Lewis opposition to Roosevelt no longer
served the Stalinists and they accord-
ingly dumped him overboard and switch-
ed to Hillman.

Important developments in the sum-

~mer of 1941 were also stirring in the

Trotsky movement. Daniel Tobin, with
the collaboration of the Roosevclt
machine, moved to oust the Trotsky
leaders from the Minncapolis teamsters
union making a further stay in the AL
manifestly impossible for them, Mean..
whilo a beckoning finger was tempting
ly extended by Lewis to the Trotsky
leaders and their union. For a long
timo Lowis had beon trying to raid the
AFL in the Construction and Teamstors
field, as the Trotsky loaders had been
pointing out for a poriod of ycars in
their press. The Trotskyite led union
looked liko a Juicy plum to Lowis par-
ticulurly since it would gain him the
long desirod foothold amongst tho toam-
storse

The situation called for some del-
icato maneuvering on tho part of Can~
non and Co6,. For many years the Capnnon
loadorship had campaignad against tho
CI0 incursions in Minneapolis. Fure
thormors, thoy had boen sharply de-
nouncing Lewis for conducting an un-
principled clique fight against Hillw
man as we have shown above. Moreover,
tho situation was rendored even  mere
delicato because the Lowis-Hill man
clique fight at this timo was s8till
raging throught the CIO.

What course did the Cannon lead-
ership follow? Thoy themsclves bogan
to invent principlod diffcrences be-
tween lewis and Hillman. The Trotsky-
ites buddpnly "disvovoroa® that Iewis
conderned the usc of troops to breoak
the strike at tho North American Avia-
tion Plant, that Lowis fought against
tho nnti-labor functions of tho Nation-
al Dofonsc Mediation Board, that Lewis
rosisted shackling the CIO to the
Roosevelt war mnchine, etc., otc. And
on theso alleged grounds tho Cannonites
declﬂred thﬂt "- ..PRO@ESSIVE TRADE UN-
IONISTS MUST SUPPORT LEWIS AGAINST THE
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HILIMAN-STALINIST BLOC." * (The Milie
tant, Septs 6, 1941, p. 3. My capitals,
A.B.) All these inventions of “progres-
sive' functions for Lewis were very
convenient for the Cannon leadership,
but they required a good deal of "for-
getting" of what the Trotskyites theme
selves had written about Lewis in con~
nection with the above-cited instanc-
8.

During the previous period when
the Trotskyites were talking against
Lewis they had shown that Iewis
through his agents had sold out the
strike at the North American Aviation
Plant (Sec The Mjlitant, Aug. 30,1941,
p.4), that Lewis had sent his agents,
Murray and Kennedy, into the National
Defenss Mediation Board and had par-
ticipated directly in its anti-labor
functions, (See the ZFourth Interna -
tional, May 1941, p.104) and that Iewe
is had cexplicitly endorsed the Roosec-
velt war program. (See Socinlist Ap-

peal, Junc 15, 1940, p. 4) In a word,
when the Trotskyites, as payment to
Lewis for support ag-inst Tobin ,

switched to suppert of Lewis, they had
to keop mum about all they had shown
proviously concerning Lowis! troacher-
ous role. This unprincipled mansuver
by Cannon and Compagy is typical of
their whole activity in the trade un-
ion movement. For their clique intor-
ests, the Cannon 1leadership unhesi-
tatingly spreads the most poisonous
decoptions amongst tho workers and at-
taches them to any reactionary, doub-
lo-crossing swindler vwho happons to

fit into any particular Cannonitc manw~ -

ouvaere

When Iewis payod off by provid-
ing the Trotsky 1leaders with some
statoments protesting the F.B.I. and
Tobin persecutions, the horsoc trade was
completeds The Trotskyites paraded
the Lewis statemonts to show that thoy
had the support of an influontinl sec-
tion of the "labor movement." In re-
turn, Lewis won Trotskyitc support and
thoreby gained a new ally in his
struggle against Hillman. That the
Trotskyite loaders understood porfect-

*For a detailed discussion of this
point sce "The Cannonites and John L.
Le7is" — THE BULLETIN, Novomber 1941)

ly the deadly meaning of their calling
for support to Lewis can be proved be-
yond the shadow of a doubt. The Trot.
skyite flip-flop of 1941 toward the
Lewis camp had an anti-working
class significance which can be best
described by citing their ow words
from the year before when the future
horeedeal with Lewis was not yet in
view;

"To trust Lewis, to lean on Lewis,
to expect anything from Lewis, in
the coming period of war and social
convulsion, would be to deliver the
American workers into the hands of
their enemies." (Socialist Appeal,
July 6, 1940, p. 4)

We agree with these words onc hun-
dred por cent. We declared thoe same
truths time and again before the work-
ers and never went back on them. With
Cannon and Co., however, truth occu-
pies an entireoly different position,
When it serves his clique purpcses,
Cannon will even resort to uttoring
bits of truth, only to discard them un-
hositatingly when his clique mancuvers
roequire the uso of outright lies.

The Cannonite flip~flop to Lowis
has somo amusing foeatures also. An
outstanding one is tho Cannonite chid-
ing of the Social Democrats when the
lattor wore throwing their support to
lewis:

"Its case :oomes down to saying:
if Hillman is no friend of industri-
al unionism, neither are Lowis and
the Stalinists. In that case, logic
would domand that the Call demounce
both Lewis and Hillman and cdl up~
on the CIO workers to mobilize un-
der a third banner in defense of in-
dustrial unionism. But thesc Nor-
man Thomas Socialists know only onec
method in trade union 'politics':
pick vhich ono of the big shots
you'll dback." (Socialist Appeal,
December 14, 1940, p. 2)

"Pick which ono of the big shots
you'll back" —a superbd description of
the trado union 1line of the Cannon
leadership!
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The Trotskyites and the Betrayal of
- the Mine Strike in 1943

N 1943 a severe crisis convulaed
the coal fields which threat-
ened to erupt into a strike ofmajor
proportions. Such a strike would have
shaken up. the authority of the strike-
breaking War Labor Board and wauld have
shattered the open no-strike agreement
concluded between the labor fakers and
the bosses! government which was and
still 1is paralyzing the union workers
and leaving them an easy prey to reac—
tion. The conclusion of the mine cri-
sis found the strike movement strang-
led by Lowis who prevented a real
struggle by secret negotiations and
truces with the bosses and their gov-
ornment agonts. As a result of this
betrayal the exploitation of the miners
was intensified. The WILRB decision
for a stretch~out in hours was agreedto
by Iewis in return for a trifling in-
crease of a fow conts an how which
didn't even romotely resemble the mod-
est domands made at the beginning of
tho situation on Mardéh 10, 1943.

How did Lewis maneuver to achieve
this boetrayal? On March 10 lewis of-
ficially openod negotiations with the
coal-owners. The bosses rejocted tho
demands without much ado in line with
tho strategy of passing tho buck to
the WIB which works 4in connivance
with tho capitalists. By the ond of
March it was becoming clear that tho
WLB and the operators whom it real-
ly roprescnted would not accede to any
demands really bYeneficial to the min-
ere. To stave off a strike which
would logically follov from such a sit-
uation, ILowis agreed to a "truce" bo-

hind the back of the minors and “ex-

tonded negotiations"'for thirty days,
The incipient strike was thus behoaded
by Lewis. Whon this strike-breaking
agreement terminated, Roosoevelt "taok
over the mines" and Lewis responded

with anothor strike-breaking "truce,"
this timo for fifteen days. Tho farce

of "nogotiation" cantinued but still

no indication was given that any dew
mands would be granted. At the expire
ation of these fifteen days, the ques-
tion of strike again came to the fore.
and again Lewis responded witlh another
striko-broaking "truce" for another

fifteen days. This rupn~-around for the

rank-and-file minors continued to June

1 vhen the May 15 "truce" ended. Now,

for the first time the miners actually

stayed out of work a few days although

no strike call was issued by Lowie.The

latter, by this timo, was confronted

vith a growing rhnk-and-file rebellion

against his policies. On June 5, with

the aid of his lieutenants he met the

new situation with yet anothor "truce"

for another fiftesn days. On June <20,
when this "truce" expired the miners

again faced the alternative of a fight-
to-the-finish strike which they desir.

ed from tho first.Meanwhile the revolt

against strike~breakor lowis began to

assumeé large scale proportions, virtu-

ally all the miners walking out. Clear-
3y, the game of "trucos" was now wash-

ed up and lLowis had to terminate the

situation quickly. He did so two days

later, on June 22, with a return-to-
work ordere. Tho original demands wore

throm out, the conditions of work re-

mained the same, and & four month peris~
od(to October 1943) for the definitive

docision by the WIB was set by Lewise

We have already mentionod this deci-

sion above — & stretch-out in hours

in return for a miserable hourly in-

creasoe The final upshot of this situ~

ation was that the authority of the

bosses! WLB was upheld and strength -

oned as well as the opon no-strike a-

greoment. .

Only the strike-breaking policles
of Lewis made this stinging defeat of
the miners possible. His repented vor-
bal bdlasts against the WIB during
tho course of thc mine crisis were on-
ly face-saving tricks to give the mine
ers the impression that he was putting
up a struggle in their intoroests. When
Lowis finally stifled the threatencd
strugslo by dumping the matter into
the lap of the WIB whose verdict he
accepted in October 1943, he plainly
showed that his ‘“opposition" to the
WLB was Just a sham to fool the min-
ers into accopting his leadership.

In this betrayal of the miners
Lewie found many outside assistantse
Lewis, romomber,wae the big-shot pick-
ed by Cannon in 1941, The Cannon lead-
orship gave Lowis sypportand concealcd
his strike-~breaking, In their gnme of
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playing up Lewis, the Brotsky Ibaders
could hardly find enough superlatives
in praise of hims¢ During the mine cri-
sis they pictured his leadership as
follows:

"Thanks to his agressive and ine
dependent policies, Lewis has done
much to rehabilitate his reputationd
(The ¥ilitant, May 15, 1943)

The double-crossing behavior of
Lewis, with his cooked-up strikce-break-
ing agrecments, concluded with thoe cap-
italist represcntatives behind the
back of the minors,mt an cnthusiastic
response from the Cannon crew:

"By his mastorly conduct of the
nmincrs! battle Lewis has won groator
support from the miners than he has
ever had during the past twonty
years." (The Mjlitant, May 22,1943)

The Cannonitos wore not in the
lcadoership of any miners! union, but
just as surely as if thoy werc, they
helped +to sell out tho mine strike by
their whitowash of Lowis!' treachorye.

Tho Shnachtimanite Linc on Lowis

ted organigzationally from Can-
non.™ Prior to this Shachtman had
shared the leadership of the official
Tyotsky movement with Cannon and in
this capacity supported and partici-
pated in all the manocuvers with tho
rotton Lewis machine. When Shachtman
set out on his own as the leador of
the Workers Party ho cortinued the sarme
trade union policios which he had fol-
lowed in the Socialist Workers Party.
During the coursc of the threoatoned
minoe struggle vhich Lowis strangled in
1943, Shachtman applied the samo poli-
cy that Canncn was pursuing. He mise
led the workors under his influonce
with the story that Lowis! union was
waging a corroct struggle — not only

IN August 1940 Shachiman separa-

in +the interests of the miners, but
for the ontire American working class
as well:

"Lewis is the leader of a union

that is waging a battle for all la-
bor ~ and waging 1t proporly."
(Labor Action, May 17, 1943, p. 4)

The #rufhful statemeént would have been:
Lewis 1is the leader of a union who is
selling his 500,000 miners down the
river.

After the conclusion of the mine
crisis the Shachtmanite support to Lew-
is continued. So far have- the Shacht-
manite lemders gone in distorting and
concealing the role of John L. Lewis
that they pretend that he did not be-
have as a Murray or Grecn would have
in the mine strikc situation of 1943 :

"The Roosevelt government attcmmt -
ed to break thc UMWA bccause this
union by its actions was upseiting
the wage-frecze apple cart and in
faet renpudiating the no~strike
pledgoc. Its loader, Lewis, unlikec
Murray, Green and Thomas, did not
rush from mino to mine exhorting
the men to return to work." (Labor
Action, Oct. 2, 1944, original em-

phasis)

A more Dbrazen distortion of the
truth could not be imagined. The first
time the miners walked éut was on June
5, 1943 aftor months of "truces" and
stalling by Lowis. This walkout was
directod agninst Lewis and was so treat-
ed by hime Evon tho capitalist press
reported this fact and showod that tho
Lewis honchmen were going from mine to
mine in an ondeavor to nip the incipi-
ont strike in ths bud. Under thc hoead-
line "Iowis Mcing Crisis as Rebellious
Men Roturn to Mjnos,"tho Now York Post
reportod;

"With fow excoptions, coal miners
in this area wont back to work to-
day — but they returnod reluctant.
ly and only aftor UMW officials
crushed a budding rank-and-filc re-
volt.

"It was the most sorious crisis
facod by the United Minoe VWorkers Un-
ion since tho wage controversy
started, John L.  ILewis, himsclf,
obviously concerned with the trond,
was in constant communication by
tolophone with local officials,
while mombors of the policy commit-
toe rushed from mosting to mecoting,
scoking to stem the robellion."
(June 7, 1943)
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Thus,  Lewis, contrary to the

Shachtmanite fable did exhort the
workers in minuo after mine to return

to worke JShachtman's myth constitutes
Just so much whitewash for the 1labor
faker, Lewise.

Daring the mine crisis of 1943 we
exposed Lewis'! strike-breaking role,
and tore the mask off his "Left" sup-
porceers.  Readers have only to look
back in the pugses of THE BULLETIN to
verify tais in th» writton record, to
cunpar¢c  the truthful picture we pre-
sonled of Lewis sdll out with the lies
and vimitewash spread by thoe opportun-
ists.e (Sco "The Betrayal of tho Mine
ors," TEZ BULLETIN, Soptember 1343)

Had the policy prescnted by our
tondoncy on the mino strike been ac-
cepted by koy soctions of thoe workers,
the story of that profoundly signifi-
cant svent would have been told in
quite different terms, not a story of
botrayal, but onec of the ousting of the
traitors and the victory of the minors.
Unfortunately, even the —orkors who
are rclatively well advanced political-
ly romained under the domination of op-
portunist frauds like Cannon and Shacli-
- man and worc made simply a tail to Lew-
is and his crimes. Tho possibility of
proletarian victorios in the tradso une
ioa field, as in the political,hinges
on tho rojection of the opportunistsby
the loading soctions of the working
class and their re-unification on a
Marxist linc.

%* » »

In the Fall of 1944 the Lewis rid-
don TUnited Minc Workors Union hecld a
convention, The Shacktmanite organ
Labor Action,goos to great lenghths to
picture in glowving, cnthusiastic lan-
guage the goingis-on at thoss bureau-
craticaily manioulated shindigs. The
kind of garbage singled out for spe-
cial praise is well illustrated in
vhat L.ibow Action picked as the *high -
ligihth of this 1944 convention,

"The highlight of the Convention
was the exchange of telegrams be-
tween the Interior Department and
the UMWA. We only have space for
some of the best para:zraphs from

these replies of the convention."
{October 2, 1944, p. 2. My em -
phasis)

What wers some of "the best paragraphs®
vhich Labor Action saw fit to quote?
In the first telogram by the Lewis bu-
reaucrats, ono excerpt reads as fol-
lows:

"IYou know, Mr. Secretary of the
Interior, the ccal miners are doing
a joo procducing ceal to win the war:
thoy arc Luylng bondse to00s Wo
hope you wvill study the record on
these facts.  Wieh nearly 300,000
loss men cmployed in the anthracite
and the Dbituminous industries, we
will produce this yoar nearly
45,000,000 tons more than was pro-
duced in the war year of 1918.'
(Ivid,)

Thus, the Shachtman léaders dwee
to display the boasts of the Lewis
crooks about the increased spesed-up of
the miners, their intensified exploita~
tion, and played up the miszuided min-
ors! pro-capitalist illusions, nurtur-
od by nonc other than the lLewis bu~
reaucrats themselves.

From the other tolcgram the
Shachtmanite 1leadors exhibit a piece
of fraudulent domagogy which all bu~
reaucrats seek to instill among the
naive and uninitinted — i.e., that
thoy are not bureaucrats at all but
loyal servitors of the rank-and-files

"IThis convention is the supreme
autihority of tho union. Ve arc tho

employsrs of John L. Lewis and he
is responsive to our orders,'"
(Ivid.)

Theso oxcerpts, according to the
Shachtmanites reprosented only the hbeet
paragraphse We can picture vhas was
contained in tho parts that were not
quoteds  And these 'hest paragranhs.M
according to thc Shachimaanites, high-
lightod Iewie! convoentiond

One stumbling dlock which automat-
ically confronis the Trotsky leaders in
thoir line of hooking their followors
to the Lewis gang; is Lowis' open sup-
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port to capitalism, a fact which must¢
be explained away to the revolutionary
workers following Shachtman. Ever
since he set out on his "own" Shacht-
man has followed the originagl Social
Democratic, Stalinist and Cannonite
fraud that Iewis was a "progressive'
oia  pursly trade union questions but a
hopeless reactionary on political ques-
tiocns. For exnmple, Labor Action pre-
sents Lewis as a symbol of cours couruge on
the trade union question:

"In Iewis' case, you have a labor
lendor with great imagination and
courage on purely trade union gues-
tions, "Ho despite that. is a hope~
less roeactionary politlcallx "
(July 31, 1944, p. 4. BEmphasis in
original.)

The truth is that thoere is, of
course, no Chinese Wall ssparating the
political Lowis, who serves capitalism
and tho labor faker Lewls who sarves
the bosses in tho trade union sphore.
But the Shachtman leadors see a source
of inspiration ("great imagination and
courage’) in Lewis'! strike-broaking
role in the unions, his open boasts a-
bout tiac incrcased speed-up (and therc-
fore the intonsifioed exploitation) of
the miners, and his proud refercncos
to their bourgoois idcology.

What is all this talk about Lewis
being "a labor leader 7ith great imag-
ination and courage on purely trade un-
ion quostions¥? This is sheor bunk
aund Shachtman knows it. Here is the
real Lewis, as described by the Trot-
skyites thcmselves — a plain labor
crook and thief:

"His carcer of 'industrial statos-
manship! boegan many yoars ago as a
petty official systematically loot-
ing the trcasury of the Panama, Il-
linois 1local wunian. Throvgh that
he learned the first lossons in the
shady art of buying hoeanchmen.In the
highest office of the union ho made
it into a system. Ho reinforced
this with the methods of 4dcliorate
voto-stealing, frame.-ups, ard slug-
ging of opponents." (The Militant,
February 10, 1934, p. 1)

In cxplaining away the Lewis who

is "a hopeless reactionary politically"
the Shachtmanites have introduced an
innovatina- Tt turas out, according
to Iauer Av*inn yha Towis i: cad
because he 51nce*elv beLleves -1—%55
pronises of the Republican Party!

"Lewis oviden*dy Delieves vhat
the Republican platform says avoub
its oppomition +to the freezing of
wagoes and its protestations on les
bor front trends of the Rooscvelt
governmenv. This is certainly a
very naive and wo might say non-pol-
itical manner for tho leader of a
great organization like the Miners
Union to rendor or withhold politi-
cal support to oithor of the two
capitalist parties." (Septembor
11, 1944, p. 2)

Shachtman knows perfoctly well
that Icwis mado a big fortunc out of
his swindling of tho trade union -vork-
ors; that Lowis hobnobs with million-
airoc pnls who implicitly trust him ;
that Lowis is tho uniquoly skillful or-
ganizor of the outstanding burcaucrate
ic gnngster machinoe in the tradc union
movement; that Lowie for docadcs has
boen ono of the top personal advisers
to the imperianlist politicians on ways
and menns of swindling and oxploiting
tho workers; that Lowis is lookcd upon
by the imporialist masters as onc of
their chiof tools in keoping the work-
ors undor the Wall Strect hecel. his
master-mind of treachory is whitcewash-
ed by Shachtman as politically naive!

We recall how the Social Democrats
praised the ILewis gang for its "good
work® in the CIO, how the Stalinists
praised Lowis! leadership vhich, tley
said, facilitated an "advanco" of <¢h2
Arerican -rorkers. Shachtman is cven
more cnthusiastic than the rotten nni
criminnl Social Democrats and Strlimn .-
ists in his praise of Lewis' rolc dur-
ing the formative period of the CIO.

"JOEHN L. LEWIS DID FIN. WORK FOR
THE CIO."  (Labor Action, Nov. 27,
1944, p. 2. My capitals - A, B.)

The strangling burcaucracy at tho
top, the open strike-brenking, the no
less opeonly acknowledged class collab-



«30-

orationism of the CIO leadership— all
this was what Lewis bequeathed to the
workers in the CIO. "Fine work" in-
deed! Nothing could botter expose the
Shachtman role of screening the trade
union agents of the bosses than this
particular estimation of Lewis! "work."

The Qutcome of the Opportunists!
r Trade Unionism

HE trade unions, historically or-
gand” of defense of the workers, have
been convertsd into a set of chains
vwhich render them hplpless before the
assaults of the ¢lass enemy. The mech-
anism of this transformation is the in-
filtration of a powerfully orgamnized,
corrupt, troeachorous loadership whose
loyaltics are complotoly attached to
®all Stroot. The class collaboration-
ist wunions today arec tho chief strike-
breaking device in America. It can be
stated without any reservation that if
it wore not for the parnlyzing influ-
once of the class collaborationist
leadorship of tho unions, the United
States would havoe boon swept in the
last couple of yoars with an all-em~
bracing wave of militant strikos. The
quostion of leandership is paramount .
Many perfcectly honest workers -havo a
tendency to:regard the unions with a
strongly romantic view. "They are or-
ganizations of workers!" This fact is
the all-in-all in this liminted view
of the unions. History proves that it
is preciscly organizations of workers
which have perpotrated tho groatost
crimes ngninst tho toilorse¢ It is on-
ly necessary to cite the Stalinist par-
ties, the Socinl Domocratic parties and
other opportunist organizations whose
ranks arc predominantly from tho wage
working class. In all casos, the load-
ers cengincoered the crimes; the working
class rank-andefilo woro tho victims.

In light of this fundamental his-
torical fact, thoe onormity of the Can-
non ~Shachtman typoe of opportunism in
the trade union question stands out
aill the more sharply. Cannon-Shach te
man's trade wunion tactic i@ nothing
mors than fishing for a hand-out from
some of the biy shicts. This tactic is
concratized in light of tho momentary
exigoncies of the situation. In 1938,
for a while, it looked ns if a pioece

~ Lowis,

of' pie might be forthcoming from Homer
Martin, Tho latter is practicallya
symbol for the most crass and flagrant
careerism, happened to be engaged in a
gang fight with the Stalinists. This
was an opening for Cannon-Shachtman to
do a 1little bootlicking. Hence they
promptly began to yell for support to
Martin. This was their "intervention"
in that situation. Unfortunately for
Cannon-Shachtman, Martin bungled the
affair and was eventually wiped out of
the union movement entirely. Cannon.
Shachtman were 1left with their eazer
paws outstretched — and empty. "Dut: .

fully," they engaged in "Bolshevik
self-criticism" and declared that Mar
tin was after all a good-for-nothing

dog who was incapable of really waging
a principled fight. On other occa~
sions the self-styled "Bolshevik-Ienin
ists" woere luckior in their maneuvers.

Thus in the New York Food Workers un-
lon at the ond of 1940 they formed a
bloc with ¢tho Stalinist bureaucrats.

In roturn for this support which put
tho Stalinists back into power in that
union, the biggor burcaucrats throw
Cannon a bono in the form of a fow mi-
nor posts. For their cringing bofore
Cannon 2nd Company received
some CIO ondorsemonts in the olique
fight with Tobin. And so on down the
line. Trando union ork is a busincss
with those opportunists. Onc makes an
"investmont" and one expocts "returns."
The shoddy commodity lkmown as Trotsky-
ite trade union work is sold to the
rank-and~file all wrapped up in bright
red tissue in the form of long winded
theses and resolutions on Thc Tasks of
tho Trado Unions, Our Platform in tho
Auto Workers Union, What Next for the
Amorican Trado Uniodns,etc.,ctc. When

workers who do not know the poisonous

reality back of theso pretensious ha-
ranguos rend them, they imagine Connon-
Shachtman aro literally running them-
sclves ragged trying to instill new
life into the trade unions and break
them from their present bondage. All
the trade union fakers emnloy the same
trickse As a matter of fact, Cannon-
Shachtman 1learncd thoir act in tho
Stalinist Party and that today, more
than sixteon years aftor they went in-
to business for themselvos, they still
ongage in the same antics, only provos
how well they learned their lessons in
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the Foster-Lovestone School.

Such a brand of +trade unionksnm

can only have deadly results for the
workers. The entire direction of the
trade unions must be torn from the
claws of these swindlers to whom the

unions are nothing but a source of ca~
reers, prestige and power, In our
fight for this aim, which is and can
only be a revolutionary aim, our line
has been clear and consistent. We
have exposed the perversion of trade un-
ionism into a policy of horse deals
and, to the extent of our influonce,
have brought to tho attention of the
vworkers the crimes being committed a-
gainst them through the medium of the
unions. Our fight is to transform the
unions to thoir original state, organs
of protection of tho workers, but with
a Marxist understanding in the place
of the utoplan notions of the old
founders. As long as the unions re-~
main in the hands of the prosent load-

ers, . they can be only organg of sell-
out. This is tho crux of the entire
probleme The pseudo-Marxists of tho

Cannon-Shachtman stripe play a special
role in frustrating tho strugglo to
cleanse the unions of their corrupt
leadorship. Cannon-Shachtman havo di-
rect influencoe over workors who al-
ready roalize that tho presont union

lendership is hopolessly rotten  and

must bc ousted.This is tho reason why

Cannon-Shachtman arc compelled from

time to time to issue romarks against

people like Lewis, Groen,Martin and

their ilk. The anti-union fakor noiseo

by Cannon-Shachtman is sheer damagogy,
for their basic line is to use their

followers as a pawn in the game of an-
gling for posts from the real big pow-
ers in the unions. That in the course
of this Job-hunting scramble Cannon.
Shachtman have to condone and whito-
wash an cpoch-making scll-out such as
that of tho minc strikc of 1943 is one
ly an "iancident" to these carocrists,
but a matter of the greatest and most
vital concorn to overy honest worker .
These "incidents" have put the toilors
in their present torrible situation.

Without those "incidonts" perpetrated
by the opportunist leaders, thc capi-
talist class would be almost poverless
to continue its oppression, for under
a Marxist leadorship the enormous and
powerful proletariat could crush the
bourzcoisic with easo. The capital-
iste 1look 80 strong only becausc the

~ leadership of the working class is so

treacherous.

We have been speaking as if the
trade union sphere were an entity in
itself not connected with the other
phases of 1life in class society. 1In
reality, the trade union line of any
organization is organically linked to
its pclitical line; indeed, it is only
an expressiocn of politicss. Examine an
organization's pclitical line and you
will know fn advance the naturec of its
tradeo urion policy. Undorstand its
trade -uiion line and you will know its
brand oi politics. The Trotskyites’
trade union linc is the mirror image
of thoir fuandamental political posi-
tion. In the political spherc the Can-
non-Shachtman loadorship has a long
recoird of foisting on the workors an
opportunist 1line of support to the
Stalinist Party, to the Social Demo-
cratic Party and to the trade union
caroorists drossod up 4in political
clothes 1labellcd "ILabor Party." - It
goos without saying that this support
is rationalized with “criticism,% with
"oppositional® gesturos and the like,
all designed to make the opportunist
mancuvers palatable to the relatively
advanced rank-and-filoe

The outcome of the trade union
policy of the opportunists is nccessar-
ily manifestod in the political aspocts
of the class struggle. Just as there
is no such thing as "purc and simple
trade unionism," so the offects of any
lino in the trade unions arce not pure-~
ly nnd simply cconomic. The fundamen-
tal offects arc political. Iowis, to
take an outstanding example, is only
in appoarance an economic agent of Wall
Street imperinlism. Basically, he and
his kind are politicnl agents function-
ing in the so-cnlled oconomic sphere.
Lewis® scll-outs in tho "pure and sim-
ple trndec union struggles" result in
tying thc workers to capitalism as n
social systcm. His crookoed machina-
tions in the trade unions are an aspect
of peclitical counter-revolution. It
is to the latter that Cannon-Shachtman
chain the -7orkers with their trade un-
ion tactics and it is in this fundamen-
tal light tuat the Trotskyite loaders!
tradec union policies must be under-
stood,

Arthur Burko
February 9, 1945
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SOME LIGHT
ON A
CROOKED DEAL

NOX them by the blocs they make
is the translation into  political
terms of an old and familiar proverb.
A highly revealing episode in the car-
eer of Trotsky's so-called "Opposi-
tion" in the Soviet Union was his bloc
with Zinoviev and Kamenev in the years
1926-27. This incident is especially
interesting in light of the fact that
Zinoviev and Kamanev were originally
clique partners of Stalin. Zinoviev
and Kamenev (with Stalin at first in
ths background) were, moreover, the
authors of the faction fight opened in
the Autumn of 1923 to oust Trotsky
from power and so initiate a bureau-
cratic centralization process to thelr
owvn advantage. This pair of eminent
bureaucrats was profoundly involved in
the dsgencration of the Bolshevik
loadership.

How did it happen that at a cer-
tain stage they = entered into a dloe
with Trotsky against whom for three
years they had boen waging a bitter
clique fight? The Trotsky leaders
have given an explanation of this
startling about~face in rather simple
terms. Shachtman in an old pamphlet
on the history of tho Trotsky faction
puts it this way:

"The first two years of struggle
of +the Opposition finally  Dbore
fruit in the revol$ of the ‘revolu~
tionary Leningrad proletariat in
1925, which compelled its lecaders—
mon like Zinoviev who had fathered
the campaign against 'Trotskyism'—
to combine in a bloc with the 1923
Opposition." (Ton Years, The His-
tory of the Left Opposition, p. 54)

Shachtman, of course, is only re--
poating the official explanation is~
sued by Trotsky himself. 4 lator eox-
ample of this explanation was given
by Trotsky bofore the Dowey Commission:

"Thoy worc under the pressuro of

workers, of the best workers we had
~-0f Petrograd and Moscow-—the most

developed and most educated workers.
Stalin's support was in the pro-
vinces, the bureaucracy in the pro-
vinces. At first they did not
themgelves understand — that 1is,

Zinoviev and Kamenev, as others #d-
80 —~ why the split came. But it
was the pressure of the workers of
both capitals. The pressure of the

workers pushed Zinoviev and Kamonev
into contradictions with Stalin.

(The Case of Leon Trotsky. p. 81)

As wo see,according to the offi -

story of the Trotsky leaders, the
pressure of the workors who followed
Zinoviev and Kamonov caused s28ge
clique partners of Stalin to turn abmt
180 degrees and unite with Trotsky and
his "Opposition."

cial

If this is all that onc knows
about the matter, it sounds quite
plausible. In contrast to this o ffi-
cial version,however, Trotsky on other
occasions was constrained to paint
quite a difforent picture of this in-
cident.

According to this other version,
the workingclass followers of Zinovioev
and Kamenov had oxorted no pressure

vhatever, and what is more, thoy woro
strenuously opposed to any bloc with
Trotsky. For three years, Zinoviev

and Kamenev had been poisoning their
followers against Trotsky, so that
vhen the Dbloc with him was broached
from the top, even Zinoviev's petty
henchmen were absolutely flabbergasted,
at a loss to comprohend, and harshly

against it. Trotsky in a lettor of
Novomber 1927 testifies that Zinoviev
himself +told him how hard it was to

convinco his followers to agrce to the
bloc with Trotsky. In order to facil-
itate this bloc, Zinoviev had "admit-
tod" that he had besn wrong in at-

tacking Trotsky. Hers is what happen-
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"In this manner, Zinoviev ad-
mitted his mistake of 1923 (in
wazing a strtggle againgt !Trotsky-

ism!' and even characterized it as
much more danggtods than that of
1337 (when he opposed the October

insurrectiond )e

"fhis admlssion on the part of
Ziscviev  aroused Jenbicderable
astonishment ameng many  second—
rank leaders of the Ieniagrad Ope
position who were not imtlated into
the conspiracy and who honestly be-
lieved in the legend of 'Trotsky-
ism.!

"Zinoviev told me repeatedly: 'In
Leningrad we hammsred it into the
minds of the comrades more deeply
than anywhere else and it is, there-

fore, most difficult to reeducate
them.'" (L. Trotsky, The Stalin

School of Falsification, p. 91)

So far were Zinoviev's followers
from exerting pressure on him that it
was a tough job to "reeducate" them to
the idoa of joining up with Trotsky!

In fact, Zinoviev's proposal for
a bloc with Trotsky actually put the
former in danger of losing his support
ers. Trotsky himsoelf is the witness
testifying to this effect:

"On thc other hand, the advanced
Potrograd workers, followers of
Zinoviov, who had engaged honostly
and soriously in the struggle a-
gainst !'Trotskyism' could by no
means rcconcile thoemsolves to the
sudden turn of 180 degrees. Zinov-
iov was confronted with tho dangor
of losing the best elemonts of his
omn faction." (The New Intorna -
tional, Fobruary 1938, p. 57)

What is the meaning of thoese
sharply cohtradictory stories and what
is the rcal roason for the bloc formoed
by Zinoviev-Kamenev with Trotsky? The
story of the "prassurc of thoe workers"
is shoeer hokum, History recordis no
such proessuro on Zinoviev and Kameaov
and what is more, evun rctsky hirsalf
gives the 1lie to this yaran. Ua other
occasions, Trotsky let slip s%ill an-
other vorsion which not only oxplodes

the Myth about the "pressure of the
workers, ' buw peints tc the real rea-
sons for Zirvoview Lamenev’s move for a
bloc with Trobskre Stalit had atcumus
lated onormins power snc ais partners,
Zinoviev-Kuusnev, sew that thoy were
about te be ellowed out. They there«

fore cast about for some marcsuver t6
recoup their lost burcancratic fors
tunose A Dblcc with Tro4sky, in 1926

still a YPig figurc bofoirce the Soviet

masses, seemed & shrewd 4rick to Zin-

oviev and Kamenev. Tho latter pair

imagined thet by pooling thuir stocks

with fTrcisky's thoy would bc atle to

countertalance Stalin's mounting power.
Trotsky many years aftor tho evont ro-
lated thig Feal source of tho bloc of

192627

"They came over t6 the Opposition,
hoping to gain power 4n a short
lapse of time. Toward this end they
Joined with the 1923 Opposition."
(The Now International, Nov. 1934,

In other words, the whole thing

was a factional mancuver at the top.
Small wonder that the workers at bot-
tom, completely in the dark at what

was going on in tho loading circles ,
were actually shocked by tho Zinoviov-
Kamonev bloc with Trotsky.

There is one more point,a parti -
cularly choice ons, connected with this
episode which is worth relating. For
shearly factional roasons, as a trick
to decrease Trotsky's power and pres-
tigo, Zinoviev and Kammenev in 1923 had

~ launched an attack on Trotsky's thoory

of the Permancnt Revolution, original-
ly formulated many yes¥s earlier in
tho pre-1917 poried. Zinoviev and Kam-
enev took advantage of the fact that
Lenin prior to 1917 had mistakenly at-
tacked Trotsky's theory. Wo omphasize

the word mistakenly to difforentiate
Lenin's pro.-1917 attack vwhich was the

rosi; it of an honust error, from Zinov-
iev and Kamenev's 1923 attack which
was a deliberate, criminal clique man--
euver to domclish Trotsky as a figuro
in the Sovist Union. Lenin's old anti-
Troisky romarks were exhumed and cone.
stantly paraded befors the workers by
Zinoviev, Kameuev and Stalin after
1923, and the fact that in 1917 Ienin
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had sdopted Trotsky's theory in prac-
tice was concealed.The result was that
when Zinoviev-Kamenev in 1926 proposed
the bloc with Trotsky, their followers
raised a protest: What about Trotsky's
theory of Permanent Revolution? For
quite a while Zinoviev and Kamenev
have been shouting that this is a Men~
shevik theory and now they want to
form a bloc with Trotsky!

Zinoviev and Kamenev had to worm
their way out of this embarrassing
situation. The scheme they hit upon
was really simple, like so many great

crimes. Thoy "merely" got Trotsky to
repudinte his theory of the Pormanent
Revolution! By declaring publicly
that in the past controversies over
this theory Lenin who had actually

boen wrong— was right, and Trotsky-—
wvho had actually ‘been right — was
wrong, Trotsky officially washed his
hands of this great Marxist principlo,
His declaration to this offoect was
oven written into the Platform of the
Opposition, the "theoretical® vehicle
of the Zinoviev-Knmenev-Trotsky bloc:

"Trotsky has stated to the Intor-
national that inall those quostions
of principle upon which he disputod
with Lenin, Lonin was right — and
particularly upon tho question of
tho pormanont rovolution and the

peasantry." (See The Rqal Situa -
tion in Russia, p. 180)

That this was nothing but a man.
euver to cover Zinoviev's treacherous
tracks also can be proved directly
by Trotsky's own words:

"With my acknowledgement of Len -
in's correctness, Zinoviev sought ,
if only partially, to throw a veil
over the previous criminal 'ideolo-
gical! work of his om faction a~
gainst me." (L. Trotsky, The New
International, February 1928, p.57)

In such a shameful way was a fun-
damental Marxist position traded over
the counter in the formation of the
Zinoviev-Kamenev-Trotsky bloc.

We have reached the real essence
of Trotsky's bloc with Zinoviev and
Kamenev, a clique mancuver absolutely
dovoid of principle. We have como a
long way 4in these fow pagos from the
official Trotskyite fablc about the
"pressurc of the workers" with which
this article begins. But wc close
with tho political proverb with which
wo started: Know them by the blocs
thoy mako.

J«Ce.He
March 1945_
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