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TBE BULLETIN is devoted to crystallizing the programmatic founda-
tion for a new proletarian party in Americe -and & Marxist International.

On the basis of the lessons of the October Revolution, of the struggle a-
geinst the betrayals resulting fram the Stalinist degeneration of the Com-
intern, against the workings of Social Democracy, as well as against the
policies of imperialism in the present epochy, THE BULLETIN presents & sys—
tem of ideas for the fight against capitalism,

The immediate aim of THE BULLETIN is to arm tho revolutionary work-
ers with an understanding of the pseudo-Marxist organizations now control-
ling the proletarian vanguard and to organize these workers into a Marxist
Party,

The role of Stalinism a8 the chief betrayer within the ranks of
the proletariat and of the Trotsky tendency as a loyal "opposition" and main
prop of Stalinism among the revolutionary anti-Stalinist workers hag been
established in THE BULLETIN with &ocumentary evidence, THE BULLETIN con-
teins the only Marxist exposure of the so-called ultra-left tendencies which
spread the confusion that the Stalinist burocratic apparatus operating the
state issuing out of a proletarian revolution, is a new class,

To rally the proletarian vanguard around the program of Marxism for
the struggle to liberate the toiling masses from every form of oppression -
this is the purpose for which BHE BULLETIN has fought from its foundation

and which differentiates it from all other publications.
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GERMANY
The Imperialist-Stalin Tug Of War

Since tho Arding of the war Situatiom there has been a
sonse daplomatic atru-g1~ over tihe German-treaty ocuestion between
tuc forces of world capit:zlism on the one hand and tae Stalinist bureau~
cr.cy on the other. Germany has been a key point in ~orld economic and
political rel-tions ever since the October Revolution, and particularly
gince the advent of Hitler in 1933, Before taking up the attitude of thae
vorious political forces on this gusstion, it is necessary to give a
bricf review of the -"hole subject.

The Octobur Revolution occurred in the midst of the Imperinlist War
~nd was followed ~ year later by the defent of the Central Powers. Prior
to the rcealization by the bourgeoisic of the nced of submerging their
intur-impori:list antagonisms before the more fundamcntal antagonism
between the new fom of socialized cconomy to the imperialist system as
a whole, thore was a policy of w»lundering Germany. This policy continued
ior some time until it resulted in an unexamrled inflation zand a sharp-
ening revolutionsry crisis vhish showed that germany vas a decided storm
center for -orld capit-lisme Having staved off 2 successful revolution,
tharks to the opportunist forces within the working class, the ianternat-
ionsl finance capitalists sa7 the necassity of restoring Germany as a
strong bastion of cavitalisme With the advent of Hitler, international
imperislism pursued a consistent policy of building up that country with
the dual purpose of stabilizing it aud of using it to solve the major
provlem for the bourgaoisie, as the spearhead to defest the Soviet Union.
A practically disarmed and helpless Germany was assisted to the fullest
extent t0 rzarm, to gwin tremendously strategic toerritories nand to bPecome
o first rate cconomic ~nd military power. Borkin and Walsh of the Anti-
Trugt Division of the Unitod States Dep-rtment of Justice, in their book
"Gormeny's Sccret Weapon', have given scoree of instances of American
Trusts, such as the o0il, alwminum,beryllium, synthetic chemistry, and
otiaexr industries furgishing direct ecomomic aid to the weak, and in some
instances, bankrupt German concerns. One instasce is st forth of an
outright zift of $50,000,000 by the Standard 0il Co. of New Jersecy to a
thon coliapsing Gorman competitors

Incidontally, we may note tlhiat the whole history of uormany from
1923 to 1939, and warticularly from 1933 to 1939, refutes  the
Stnlin-Trotsky thoory of tho nrimacy of tho Great Britain- USA antagon-
isre If the main ~nt-gonism w-s botweoen the USA and Great Britain, then
it bezorics wttorly incomprchonsible that in unison the finance cnpitalists
>f these two oauuntries not only pourod millions of dollars iato Gormany
to build up, or ratlor to crogic an imperialist "rival," but also turn-
cd over to that urcsuﬂad rival half of Auropo. The rcal oxplanation of
coursc is ag we have indicated over since the beginning of our tendency,
thet the Englisk, American and French imperialists were not making ser-
iousterrors" over a period of years, but were definitely preparing Germ
any as the spearhend for the onsl-ught on the Soviet Unione



The colums of the Bulletin have shown , with deccurentary evidencs,
that from 1939 to 1945 there was no break in that policy; that in order
to carry eut the real w.r on the Soviet Union the i~perialists organe
ized o sham war armong themselves,

With the Nazi failure to defext the Soviet Union, the imperialists
were forced to alter their strategy. The basic intent to destroy the
socialized property remained the crux of the imperiaglist policy but the
means to accemplish that had to be changeds The German force had to be
replaced with the untapped military nower of Anglo-American imperialism.
The territories temnorarily handed to the Nazis were reoccupied and div-
ided bet—een the imperialists and Stalin, These two forces have been
brought face to face in Burone and Asia- the task for imperialism now
is to build up ~ war sentiment against the Soviet Union.

Whereas. in the previous war situation Germany served as the military
spearhead for world imperialism, today it has been converted into a bone
of contention to intensify the diplomatic cleavage beteen imperislism
and Stalin. An authoritative organ of capib~list opinion, "World Report"
in its issue of September 17,1946, has the provocative heading "U.S.
Challenges Soviet Union to Showvdomm Over Germany." This same issue sig-
nificantly enough contains on pages 42 to 45 the full text of an address
made by U.S. Secretary of State Byrnes at Stuttgsrt on Scntember 6th, 1946,
and is commented on by this bourgeois mag-zine in the following sentence:

"The issue has %o be faced, 3IZven if it mecans a showdowm with Russia
over the control of botlh Germany and Europe."

The speech of Byrues was a carcfully cnalculated reply to the speech
by Holotov in Julye- A comparison of. the two speoches will show that
both the irperialists and the Stalinists were mancuvering to get the
support of a2 unificd Germany in preparation for armed struggle. This
is a far cry from 1945 when Stalin was represented in the capitnlist press
ns aglorious ally", =nd a co-victor over fascieme Ho7 did it comc about
that now therc is the sharpest tension between Stalin and the imperial-
ists over Germany vwhercadiefore there was an amicable division of terr-
itory between them. Wny is it that the policy of Anglo-American imper-—
lalism was first to share occupation of Germany with Stalin and now to
set in motion a huge propazanda campaign against this very occupation by
Stalin? Wasn't it paradoxical for the imperialists to first carve up
Germany into zones and nov to quarrel with Stalin about the necessity for
German unification?

The clue t0 all these questions is the examination of how the imp-
erirlists and Stalin manipul~ted in entering Germany during the recent
var situations The policy followed in that period by each of the con-
tending camps laid the groundwork for the present diplomatic tug of war.
WVhat were these manipulations?

Shortly before August 1,1944, Btalin's army reached the bank of the
Vistula river before Warsaw and the border of East Pryssia in the north.
The army before Warsaw wae operating on what was called the centrsl fronte
Oh this fromt the Nazis directly guarded the path into Germany, Here



the Russian army closest to Germany stood some 325 miles =way from Berlin.
On August 1, the Warsav uprising oceurred, and lasted urtil October 3,

r. period of sixty-threc days. Stnalin's army withdrew from the outskirts
of the city, rem~ined stntionary, ~nd even ceased bombordment. The Nazi
army <as fully occupied in the dattle within Warsaw. From the purely
rilitary standpoint here was a marvelous opportunity to smash the Nazi
army. But thnt did not suit Stalin's pl-ns. The Nazi army was given a
free hend to slaughter the participsnts in the uprising.

¥canvhile, on the "Western Front", the Allied armies finished their
race throuzh France =nd haléed -t the German border on September 1,1944.
Yhere~s the imperialist nrmies even crosscd the border in certain minor
sectrrs, Stalin's rmy cn the other hand was in the middle of Poland and
touched only the border of Zast Prussia in the Notrth. Geographically,
the impsrialist forces were in an extremely favorable mosition to dash
intc Germany she~d of st~lin. According to imperialist sources. themsecl-
ves, was this psssible from ~ purely military standpoint?

In the first week of September, 1944, the entire imperialist press
v2s howling about the Battle of Germany. The race to the Vistula by
Stalin's srmy from June 22 to August 1,1944; the way the imperialist
forces knifed through Pronce; the picturc of the fortresses falling like
ten ping the stories of the complete collapse of the Nazi army, all gave
the werld the picture of complete Nazi downfzll. On Septembor 3,1944,
the New York Times wrote:

"The end seemed near. In the last three months, the Battle of
Fratnce hnd bcen won in n complete routc of the Germans, with
tue of their armies smashed, 7o more in flight." (ly emphasis-
TFH.)

On page 3-E of tho samo issue of the Times there is n headline
"UEER 5CHT IS SHATTERED BY BLOWS (F ATLIES."

Socn after, the imperialist préss announced the l-unching of the
invasion of Germany f¥om the —est. Thers were big headlines about a
breakthrcugh in the Siegfried line. KNothing it seemed could prevent the
nllied occup-tion of Germany. On September 17,1944, on page 1-E, the
New York Times reported:

"Tast meek the invasion of sermany begrn, American troops crossed
the bordor into the dark land from which ~ar and destruction . had spread
over the worlde The BLITZ had come home.t

The same issue of the New York Times contzined the following:

"fmerican units smashed a ten-mile vide hole through the miain defen-
scs «f the Reich's frimed west wall ~nd drove to within 26 miles of
the Rhine. From Switzerland to the sea, six great Allied armies
7ere driving firward. - A seventh special air-borne ~rmy vas poised
fer a vertical attacke"

During this period, Finland, Bulgnris, Grecce and Romania ndded to
the picture of Nazi collapse by switching over and déclaring war on



Gormany. The apparent debacle of the Nazi forces seemed to presage an
allied race through Germany, but somehow, despite the great noise about
the big ndvonce and breakthrough, it soon becnme apparent that the imp-
erinlist invasion of Germany ‘7as nct taking place,

Although the bourgois press informed the world in blagzing head-
lines th~t tho final push into Germany had begun, Stalin did not move
a finger on the centr-l front. The imperinlist leaders werec given a
clear field by Stalin but mysteriously the invasion noiso died dosm,

The direct connection betweon the hnalt of the imperinlist "invasion" of
Germ~ny ~nd the continued in-ctivity of Stnlin's forces on the Central
front bocomes quite appwrent.

The capitnlist newspapors at the time appeared flabbergasted at the
bogging dorm of the invasicn of Gormany. To explain it, all the hedges
that woro used throught the sham war now began to be introduccd; adverse
werther conditions, lack of supplies, etc. Before thig, as we have soen,
the mighty Siegfried line -as reported to have been breached « Now, all
of a sudden it was sealed up ~nd stories werg spread( stories —hich later
proved false) of the great natural defenses which the Nazis commonded,

All of these frauds were designed to build up A new piopure in the
mind of the masses. The bourgeocisie put on a new phonograph record att-
cmpting to precve that the allies could not invade Germany <t that timo
1s had been expecteds It is obvious that the Allies did not want to go
into Germany at that time, 'nd that is why their propaganda line changed.
They hnd to cover up their hnlt -nd make it seem plausible to the massess
What was not only plausible in the lizght of the total situation, but
what secmed to be dictated by every surface military and political con-
sideration, hnd now to be made implausible to the massese’

The comments of the imverialist press on the situation on tho Cent—
ral Eastern front givesthe cluc to the motiv~tion of their not going in-
to Germany. Attention was glued to this "all import-nt" Vistula front
and the strange contimuing silence there:

%"But nlong the vital Vistul~ River sector, there was an enigmatic
silence.®(Wew York Times, October 8,1944, p.l-E)

_Vith ill-concedled irrit~tion ~nd anticipation, this same organ
of finance capit~l speculated on the halt of Stalin's army:

"The Russians have had nine wecks to realign their armies, bring
up reinforcements, ~nd.solve the vorious logistical problems
croated by their rapid advance of June and July." (Ibide)

As previocusly pointed out, on October 1, 1944, the allied impe
erialists had a toc indide Germany and stodd some 317 piles avway
from Berlin while Stalin remained behind the Vistul=., On the Hung-
arian fromt and the Baltic front Stnlin showed activity, but tho centr-
al front remained inactive and continued so f£or five and a half months,
until January 12, 1945, (long after the Nazis had crushed the Warsaw
uprising, eliminating this as a causative factor in tho delay). Week
after week, the imperialist-writers called attention to this delaying




tactic of Stalin's. On October 15,1944, Hanson Baldwin wroto in The NY
Times:

"The Russian victory on the southern #ind ncrthern flanks of the
Eastern front, though importnnt, cannot be decisive; they arc
conquests of what are ossentislly outpost positions.

Uthe main fronts are the western front fron Holiand to thoe Bel-
fort Gap ~nd in the east, the Warsaw-Vistula front vhich is still
st~tic after 2% months." (My emphasis-TFH. )

“hilo waiting for Stalin to move ¢n the Vistuln front, the imp-
oriakists developed ~ new sitzkriég in the west, —ith excuses for it
continually mounting. It will be rememberod that the sitzkrieg of 1939-
40 hnd led to a general use of the term "phoney war", and it wns necess-
ary fcr the official imperialist propagandists to see to it that in the
new and heightened situation the term should not pop up again. The
"break~through" was now replaced with "quadrilles" around Aachen, The
7hole maneouver was portrayed as a costly siege, and the final taking
of the town was not allowed to arouse any enthusiasm by the imperialist
spokesmen,

Again all the old excuses about the —eather, and the great obst-
acles offered by the formerly routed and smashed armies, nov suddenly
vnrouted and unsmashed, were brought into play. 4nd still 8tzlin did
not move. An offensive by the Red Army was momentarily expected on the
central front,according to the impcrialist analysts:

"November is the month vhen the Red Army traditionally has begun
its winter offensive."(Y¥ew York Times, November 12,1944,)

The New York Times was reflectin; the general urgent desire by the
bourgeoisie for Stalin's anticipated move into Germany. Once more the
picture completely changed in the capitalist press as the imperialists
acted upon their czxpectations, Oace more colorful stories werc released
telling gbout a new massive drive in the west to coordinate —with Stalin's
snticipated move;

"1h&6t week the vestern glliés hurled their mass strenghthuggainst
Germany in what appeared to be a bid for z victory in 1944. Six
zreat armies drove hard into the Nazi line; two more were availe
abtle. Planes, guns =nd tanks by the thousands, tough infantrymen
in the milliong poured into the attack. It was sn assault on a
scale never before seen on the western front- more men than the
allies had ever had in action at one time arnd alonz a battle
line. This assaylt was the opening of the third phase of the war
in the -est-perhaps the greatest phase." (The New York Times,
November 19,1944, My emphasis, TFH.)

From the above, we can see that the foremost organ of American
finance capital was speaking of immediate victory and was stating that
the assault was on a scale exceeding all that had gone before, Now



all the stories about bad weather, meak supply lines, etc. were no long-
er needed and agsin put back into moth-balls. Plausibly the 2llies
could have and should have turned this collosal drive into a2 parade
through Germany at double quick step. But Stalin still did not budge on
the Vistula and so this"gigantic offensive” too turned out to be purely
verbal. The imperialist propagsndists once again focused attention on
the silent central front and now introduced a subtle line, basing ths
succoss of the gllied movement in the west directly on the Eastern
froit situation. Every argument was whecled out to shov that Stalin
could forthwith opon an offensive. The imperialist hullaballoo on the
western front -vas an obvious pressure move to get Stalin to start his
long awaited drive.

Aaving bsoen disappointed in November, the undaunted New York Times
predicted that Stalin would certainly move in December. On November
26,1944, The Times said:

9First, the vinter freeze is on its way, and by mid-Decomber the
terrain will be fitting for the kind of warfarc in which the
Russians excel."

But Deccmber came and the Eastern front rcmained stationary. The
pressure for a Russian campaign on this front was intensifieds The
subtle hints were discarded and the bourgecis —riters categorically in-
sisted on action,

ieanvhile, the ludicrous stop-and-go offensives of the imperialists
could not be left hanging in mid-ait. The imperialists needed time to
settle with Stalin the guestion of his moving foreward into Germany. To
give them this time there occurred one of the most fantastic episodes
in the entire situation.

On December 17,1944, the masses of the world were literally shocked
by the news that on the previous day the Nazi army, vhich they had been
told was on its last legs, had launched a huge counter-attack in Belgium.

At the time of this Fazi movement, the bourgeois press itself show-
ed that the allied imperi~lists hod a ten to one air superiprity over
the +azis. The Allied military forces were shown to be superior in their
equipment, morale, manpower and in every other possible source of comp-
arison. Thus,sven as the Nazi forces created a "bulge", the imperialist
vriters had to completely invert the picture thephad been painting and
present a plausible sounding explanation to the masscs. The story hand-
od: out was that fog had enveloped the front and aided the Nazis while
someliow this very same fog hindered the allies, This fairy tale, along
with several stories inadvertently contradictory, was peddled for days
in the most solemn fashion bty the bourgeois.press, as '7as the tale that
snow vas aiding the Nazi  movements and simultaneously hampering allioed
opcrations. A sufficient ccmmentary was made on this on December 28 by
General iMarch, a retimd Ghief of Staff of the United States Army, in the
pithy sentence: "I ncver saw it snow on one side and not en the other."
(iiew York Times, December 28,1944)



The imperialist press also pulled out of its storeroom the old
&3ivl of surprise. On December 20,1944, the Newv York Times wrote:

"The initial successes of the enemy in this battle, which
may s*oa or COhwlﬁdrdD“Y delay the A711ed w1nter cffengive

This was one of the officially released storiss. The lying nature

isfexrlanation" is shown from an inadvertent ~dmission in the col-
i zma paper. On the previous dsy, December 19,The Times

geve the direct contradiction to this stoery of surprise;

“Dﬁ the cthier hand, the Garman moverent into the areca vwhere the
: sive is no7 taking place had been observed in the

The nevsr-ner PY, on December «Z st-ted categorically thnat the
zgsermuling ot ¢ Wazi force had been observed by the British and Arer-
ican eerial rhﬂo“Jalvsance. It #lsqQ reportsd that:

"Three =meeks ago the commanding officers of the U,S. lst Army
now bearing the brunt of the :agioffensivs, told C.3.S. corr-
espondent illdsm Se Shirer that thiey were fully awvare of the
possibility of a German attack znd gucssed correctly vhere it
might come." (Original emphssis.)

D)

he "Second World War." On many other

This was no ne sit &
an: the borbing of Clark Field in the

occasions such as Pearl

Phiilipines, ~inor officers revealed their undersianding and knovledege
of irpending attacizs but strangclg enowzh thelr —arnings —ere rejected
by their supsriors. It is notavie that on virtually every occasion of

¢]
such nnture, thoseo superiors rocicved their reverd from the imperialists
in the —ay of wrowotions,etc, In the case of "the Bulge", Drew Perrson
revesled 2 similar sitvaticn. . In his radio troadcast on Scpierber 29,
19406, Puarson made the Tollo-in.. disclosure;

of the oeigian Bulge was onc of the most tragic in Ame-

:rican history. It cogt thousands of Arerican lives and delnyed
v cefoat of Germany for turce monthe. Befure the bhattle started,
sevirel junior officers »nd men warned that the Gerrans were pre-

arinz to attack. Among therr Cclonel B. Abbott Dickson of Phil-
adelphia warned Lis cuperi““ﬂ Decovter 10, six days irn advance.
Fis warning, hoTover, was overrulad by sensral Tdwin Seibert, who
wrote a report Docembor le that the Gor-ans could not possibly
attuck. But they did aticcs on Decewbor 16 with tragic results.
I"ow here's the poyoff. Colone Dickson, the man ~ho —was rigzht,
is now out of the Army. (cnoral Scibort, the man who 7as wrong,
has now boen 8levated to be the nuwber two man of combined Amer-
ican Intelligcnece.¥ (Transcript of Brogdcest)

The BSelgian Bulge gave the imperinlists more time to mancouver
~ith Stalin to get him to enter Germany guickly. Pearson,in the sbove



grotetion, eostimatos that three months were gained, or as he would pug
£%, "iost'. Once =gain 4nc bourgeois yress went all out in derands for
a Stailin drive. The whole outcore of tne war 7as made to depend om an
offengive by tho Red Armye Speculstious tere bruited as to possible

negotiati r botween Stalin apa Fitler for a separate pcace. Stalin
mas accuscd by some of a sit dom strike on the Vistula.

Meanvkile, negotiations a-pear to have been Teverishly proceeding
Lehind the scence vetwrcen Stalin and the 4llied jimperialists. Suddenly
Churchill came cut opanly in support of Stzlin's line in Poland. The
Lonaon gang of Poles —as repudisztsd. Thase —ere only some of the visibla
si.ns of geeret agreements -~hich had obviously Deen conciuded. %ith
ratters apoerently finally'"straightened out) tetveen Stalin and the impe-

v tho Bulge vezan to te liguldated zn. at the 8ame time, the
Red Army fin-.illy, on Janualy 1~,195u began the drive on the centrsl

v e

Stzlin's ar~y reached the Oder River, 27 ~iles from Berlin on Feb-
ruary 18,1940, On isrch 4, the .Allied 1mper1a1*sts startzd their rove
into ser~any.and a little over a montk later(April 14) they reached the
Eibe River. TDuring this entirs advance Stalin did not move past the Oder.
rut oncipril 15, the day after the imperi-liet armies reached the Elve,
as if on cue, a ne Stalin advance began,endiang with the capture of Beriin.
After Laving reache the Zlve on April 14, the Allied armiss rermaired
motionless gt th river, Jjuct 45 riles away from berlin, hile the Red
Army stoppec mirking time and drove into t“; Cilie

arpearsd vttsrly incredible to many that the bovrgeoisie
nd idiy vy while Stalin snatched the plum of THerlin from
. but it scoa becars: aprarant that this was exactly whi ¢
Andthis tims, Srer: tempt {0 explain away the
the imperialist -~rries with =211 sorts of .ame ezcuses. This
time, it -'as openly deciar:d to be wourgeois policy and this policy was
made clear iz an arder to the armies by Eisenhower;

-~
o
«©

"General Kisenhower's order said tre Finth would halt on the Elve
and aait the aryrival of Rusei ferceg ‘ror the easi, thereby
in:s tho caﬂ*“rc of wne cazita to the Red Asrmy. It also was

506, that the American Firest and Third rrnd Britiph nd Gan-
aQian armizs received similsr ord rs to bslt at the Zlbe.

"It vas feit by hich staff officers in the field, horeve?,
thot the Kintkh and othsr» A~eric'n forces could push n to the
capitsl without zsreas 'fficu?tf ~hiie the ordar disappoinied
sCne shrlf officers, it was not =ltogetier unsxpecisd. It wa
novm that the Tinth irmy h-4g pstad wast the eventual rcritish-
freri tion srea “thon 1t croseoed the Weser River ! (¥Hew
imes, May 2,1945)

g imperizalists are not eui

o icidss and = elass congcious worker
knoves that the aim of the v urroeosis

i

&

rie is to bresi up the socisliged

property form ir Russia, not to strengthen it. Tet he”e surfacc app-
esrances 'ive the irmpression that the irmperiaiists ~ranted to see Sialin
exrgnd his torritory -nd pover.



Thy was the policy of imperialism to hav: Stalin enter Berlin and
other parts of Germ ny? Stalingrad had convinced the vhole imserialist
lepdership that the second intervention had failed. And it had failed
in the context of a war in waich Stzlin w-s accepted by the masses as the
gaviour of thevorld from fascism. :f1litarily and economically thc imper-
ialist forces, the practically untouched British and American armies
could have launched an imrediate attack on the Russian forces which, after
the tarriblé war with the ¥azis vere bled white physically and economic-
2lly., But this would h~ve been incomprehensible to the masses in the
imperi-list countries and the masses in the imperialist armies. Further-
more, the imverinlists had seen th~t the full resources of the capital-
ist world were neccssary for the next attack. in idcological vnsis had
to be sct up for the third intervention sufficient to set the mi.sses of
the vorld ngainst Stalin.

The imperi=lists ware =ell awnre vith whem they were dealing and
knev from the Stalin~Hitler vartitions in 1939-1940 in Eastern Polend
and the Baltic St~.tes of Stalin's wolicy of ruthless burocratization
and terror. They knew that = similar Stalin policy in thc new territor-
ics opened to him by the secret denls from Tcheran to Yalta would give
them o substantial basis to transform the sentimeént of the workers again-
st the Soviet Unione Thus a ne"Hitlar" could be bdbuilt up in the eyes
of the mrsses,

It can be secn that if this analysis is corrcet there would be two
necessary stages in the preccess, one following closely on the hcels of
the other. The first stnge, the"appeascment " of Stalin by material and
territorinl concessions; the sccond, the drive to build up a new monster
before the world to the point tvhere there would be sufficient ideological
grounds for the third intervention. Let us look at Germany in the light
of this an-lysis. Do the facts correspond ta this intcerpretation or not?

Ve have already seen that the first stage was present in the actual
manner of cntry of the imperialists and Stalin into Germmny. ‘hat about
the second stage? TFrom the time of the sweech.by Byrnes at Stuttgart up
to the present there is little doubt sbout the second stage. So much is
this the cage, so —idely is this recognized that it is not necessary to
ex~mine this aspect of the matter. And we can definitely say in advance
thet one of the main points of incitement to war will be on this very
point of Germany.

What is reslly a most important question is why did Stalin swallow
the bait? If he had refused to accept the materinl and particulnrly the
the torritorisl "proffers" he would have eliminnted the possibiiity of
imperi~lism making use of the ideologic~l basis. The particular guestion
cannot be expl-ined by =bstract ge-cral references to opportunism. The
ansver must be sought in the specific n~ture of Stnlinism ns a system of
burecaucr~tic usurp~tion on the b~sis of ~ workers state. The prestige of
Stalinism, rseling at the time of the Nagi dvance, as the runaway Stalin-
ist Kravchernko hns pointed out, could not recover on the basis of defent
or evin o strlemate. His prestige could recover and grow oniy on the
basis of utter defent of the Fazis and so St~lin h~d to grab while the
grabiing was good. Since hijf acquisitions of territory were viewed at the
time as ~ dircct product of his war agninst the Nazis, his moves in this
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period even increased his prestige with the misguided masses. In this
connection, also, two factors should be emnhasigeds. One is that the imp-
erirlists helped, even pressed St:lin to t:ke over enough of Germany to
coastitute one of the future causes of war in the manner outlined zbove,
vut that the important most high:y industrialized part of jerr any, the
se~t 0i heevy industry, they reserved for themselves. The secornd is that
although thare is not an economic prassure driving Stalinisrm to expans—
ion as imperislist powers are driven, there is nevertheless, =s we can
cce s far back as Polwnas in 193¢, trevendous inducement t0 the bureau~
cracy for the acouisition of ne territory and sugrentation of Stalin's

roer.

4s = result of such acquisition there is 2ew scope for porer and
T vx;eg for the Stalinist bureaucrats. -But still more important is the
building up of graater material ressources for the protection of the bureswn-

eusion of its counter-revolutionary pover through direct rilitary supp-
i

1
il
cracy in the forthcoming imperialist onslaught. Pinslly there is the
4.
gseion of the maln enemy of the buresucracy, the proletariat.

In the frce of the above situstion, in the face of the encoming war
h 14

betmecn imperial'sm and the Stalinized Soviet Union, what sre the duties
of Yarzists Certainiy to present to the advanced —orkers the facts in
the ir }orla;l(t machiuzations, to poiant out the special role of Sta 11n1fm
in tringing on the coming bleood bath, to point ocut that only struggl
against -na overthrow of both imperia:ism and the Stalinist bureaucracy
can save humanity from the most catastropnic war ever gecn.

To our nn0ﬂleafc we ave the only tcndcney in the —orld today that has
fuvlfiiled these tasks. From 1935 to the present time both the Cannen and
“Shechtman varictics of T ots-v1sw have aidsd toth implriolism aad Stalin-
ism by concesling the existence of a sham war, The Trotskyists hove becn
corteut to tail the 'ﬂrurialists and Stalinists and peddlc the theory of
an imperiglist vwa They are still tail ending one or the othor of thess
tendencies throughout the world in the present day situstions.

o

.

In connection with the Stalin-imverialist situation in Germany it is
important to note the crystaliization of politicsel forces in pulling the
German proletsriat toverds cither imporislism or Stzlinism. On the one
hend, the $t:1in political wachine ic operating full tlast to reeruit,by
maans of fravd and intimidation, large sections of the anti-imperialist
mivded German —orking clgss. On the other hand there is the 0ld tried
and truc agency of imperi=lism, German Social Democracy, which is rocruit-
ng orkers directly into the imperialist camp. The history of the last

ev menths is filled with the wmaneavers of Stalinism and the imperialists
against cach other. The task of Marxists is to cxpose both forces and
sr3e Wo have already had occasion to com-ent in previous issucs
of ovr publicntion on the dircct support to Stalinist candidates by the
Carnon Trotsky outfit. Support to omportunism is by no means limited to
the Cennon branch of the Trotsky tree, hovever, as —e have also pointed
conerctely.  In the FHovemosr 4, 1940 issuc of LABOR ACTION, organ of
he CShachtmzn Trotskyite hO?KLrS‘ Party, e find,on page four,
supbort to the imperialist camp. Uriting on the elsctions in Berlin and
bhe victory for the Social Democratic Farty, the traditional agent of
imperiaiisr, LabOR ACLICN says:

s suprort

L
e

O

o ot

ot
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#in-a sonse it is an indication of the political disinteg-
ration of Zurope that today in 1946 revolutionary socialists
find comfort in the fact that the workers of Berlin are vot-
ing for the Social Democrats, While 20 years ago v7e were
iending every effort to break the workers atvay from the ref-
ormist Social Democracy. 3But facts are stubborn- and the

faoct is that in the specific situation the vote of the German
=~orkers should be hsiled." (My emphasis, TFH)

Vhot does Labor Action mean by such a statement? Are the Schach-
tman leaders ignorant of August 4,1914, vhen the German Social Democracy
supported the imperialist war and was stripned of every pretence of being
anything other than an agent of finance capital in the workers' ranks?

Do the editors of Labor Action know about HZbert and Scheidemann? Have
they heard of Noske?Den'tthey know zbout the murder of Lictknecht -nd
Luxembourg? Coming down to the present, dont they know that internation-

2l and German Social Democracy is one of the princip 1 imperialist ins-
truoments?

The ansyrer is given in the very s=me article:

"TraditioBally they (the Social Democrats~TFH) have played tae
role of subserviant agent of their native capitalist class. And
that is the role they will continue to play in relation to Anglo-
American imperialism."

To'hail%, as doee this article, the vote of the German workers for
an adritted agency of Germ:n c~pitalism, which will continue to play the

same role in relation to Anglo- American imperialism,is nothing dut
conscious treacherye.

Dbjectively, the masses of the world haye been polariged dnto g
Yuo sepenats rsactionary campbr the imperialist and Stolinist. This
is true even of the many wvorkers vho may be subjectively against boths.
Those revolutionary-minded workers affiliated with the various branches
of the Trotsky and Left Trotsky movemcnt are tied by their leadership
to either one or the other reaction-or both. The above example of the
Torkers' Perty is one instance of these workers being tied, through the
Shachtranite leadership, to Social Democracy, which means to imperialism.
The first step for these subjectively revolutionary workers in order
to build a Marxist movement independent of and opposed to Stalinism and
Social Democracy ( and theéreby to imperialism) is to break with the
Cannons and Shachtmans and all other covert supporters to reaction. In
that way and in that way only will they be free to begin to establish
a revolutionary movement which will expose the machinations of imperialism
and Stalinism.

Thomas F. Harden
Deceriber 10,1946
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* A LESSON IN THE AMERICAN CLASS STRUGGLE *
* *
* (The Coml Strike -- It's Outcome and Significancc)*
* *
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sfter V-J Day termin-ted the wnor situation, one of the basic contra-
dictions faced by the american imperinlists was the disparity between
the preparations for the impending war ageinst the Soviet Union and the
moss sentiment for a relazation of all military controlse. Specifically
in the unions, the bourgeoisie and its labor machinery were able to foist
the no-strike pledge on the workers from 1941 through 1945 with the
excuse that there was a var on. But with V.J Day this fr-hd-could
no longer be used to police the workers,

The problem of the bourgeoisie in the present period is to tighten

Lie repressive apparatvs ag-inst the unions as a necessary preliminary
for o new war. Since V-J Day, it has gone ~bout this problem in a sys-
tematic rmonner, raised an organized Lue and cyy #bout strikes which labor
lerders helped to botray, ~nd demanded stronger anti-strize lavss Using
the Pailroad strike in May 1946, the capitalists created and vhipped up
hysteria and 1a2id the ideological basis for tighter anti-labor laws,
L-ter, the Vage Stabilization Board refused to ~llow previously agreed
upon fncrecses to the maritime —orlers thus provoking the Maritime strike
around which another huge campzign of incitement was launched by:the
bosses znd their agents, The deliberate, planned carmpaign of the bankers
and industrialists beca~e so evident to the rank-and-file trade unionists
that their misleaders had to put up an air of opposition to the bourgeoi-
sie on thnt issuwes, Thus Philip Murray, in a statement on December 6,1946
sumharized the developement since V-J Day by declaring:

"It has become self-evident that there is » deliberate and
monstrous moverent undervay to cripple, if not destroy, the
labor moverment of this country." (The New York Times, Decerber
7, 1946.)

Marray, of course, took precautions to ¢onceal the particular motive
of the capitalist camprigne 4nd, of course, Murray could not reveal that
it is precisely because of the American labor burocracy, aided and abetted
by other opportunist forces, that the bosses! drive has thus far proceeded
~ith success and promisés to pick up momentum in the immediate future.

In this context let us view the recent developments in the coal fields.
Last spring lewis signed a contract —ith the government which Le boasted
of as a great victory for the miners. (The Lewis-—Krug asgreerment.) 3ut
due to the sentiment among the miners, Lewis showed on October 21,1946,
that the government stoo es of Wall Street operating the mines hezd saboe
taged some of the provisions of the contract. Furthermore, lLewis suddenly
discovered that tlie ~iners were tied to a brutal back-breaking fifty-four
hour week in the most dangerous of industries and were donomed by their
pitifully inadequate Wwages to grinding poverty and slow starvation., This,
incidentally, is the admitted result of more tham a gquarter-century of
Levis! leadership of the United Mine Workers Union and the upshot of all
of his great "victories™ for the miners}
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Lewis! line in the recent "negotiations" was to involve the issues
in a maze of subtle contract legalisms which confused the miners. Finally,
on November 20, 1946, Lewis issued what amounted to a strike call although
he didn't callit such., After the miners walked out, the conspiracy of the
ovmers, their goverrment, and their disguised sgent, Lewis, emerged into
VicoWe

The official govermment agencies schemed to starve out the miners
and maneuvered to deny them any unemployment insurance:

"Phe chances that any will draw State unemployment insurance benefits
are rile" ( The Yew York Times, Deec. 1, 1946,

The owners genezd up on the min~srs and decided to withhold cradit
from tha strikers in the mine towns. A Lewils subordinate commented on thist

"William Blizzard, pr-sident of District 17 of the United Mine Workers,
dezceribed the dacision to withhold credit from the strikers as 'rotten’,
but added: 'They are always rotten dovm here.'" ( The New York Times,
Nov. &7, 1946 )

The owners and their agents in tho governmsnt thus worked together to
put the pressurc on the hard nressed miners. In this situation, when the
mine-owners and their goverrment dg:nts wers squeszing the min-rs finane-
cially, what did the Uyt offisials do to relisvse the miners from the ra-
pacious class cnemy? In this conpection, it should be borne in mind
that the Lewis leederchip draws fantsstic salariss from th~2 union treasury.
Despite this organized looting of tho Lewis gang, however, the union
treasury amounted to over 13 million dollars when the miners walked out.
This monsy, of courss, was drained from the ill-paid miners over the years
by the Lewis lzad-rship. Buit vhen this money was desrarately needed by
the minors due to the strike situation, the Lewis mobsters lined up with
the bosses and withheld any strike benefits from ths miners as the bosses
withhsld ercdits in tho company stores and the government refused insurance
bonefits:

"diners in the co=l tovms near Charleston expressed the hope that tha

union would help tham get furds if thoir store credit ran out but Mr.

Blizzord mad2 it clasar that thsy would havs to get along on their own.

He s=2id most miners hslped onc another out in strike periods and thus

Yore a?le to srr-ad their slexl er resources over the whols community."
Ibid.

When Blizzard characterized the action of the mins-owners in with-
holding cr=dit as rotten, hs was quite correct. But the sction of the
M7 load-rship in withholding strike bensfits was oven mores putrid be-
cause it came from reonls who claimed to "r:present" the minors,

In this way th» Lewis pick-pockets colluded with the bosses to braak
tha spirit of the minsrs who had sacrificed to build the union with its
well-stocked treasury for "emergenciocs." Of course, Lewis, in addition
to his banker's salary, novsr hesitated to draw on his fat exv nse ac-
count to loot tho union traasury while concocting ways of selling out
ths miners. In "neogotiations™ whire Lewis makas talks for rublic con-
sumption, he gives facts and figures about and prstends to b~ moved by
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tho terrible plight of the miners., Actually +this staunch supporter of

capitalist slavery enforcecs the continuation of the exploitation of
the minors and is not one whit interssted in alleviating their rotten
corditicns,

It iscdear that the only "strike bonefits" in existence are thosc
grabbed by L-.wis and his time-sarverss. The coordinatia of effort of
the owners, their govornment lackeys, and the Lewis band to blackjack the
mincrs into a blind allcy becomes manifostly clear,

_ ‘Tho noise in the capitalist vress acainst Lewis was purported to
give the wislsading impression that Lowis was really conducting some
sort of battle for the miners, This is 'viat the bosses want the coal miners
and the workers in general to believe sincethe bourgeoisie know that as
long os vrro-capitslist labor leaders like Lewis retain control in the
unions, tho capitalists have nothing to fear from the workers.

Since the bosses' government by a contract legality was in tenpora y

"chorge" of the mines, the bourgeoisie made a big howl to put over the
idea thnt woerkers are not allowed to strike against the government. This
is one of the main class collaborationist poisons which the capitalists and
their agents unceasingly din into the ears of the workers. An injunction
was trotted out and finss levied. Then, with the outcry at its peuak

and ths stage properly set, Lewis completed his assignment and treacher-
ously issusd a fiat on December 7, 1946 commanding the miners to return
to work empty-handed. The miners were raady for a militant strike
struggle wnd most of tham were thus comrletsly stunned and embittered

by this Lewis stab in the baek, Forgotten wore the hypoeritical Lewis
pratenses cbout the terrible fifty-four hour wenk and the starvation
wagss of tho oprressed miners. Instead, Lewis echosd the rotten capi=-
talist lie about the impartizlity of the bosses Supreme Court and
precached faith in this instrument of capitalist rule. The text of the
Lewis ord=zr stated:

"The Supreme Court of the United States is a Constitutional Court. Its
powers are derived from the Federal Constitution. The Supreme Court
is, -end we bclieve will eover be, the protector of American liberties
ond the rightful privilepes of its citizens. The issues before the
Court are fateiul for our Republic. It may be presumed that the verdict
of the Court, when rondered, will affect the life of every citizen.
These weighty considerations and the fitting rospect due the dignity
of this high tribunal imporatively rcquire that, during the period
of its deliberation, the Court be free from public pressure super-
induced by the hysteria and frenzy of an economic crisis.” (The
New York Times, Dec, 8, 1946,)

Lewis, painting himself and his bursaucratically entrenched clique
as the authentic representatives of the miners, then assured the betrayed
ronk-nnd-filc that their interssts would be protected by him and his
henchmen in the negotiations with the bosses:

"If, us and when such negotiations ensue, your represgntatives will
act in full protection of your interests, within the limitations of
the findings of the Supreme Court of the United States." (Ibid.)

The "limitations" of tho findings of the Supreme Court slroady pre=-
condition that Lewis, as before, will sell out the minors whom he pretends
to represent,

Finally, Lowis chloroformed the miners with the advice to "await the
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rendition of legal ond ccenomie Justicel™ (Ibid.)

This blow against th2 miners was naturally a blow against th4 entire
Americoan working class. The open class enemy, such as the mine ovmers, or
the diyv®ly pclitical spokesmen of the imperialists, Truman, ete., eould
not got tho miners back to vork on the semo conditions as before; it took
the wachinations of the disguised snemy within, Lewis, to set up the miners
for the killing. Thanks to this new bo trayal b Lewis, the Amsrican im-
perinlists have scored a very imnortant victory and have their hands free

o contirue full speced ahend with the plot to tighten the repressive
mecsures against the unions.

Whe Helpas Tie the Miners to Lewis?

Realidty in tho coal fields 1s digtortad both by the bosses and the
Lewis bwocracy along two lines:(1) That Lewis is a courageous and ag-
grossive uniom lsad:r -nd (2) that the sentiments of Lewis ond the mili-
tant niners are cne and the sane,

The disssmination of this pervsraien of facts to the miners is es-
sential to the continued rule &and influence of the Lewis cliqua. The
tragic fnet at present is that even a goodly number of wéerle rs who have
already arvived at the understanding that Lowis is a reactionary buro-
ernt, remain ideologically chained to the Lewis pclicies., How is it
possible that these werkers follow on objeetive line which is not in
harmony with their suﬁJoctive1y’revolutlonﬁzv sentiments ?* The answer
is to bs found in the volitical work of ths official and unofficial wings
of the Trotsky movement, the Conncnite Socinlist Worlers Party ond the
Sh:ehtmanite Workers Party.

On the ong band, the §.W.F. leaders admit the follewlng which is in
hormony with the hs2lthy sentiments of the Trotskyits workers:

"It is o patent f“c% that the caritalist-minded leadsrship of the
An*rican 1ﬂbor mov"m<nt constitutes the most important bulwark of
capritnrlist class rule.” ( Fourth Interrntional, Sept. 1946 n. 259)

Does Johm L, Lawis #it into tho category of the canritalist-minded
Amgricon labor leadsrship? It does net teke too much perspicacity to
gresp the answer since Lewis himself frecly admifs his capitalist ideology.
The Trobsky leadsrs learncd this a long time ago. To take but one ci-
tation from many of similar statemsnts on this noint wo rend:

"Lewis is a laber lisutenant of the onpitalist e¢lnss. His labor buro=-
cracy rﬂ§c5 upon Amsrican enpitalism.,” ( Socialist Appeal, March 30,
1940 1.3

The Trotsky lzaders kmow thot by word and deed Lewis is uncquivo=-
cally in th2 crmp of the class enemy. But their corrcet stat-ments on
Lowis' position are timed for rescaeiul moments and dssigned as o cover
for the trus Trotsky policy in the critical situations. During the whlpped*
up hysterin in the bourgeois press in the recent coal strike, Cannon ap-
plicd his undsrstonding thet “the o nitalist-minded 1?adeFShlp" of ths
unions constitutes the most imvortont ciub of the impsrialists in his
traditionsl wny of hurriedly repainting Lewls ns o champion of the miners:

"Tha fedoral govermment, climnxing its umprecedentod strike-breaving
campaign, is thra-tening savage reprisals ogainst AFL United Mine



orkoars Fraosidont John L, Lewis for refusing to surrendsr the rights
of the toiling miners,"( Th: 11Tt n¥, Nov. 30,1943 p.l )

Shachtman boldly echoed Lewis and Cannon and cnlled the UL'T ple-
card ortist a "represont-tive" of the miners:

"Union leadsrs, knovm for their strong oprosition to Lewis, have
be>n compelled by the nscessity of defending unionism to announce
their suprort of Lewis as the reprcsentative of the mine workers
in h;s fignt against the govornment.," ( Leobor action, Dec. 2, 16846
p.l

To such an extent did the W.lI . leadars go in their distortions
that they acturlly assured the workers that the U.V leadership would
not capitulate to the bosses:

"There is no comment by union officials available at the moment of
writing, but the long tradition of the mine workers in building their
unicn and resisting all attacks on it, is reason to b2lieve that

the Ui"7 will not bock down under this bald species of enti-union
intinidation." ( Labor Action, Nov. 25, 1946 p.l )

Cannon and Shachtman prevented tho truth about Lewis' role from
appearing although they know thst truth well., Their line was to instill
confidence in Levis' crooked leadership and to ccho the Lewis demagogy.
The debacle of the miners was prepored directly by Lewis., dowever,
Lewis was aided by Cannon and Shachtman through the medium of mis-
leading the revolutionary-minded miners and othar workers on the anti-
working class maturs of Lewis' policies.

“hen Cannon stated that the caritalist-minded labor burocrats were
responsible for perpstuantion of the bosses mile, he only stated a half
truth, To comrlete the picture, one must add that the continuation of
thi s capitdist-minded leadership is made possible by the supi ort ren=-
dered by the Cannons and Shachtmons and other pseudo-liarxist forces.

After the Lewis sell-out, the 5. /.1'» and I,P., were on hand with
their usual reciPes for the miners and other workers. In this instance,
Cannon saw as a "lesson", ths necessity for a National Conference of
Labor leaders, who should act in unison:

"Now, more than ever, the immediate need of the hour is the convening
of a lNational Conference of Labor, wi th broadest rerresentation from
the union ranks of every affiliation. Labor must be mobilized and
unified behind a program of fighting actions.” (The 1iilitant, Dec.

14, 1946 p. 2 )

" Under the present laadership of the unions, or some fraudulent
rank-and-file" outfit as anreared ont he scene before, such a unity
can only be bascd on a class collaborationist program and not on a
liarxist struggle agninst the cavitalists., Cannon's scheme vrould only
mean that the labor fakers or their stooges vould openly collectivize

their effa ts to keep the vorkers ground dovm under capitalist op-
pression. :

.We @ight”add that Cannon's plan does not even have the virtues of
originality. ilurray came out similarly for the unity of the ..FL, CIO,
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and Rnailroad Brotherhoods to present a joint front "for" the workers. Since
Murray is currently the fair-halred boy of the Stalin gang, as Lewis is of
th: Trotsky leaders at presant, the Stalin burocrnts Hailed this unity
schieme of Murraytas

"Philip Murray voiceithe renl interest of ths workers throughout the |
country when he addressed a lstter to the AFL and the Railroad Brother-
houds, calling upcen them to tnke Jjoint action with ths CIC in support
of the miners strike and in support of the ecoromic and legislative
interasts of the entire labor movement,” (Ths Yorker, Dec. 8, 1946 )

Clesrly, the Cannon proposition is nc more than a tailoring of the
current otalinist line,

Shechtman's solution is that Lewis and the oth:r burocrnats should
dross thamsolves in political clothes with o sandwich sign cnalled Labor Party:

"Bxperience of Coal Strike Shows Lebor Needs Own Party." ( Labor Action,
U-’:’:C. 16’ 1946 Pe 1 )

What is this "own" party of labor that the %P, is talking about ?

They showed what thoy. mean by this expression when thoy suprorted the
Dubinsky gang in the A.L.P. in 1944, the lebor burocrnits hcading the
Michigon Commonwaalth Federation, not to spanlk of the Labor frkers hending
the British Labor Farty. This shows that the W.P, leaders identify what
thoy call "indepsndent" labor politics with thoe reactionary labor buroecrats.
All that the Lewisas, Murrays, Gresns, Dubinskys, ote., can do when decked
~out in political clothas is more effectively stifle the forward movemant

of thec American workers,

Even aftor the Lewis soll-out the *,P. lendership still found kind
words to describe strilkebroaker Lewis. Mox Shachtmén declared:

"John L. Lewis is o labor lender of exceptional talents. In the field
of taectics, in will power, in fenrless aggressivsness, hn towers above
the overnge labor leader." ( Ibid. p. 4)

Truly there is no end to the wonders of John L, Lowis in the pages of
Labor Action. Another writer for the same paper, in the some issue, makes
T romatrable discovery: \ ‘

"ihat we say applies particularly well to Lewis, however. It is ha who
lzads his union into the most resolute labor struggles; oven in wartime."
( Ibid. )

The Shachtmanitas go zven further thm Lewis himself does in this
sphere. As a matter of foct, some times apo Lewis mode o spanch in which
he speeifically denied that he led nny strikes during the psriod of tho war
situations

“4sserting that the union had celled no strikses during ths war, he
(Lowis-A.B.) stated that the industry had rot only supplied ths needed
tonnoge for this country but had sent much coal abroad." ( The New York
York Tim=2s, March 13, 1946 )

Why shoyld Lawis hove to lis about thess fagts when he has the
Shachtmanits W,P, doing it for him? )
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On our part we made aur ovaluction of Lowis as & bribed flunkey of
the bosses many years ago, and we never deviated from that estimation as
Lowis nnver deviated in his ostablished role. Time and again life has con-
firried this analysis ond will continue to vindicate it in the future.

We warncd,the wgrkers before and we toke the ovvortunity to do so againg
A procondltlon ror any vl fight g inst thcnﬁins owners and thoir govit

&gdfg?v888%3n§e9£1&bfo 39§5u§895a§§r&§§}5 pgf?;1%gagﬁgttgngﬁﬁgggr&emo-
cracy., Control from sbove must be replaced by control from below and
class collaboration replaced by revolutionary class struggle. To those
workors who have already come to this undorstanding and who want to help
sprcad it the first ster is a brosk with the Cannons and Shachtmans who
by their double-dealing policy do not nllow this understanding to recch
the riinzrs. Whon the policy we advocate bocemes incorporated inte the
ideology of the miners and other workers, the path will finclly be opened
to & real strugele sgainst the bosses.

As mattsrs stand today, the minars have besn deceivad into believing
thet thoir intorestis will be secured in the forthcoming negotiations
between Lowis and the bosses, We deem it our duty to warn the workers
once more to expsct nothing but betrayal in ono form or another from
the Lewis genge. And we drow the attontion of the revoluticnary minded
workors to the fact that meither Connon nor Shachtman repudiated their
whitoweshing frauds about Lewis, that they gave o mislending snalysis
of thc situation, and that they will again sprond deception in the forthe
cceming crisis in the mine ficlds,

Arthur Burke
December 1946

ROTICE TO OUR READERS: =

We regret that in this issuc of THE BULLETIN, we arc
unnble to publish Part VII of the Trade Union scries, "The Work of
Cocnnon and ®hachtman in the Trade Unions," entitled "Troachery in the
Conl Ficldss" This articlec will be published in the next issue of
THE BULLETIN,
Earlier installments of this series are still available:
Part I «- The Period of Dual Unionism (1928-1932)
Part II-- The Minncapolis Teamsters Strikes of 1934
Part III- The Period of the Formation of the CIO.
Part IV-- The Trotskyites in tho UAW

Pirt V == Th

[&]

S50l1l-0ut of the Food Workers
Part VI-- A Horsc=Dcal With John L. Lewis

Fivoe Cents per Copy
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During tho period of the war situation in Britain, the British
Trotskyites (Revolutionary Comunist Party), compaigned for the slogen
"Labor To Fower," In the general election of 1945 this slogan was cone
cretized by nctive support to the British Labor Party., The Trotsky
workers are fully aware of the frct that the Attlees and Bevins are firmly
riveted to the interests of British imperialism, How then, were these
revolutionary minded workers gotten to throw their weight behind people
whom +they know to be enemies of the British proletariat? The Trotsky
leadeorship nccomplished this by explaining that the Laborites held the
misplaced confidenco of the mojority of the workers. DBecause of this,
they seid, it wos necessary to push these labor traitors to power where
they would exposc themsclves in decds beforc the masses. The result would
be a gain for proletarian revolution, argued the Trotsky leaders:

"To those millions of workers who have illusions in the reformist
loadarship we sayt 'The Lebour leasders ars the lackoys of the capi-
talist classe. They will betray you. But you do not believe us.

Vory well, put them in power. We will help you, We will promise them
our unquelificd support in any struggle, any independent step forward
they tuke against the policies of capitalism.' In this way, through
their own expericnces, tho masses will be won o the banner of
Communism, Labour to Power! That is the battle-cry of the Frotsky-
ists, the Revolutionary Communists, That is the r-al Marxist-Leninist
‘answer! to the %mmediate quostions posed beforo the working class,”
(Workers Internation News, July=-August 1945, p.8)

In promising "unqualified support” to any independent action of the
Laborites the Trotsky leaders implied that the Attlocs and Bovins actually
had tho possibility of pursuing class struggle policies, However, the
Trotsky workers wore caught by the revolutionary sounding argument about
exposing the Laborites and thus d}ligently went to work clectioneering for
the victory of ths Labor Party. *he TIrotsky workers were taught that this
was a necassary stop forward for the British working class and that it
would lead toward the building of a revolutionary party.

The general clections returncd the Labor Porty to power with a
resounding majority and Attlos arid Bevin formed "His Majesty's Labour
Government," The British Trotsky leaders were jubilant over the Labor Party
victory and dinned into the ear of the workers that this represented a
gain for proletarian revolution:

"The period of triumphant reaction has drawn to a close, o new revolu-
TIclary GpoGH Opens 1N BYLtalN, " (WOTRGTS International Nows, Septe
1925, pe23s Emphasis in Originol)

Indeed it secmed that there was no end to the possibilities opened
up for the revolutionary workers by the victory of the Labor Party,
Wherever the Trotsky loaders looksd they saw only a gain for revolutiont

"The class issues are posed in o sharp and unambiguous fashion, which
represents a tremendous gain for the rovelution.,” (Ibid. p.20,.
Emphasis in Original,) '

What has happoned since the Attlec-Bevineborrison crowd took over
the govermnment mnchinc? On the domsstic front the Labor Party bureaucrats
have been functioning to break strikes, to dupc the workers with fake
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nationalization measures (such as the Brnk of England which assured the
British rulsrs guaranteed profits rnd continued centrol.) The sick coal
industry was given a shot in the arm by the Labor Fakers who secured the
interaosts of the black-hcarted coal owners nnd intensified the exploitation
of the miners. Internmationzlly, "His Majesty's Labor Government" continues
to shoot down the rcbellious masszs and protects the imperialist interests
of the bankers and cpaitalists with an iron hand. °

How has the Trotsky analysis fared in the light of events since the
institution of th» labor sarvants of the British imperialists into govern-
ment offioc ? ‘that happsned to the story about the forthcoming exposure
which the Trotsky leaders promised would occur orce the Labor Party got
into power 7 Without a word of repudiation for their previous promises
and for whet was supvosad to be a fundamental Marxian snalysis, the British
Trotiy leadoers now note that the Lobor Party is not exposing itself to the
masses despite all the counter-revolutionary deeds:

“The fact thoet the illusion of 'full employment' can %e maintained in

the presont period of boom; that, spart from the nationnlization mensures
end stier raforms ond somi-reforms have beesn introduced by the Labcur
Goverrment- National Heoalth Bill, 01d Age Pensions, the Howsing Plan,
abolition of the Trads Disputes Act- these have ssrved to assurce the
nasses thnt the Goverymont is mrking o serious effort to do the job

for which it was olecctod.” ( Socinlist Avpoal, Mid=Sept. 1946 )

Sc little of thig promiscd "sxposure" has occurred that the Trotsky
1 adsrs now state that "it is quite likely that not only will the Labour
Govoermnment see through its term of office, but that we mny sa2 a second
Labour Goverrment," ( Ibid,)

Thus the "ronson” which thn British Trotsiy liaders gav: as th: motive
upror ting the laber faks ower turns out to have been o distortion
for supporting thoe laber fakzrs to p t s t to h b distort
of roality.

In this connection what have the lessons of history to show to.the
workors 7 Dons tho slevation of oprortunists inte government power in and
of itself operate to oxwose eovportunism ? The bourgeoisie entrustad their
labor gondermaes with heading the British gor errmsnt in 1924 and 1929. 1In
each of thesc govermmants they worked hond in glove with the British bosses
to check any revolutionary dovelopments emong the mnss2s. Both in and out
of power th3 Laboritss staobbad the workers in the back. Yet despite all
the beotrayals thoe British Labor Party leadsrs had the support of more workers
in tho genaral cloctions of 1945 than at any other period in its history.
Theroforc, the previous accession of the British Laborites to posts of
rovzr did not reon th:i:ir exposure bafora th: workers. History is rich in
erporisnce with similar lessons in rogard to Stalinist burocrats ond Social
Democratic burocrats in Germony, France, Spain, Italy and slsevherc,
Opportunism is not oxposed boefore the proletariat by its wielding of state
power for the elass enemy. Oprortunism can be exposed only by a Marxist
policys This mzans no catering to the illusions of the misguided workers
and no moratciriums at any time in the struggle to bruck th- direct-and in-
dir~ct attachment of the workers to the opportunist trpitors.

The Trotsky policy of clactionesring for the British Laborites could
not be the preduct of = misunderstanding of the rols of tho Attlees and
Bevinss The dark 2nd bloody past and the betrnying present of the Laborites
is wecll knovn to tha Trotsky leaders as their press indicates. Since the
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policy of suppoerting the Leboritus could not be rremised on ignorance of
the focts of history nor on illusions about th2 role of thess lobor mis-
lendsrs, what then wos the trus menning bechind the Trotsky policy 7 This
mcenning has b2on inndvert ntly revealed by the Trotskyites themselves,
Thar«: arc worin rs who grow disillusioned with the British Laborites and
subj ctively break from thom; this is a continuous process whether the
Lobor Party is in powsr or not. But in the prosent svecific situntion
»hat will be the direction oi theso workers ? The Trotsky leaders know
ounly too we

"But ns Pclitt points out, the honeymocn reriod of th2 Labour Govsrn-
nent w111 cend with thz termination of the cyelienl trade boom. And

when th: mnssss turn from th- Labour leadership the C.P. WILL LARGELY
BoRSFiT. " (dorkers Internationnd News, June-July 1948 p. 202 My emphasis
and cavitals =A.3. )

As wos ensily Porh°ﬂﬁn by the Marxists and p01nted out in our publi-
eaticn, the Trotsky ' 'str: tnvv vorks for the British imporialists and for
> Stalinist countor-revolution! That is the sinister meaning of the line
of placing the Labeor Farty burocrats in powsr. All the rosy promises that
th: musses, ofter sceing the Laborites in pOV”r, would turn toward a revo-
lutionury policy vrovad so much dust in tho oyes of the Trotskyite work-rs,
By their own words ths British Trotsky lcaders stand indicted as eids to
the agents of British imporinlism and os builders of Stolinism in Britain.

The nmillions of scionianl slavas groaning under the yoke of imperialist
ovprassion cnforced by thn labor traoitors can thank ths British Trotskyites
for holping forge the chains of eapitd ist slavery, And if Stalinism is
in » positicen to capture wide mnssus of British workors who bocome disile
lusionud with tha Laborites, the Jock Hostons and othor British Trotsky
le~dors can pride thems~lves on their achievement. In Britoin, and else-
whore, the Trotshyites funotion to tie the rovolutionary anti-Stalinist
workors back to the Stolinict system and thus stand as a stumbling block
to mny developuent oward a revolutisnary British party., The first real
"goin for revolution" will occur when ths revolutionary minded Trotskyite
workers in Britoin bring thoir subjective desires into harmony with ob-

jeebive renlity snd broeal from their prosent pro-Stolinist lendarship.

- ﬁ>

B.
Decomber 1946
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In the United States the charccteristic leobor leader ‘is an open defender
of capitalist class relations. The fact that these labor lieutenants of
imperinslism h~ve not as yet seen fit to adopt an anti-capitalist political
dlsgulSe is @ measure of tho present political backwerdness of the American
workars, The ideas of revolutionary Marxism must be implanted to heighten
ths class consciousncss of the duped American workers who are continuclly
501d dovm the river by these labor faokors. This moans that those workers
who havo already riscn to the lovel of trade union consciousness must be
pcliticized and made aworc of the rols and mature of the labor misleadors.

In this spore as elsewhoere Stalinism has functionced to deaden the

class consciousnsss of the American workers by distorting the role of the

labor agents of Well Stroet and thus preventing any strugglb to cast them
out of the trade unions. Depending on thair particular zigzag, John L.
Lewis is at one moment pictursd by the Stalin burocrats as an agent of the
Nozis ond at another moment as o sincere fighter in the interests of the
worlking class. Today, the hsad of the C.Il.0., Philip Hurray, is played up
by the Daily Worker as onc of the great heroes in working class history-
tomorrow, in enother tack by the same Stolinist paper, he will be branded
es a lebor judas.

Among the anti-Stalin advanced workers this two-faced Stalinist method
is scmoewhat apparent. Thesc workers have been given the impression that
in this field as in ¢ll others it is their leadoership which provides the
truc karxist guide and teaches the workers to know the real charscter of
tho copitalist labor stoogese This publication has consistently proved
otherwise by documentory cvidence. A good ¢nse in point in this instance
is the Shachtmonite Workers Party evnluation of the powerful burccrat,
Philir Furrays.

Murray has a long and derk past filled with treachery to the toilers,
This pastis systomatically hidden from the workers by Murray himself and
by all the dircet and indirect supporters of the trade union burocracy.
Murray vis the hatchet man for John L. Lewis in the United Mine Workers
Union and worked diligﬁntly at building and consolidatinb a powerful gang-
ster machinc in thot union to throttle the rcebellious miners, According
to rbports, ifurray did not shrink from organizing frame-ups of militant
miners in colloboration with the bosses. For exomple, after working to
betr:y o mine strike in 1931 Murray helped the class cenemy in its attempt
to railroad militrnt miners to jnil, as was reported by the Connon-Shactman
leadership at the timo:

"The most despicable feature of th: whole trial, which may ond with
five year terms for esch of the defendants involved is the foet that
looming directly behind the orOSAcuflon are the two principal officials
of the P1tt°bnrgh district of the United Mine Workers of america, Pat
Fagan and,Phil Murroey, two men who have grown fat on their betrayals

2%

of the miflors for years gove by." ( The iilitant, Aug. 29, 1931

Murray inde=:d grew rich on the swont of the minors and never swerved
from sclling them out %o the mine-owners. The broken bones, the mangled
bodics, the slow stranguletion of starvation which sent the miners to early
graves paved a path of gold for the utterly putrid Philip Murray. The
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Woll Strecet government was quite cognizant of this valuable labor cop of
theirs in the mine fi~lds and never hesitated to call upon him in a tough
situation. Ir 1933 Murray oponly bonsted of his usefulness to the bossas
aftar breking up 2 minec stri%e as reported im the Trotskyite paper, cdited
at that timc by Max Shochtman:

"Says Murray in calling tho miners back to work:

"% The President then snid to me, Y Philip, I want you to get these men
back to worke" I replied If there is anything in God's world that

I e¢nn do for you, I will be glad to try.'" ( The Militant, Oct. 7, 1933 )

As head of tho C.I.0, ifurray hos been in an sven better position than
before to scrve the bosses and betray the unsuspecting workers following his
leads. These workers are kept in the dark by Murray's henchmen who, ironical=-
ly onguzh, refer to him as "Honest Fhil Murray". But therc exist some IMur-
ray nerchants who go so far as to wrap their polson preckages in bright red.
The purveyors of the following evaluation of Murray arc of this tyyps:

"For not only is Murray the head of the CIO but he is an honnost lobor
leodor with ability and o genuinz interest in the advancement of the

working class.' ( The New Intornationnl, July 1941 p. 140 My cmphosis-

E T

The journal from which tho abovz is c¢i ted 1s the voice of Max Shacht-
man's Workers Party. The strangled cries of the minors crushed by Murray's
thuggoery ars cloquant tostinmoninls to Murray's "gonuine intercst in the
advancement of the worlking classi”

Did lurray perhaps chonge his spots when Lowis handpicked him as his
succossor to lead the CeIl0.? If Murray did, then it hns been the best-
kept sacret of 2ll tims. The truth is thet furray never deviated on1 inch
in his steadfast policy of soll-outs in the service of the bosses. The
Shachtman boost to Murray was written soon after this labor burocrat be-
camo head of the C.1.0. In other words, just when it becrme o burning
noczssity to warn the uninform:d workors of the Mnife which Murray had
rexdy for thom, Shachtman came out with an affidavit for Hurray's sincerity

ond palmed off his hypecrisy as being a "gonuine interest in the cdvance-
ment of the working class." This was in line with the goneral ultra-
rightism then carried to sxbremes by Stalinism on the subjnct of tho
good intantions of tho labor Laknro.

The fact is that Murray remsins an uncompromising snemy of the vic-
tims of wage slavery and no one knows this botter than th: lenders of the
Work~=rs Porty:

"Murray, Thomas and Routhcr are voluntarily supporting their own ruling
class, their own impoerialists.” ( Tha New Internationnl, Sept, 1942 p. 236)

Cne might imnging thot Shechtman had just come upen this discovery
in the year 1042, +#s o matber of record, he knew for a lcny time of the
neture cf Murray, whom he recommended to ths workers ns an honest labor
lesders

"Urray is an cutspeken patriot and a loy~l member of a religious faith
thot has no tolsrance for 'radicalism.' Iurray is not just oppesed
to Stolinists and Stalinism; he is aqually agninst any and ©ll forms
of opposition to what hz would e2ll ‘our damoeratic institutions”
{Labor Action, Dec. 2, 1240 )
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The lntter citntion was published prior to the evaluation wherein
Hurrny was given a bouquet for o non existent loyalty to the working class.,
Ir short, it wns not confusion which produced the Shachtmanite encemiuns
of Imarray.

The Shachtmonite critical verbiage on the role of the Wurroys gives
the werlkzers +the i1llusion that the .P. le~ders funetion to expose the
laber rgents of imperinlisme But these statements are not the key to
Shuchtmen's renl line but ssrvs rather as ths deviece to put the real
liza zeross on the snti-Murray minded workers. The real line currontly
presertsd to the reveolutionnry anti-Stslin workers whe follow Shrchtman
is basieslly identical to ths rresent phase of the Stalin line. The latter
tirzlossly "exrlain" to the workers thet Murray is really thair representa-
tivs and gnan be made to serve their interests. Hore is what Labor Action
t21ls the workers on this subject:

" That is why we take lurray to task so severely. Truman ? Wa expect
nothing frem him other than to do vhat the profiteers who put him where
hs is, wont him to do. Truman is not our reproserntative., Murray ist
and, it soq:ms, unloss the 3ituation and the demand of the rank and file
conpol him te act differantly, that hs will «again by-pass the needs of
the workers in fruitless apreals to the White House." (Lobor Action,
Aug, 26, 1946, )

The reactionary burocrat Murray is always pictured by the Shachtmanites
as having some possibility of neting in the intoraests of the workers.

This is n voriation on ths Strlirnist theme that post-cnrds, petitions and
other supposed methods of "prossure™ c¢'n get the labor lieutsnants of
the capitalist enemy to fight ngninst the bossss,

Contrary to the Shoehtmanite fabrications Murray is no more a "repre-
sentative" of the workers than Truaan, Murrcy ke Trwisn ropresonts the
tossas, tnly Iurrcy plnys tho role of a tsbor leader No emount
of "prossure" from below cun rorce Murray to change his line as labor
thug for Wall Strost, ALl that such prescurs can do is force Murray to
adcpt more cffective anti-boss disguises to retain the misplaced confidence
cf the duped workers:

The Shachtr nites first raised the idea thoat Murray hoad o ranl choice
to moke as far back as the year 1941:
"urray must make a choice. Either complete and milit-pt lopdership of
thz workers or becoms o captive of +the bosses and their government,"
( Labor Action, Juns 23, 1941, Editorial page. )

Even o Shachtmanitc worker who would insist that his leaders were
rcally sincere in believing that Murray had a possibility of acting in the
interests of the workers would hove to allow that liurray continued to serve
the bosses since tihz above wis written in 1941, Is there aony basis then
for sprending the samc idea in the yoar 1946 sbout the strike-brenker Mur-
ray 7 Is it possible that poople who know larxism inside out a la Shacht-
man ars simply "eonfused™ about such a relatively obvicus point about the
role of Phil Murray ? Let the thoughtful worker fcllowing the lead of
the Workers Party osk himself that question.

A.B‘
December 1946
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After ten years of unbroken sorvice to Stalinism in which time he know-
ingly suprortod evary anti-working class crime of that black counter-revo-
luticnary organization, Louis Budenz in October 1946 went over lock, stock
and barrel to the Catholic Church., First proetending to believe in the
doctrinc of Stalin infallibility and in &11 the other Stnlin legends, Budenz
has now transferred his bought and peid for allegiance to push the myth of
the Hely Ghost and the docirine of papal infallibility. Viewing the de-~
velepmant of a war atmosphere bgtwoesn Stalin on ths one hand and the Anglo-
American imperinlists en the other, Budenz hastily jumped over to what he
calceulated will be the sefer and winning side. In this rospect, Budenz is
not the first and certainly will not bs the last in this particular species
of Stalinist timo=sorvers. . Lying first for Stalinism he now lies directly
for th: bourgecisie prctending that Stalinism and revoluticnary Communism
are one nnd the same and that Stalin aims 2t "world revolution.”

The easc with which Budenz wont over directly to the capitalists causodthe
Stalipist loadership to do a bit of "oxplaining" to the ronk and files, Con=
veniently glossing ower the last ten yonars of  loynl service by Budenz, the-
Stelin burocrats suddenly remombered that Budenz has been an oprortunist
long before he entepqd the American Communist Party. This chnrge hoprens
to be quite truc. Budenz Functioned ns a stalking horse for the trade
union fokers and for many years assiducusly peddled the Musteite dis-
pensation to uninformed workors. The cssential point which is concesaled is
that the Stalin gang knew beforshand that Budenz was but o rotten labor
carcerist ond picked hIm 1 up o5 o hardy intellectual thug when he came
sriffing around for o jeb to Foster-Browdsr and Company.

An essential phase in the polltical biography of Budenz was alsc noted
in The Hilitant, organ of the Socialist Workers Purtys This phose deals
with the period cf Buderz's membership in the Cannon-lfuste Workers Party
late in 1934 and oarly in 1935, It is interosting to observe that like
‘Browder-Fos ter the Cannon-Shachtnmor loadership knew from the beginning
that Budenz was a hardened coreerists

"Budenz had always been an anti-Marxist and Amesrican nationalist., He
bitterly fought the AWP fusion with tho ir"%skylst orgonization, “Then
he could not prevent the fusion, he rcmained inside the new party to
fight Trotskyism from within. Against the ideas of internati onal soci-
alism, he countered his own reactionary naticnalism that he terned the
tAmerican approach.'®™ ( Oct. 26, 1946 p. 7 My cmphasis-A.B. )

Thus Budenz"had always been an anti-Marxist." He "itterly fought"
the fusiom of the Trotskyitss with the (ustc organization nnd when he could
not prevent the fusion he remained there "to fight Trotskyism from within,"
So far The Militant sticks strictly to the facts. How then did Carnon-
Shachtman deal with this known and hnardened renctionary ? Significantly,
those facts are nct mentioned in the cbeve-oitod article, When the true
story is known, the reacson for this omission becomes quite obwious,

While fully gware of the rotten poclitics of Budenz, Connon-Shachtman
rewarded him with g leading post s part of 2 horse trude with Muste for
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the fusion. Budenz was given the juicy plum of national organizer as the
price for the "you scratch my back, and I'll scratch yours" propositions

"Louis Budenz and Arne Swabeck will bs the national orgenizers." ( The
Militant, Dec. 8, 1934 )

The known "anti-Marxist" Budenz, was thus elevated to the top leadership
where he could contirue poisoning the workers with his opportunist ideas more
effectively than he could as a rank-and-filer. Did the rank-and-file readers

f The Milittunt know at that time about Budenz's opportunism and that he
"pitterly fought" the fusion behind the sceres for his ovn reactionary pur-
roses 7 Canron-Shachtman made sure that no inkling of this got out publicly
and instead told the workers the following cbout Budenz's attitude:

"Budenz Hails Party From Sickbed." ( Headline, Dec. 15, 1934 )

Budenz was pictured ns highly enthusinstic with the new development and
wos played up in the Trotsky press as a sincere f]ghter in the interests of
the workers. The same article went on to say: "Budenz was optimistic about
the new party and sorry not to be able to get into the field at once." ( Ibid,)

The nbove was written ot the end of the year 1934. But in his book,
”ho History of American Trotskyism Cannon spills a few facts sbout Budenz
2% the time ol Tusion with Huste:

By 1934 Budenrz, who hed no socialist background, was a 100 percent pa-
triot, thrze=-fourths o Stalinist, tired ond somewhat sick wand looking
for o chance to sell out. He was a vicious opponont of the unification.”
( pe 178 )

Cannon, of course, diplom~tically neglected to add that this was the
trencherous element whloh he agreed to elevate into the top lecadarship cs
pert of his bargnin with Muste.

As for Budenz's "enthusiasm" hailed by Cannon-Shachtman's peper, Cannon
rzcords in the above-mentioned bocks

" Budenz, as one of ths laaders of the American Workers Party, had auto-
matically come over into the now party- but without any enthusiasm."”
(pe 207 My cmphasis-4.B.)

That!'s how "optimistic"Budenz wos about the new party!l

Thus Cannon nd Shachtman concenled the truth about this political hack,
trumping up o« non-existont bpthu31qsm and dabbing his rotten politics with a
complete cont of Marxist whitovinsh,  These facts are today buried by the
Trotsky lezders and for & geod roeason.

There is another important aspect of the truth which is now distorted
by tho Trotsky press about their past attitude to Budenz. While still a
member in the r‘e:zu'n'\on--Shach’fm;n--must" org nization, Budenz used the medium
of n known oprertunist magazins to write openly of his anti-iarxist ideas
and attacked the position of his ovm organizoation. The Trotsky leadership
would have one bzlieve that they thon jumped to the defense of Marxism and
that they "answercd with a sharp ottack agrinst Budenz's onti-Marxism:"

"While still formally a member of the Trotskyists, he attecked the Trots-
kyist ideus publicly in the Modern Monthly, HMarch 1935, three months after
the fusion. The }Militant answered with a sharp attack against Budenz's
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The truth is that the "answer" to Budenz was officially given in The
Militant in o series of articles by A.J. Muste, who bore fond feelings for
his capoble assistant, Budenz's article in the March 1935 issue of Modern
Monthly claimed, among other monstrous falsifications, that the theoretical
disputes in American "radicalism" were instigated by those evil Europsans
who muddied the pure waters of the Amasrican labor movement. Budenz wanted
an "American approach", meaning specifically an appeal to the most back-
ward nationalistic prejudices instilled into tho American workers by the

capitalist propogandists, The reactionary nationalistic roison of Budenz
nrlpped in every line of his article; it was really an ideological prepa-
raticn for a jump to the C,P, which was moving to the ultro-right line in
that poriod end reviving the American natioralistic traditions. Search
as one will with 2 microscope, there doesn't appear cven a remote phrase
in iuste's onswer to Budenz which could be construcd as this "sharp attack
apninst Budenz's anti-Marxism." On the contrary, the extreme nationalism
of Budonz was talked out of existance by luste who gave his old pal a clean
bili of hsalth on this crucial point:

"Thors is here, be it eaid in passing, a hint that it is only European radi-
coiism which is afflicte with broils, that Anerican radicnalism would be free
cf them if theso bad Europeans had not brought them over or if, perhaps,
foolish Amecricans had not imitated the Buropeans. There is surely no foun-
otion in faect for such ~n assumption of the peacecblenz:ss of Americans red
or any other coler, and n tendency is evident here to slip into langunge
which might easily bs given n nationalistic intorpretotion WHICH ITS AUTHOR
WOULD BE THE FIKST 7O DISOWN." ( The New ifiliteont, May 18, 1935, My c@“lt”kﬁ)

The Trotskyite roaders were assured by Muste that Budenz "would be
the first to disown" any nationslistic interpretation of his ideas! That
was the type of "educ~ tion" given the workers by the Trotsky leanders in
their crgan. The supvcscd "sharp attnck" against Budcnz's open opportunism
turns out to be a cover for Budenz.

It is interesting to observe the entirely different tre~tmont accorded
by the Cannon-Shachtman leadsrship to their internal opposition on the
Fronch Turn as ccmpared with the attitude towards the honored "guest", Com-
rade Budenz. Although the Oehler-Stamm faction had accepted the Trotskyist
nyths ond fablss until 1934 as their ideologicnl nerltxge, they did expose
the rottenness of the Trotsky line on the "Fronch Turn" towards Social Demo-
cracy in 1934-1935, Canmon-Shachtman feared any attack on thelr new op-
portunist linc. The "ocovosition" of Budenz, on the other hand, exposed
ncbody and qctuallv strengthoned the hﬂnd of Cannon-Shachtman os "revo-
lutionists." The anti-Fronch Turn facticn was burocratically suppressed

by Cannon-Shrchtman and when it tried to meke its idons public, 1t wes
uncorcnoniously expelled, But tho known opportunist, Budenz, was rewarded
immedintely with o top post, and when he came out publicly in an anti-Marxist
magazine with opportunist idens ho was still cons1dﬁr9d o member in good
standing ~nd refeorrad to as "Comrade Budenz." Whereas the Ochler-Stamm fac-
tion allegedly committed n crime by coming out openly with the supproessed
tacts obout the French Turn, Budenz was given a pet on the back for his fla-
grant brecch of Cannon's discipline:

"In raising a discussion as to the real meaning of the term in a recent
article (nodorn ionthly, #arch 1935, 'For An Amarican Revolutionary Ap-
proach'), Comrnde Budenz hos rendered a service."( The New~ Militant,
iny 11, 1935 p, 3 )
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Vhen Budenz disdainfully rejected the Cannon-Shachtman overtures and
went over to the C.P., anyhow, it was not through lack of trying by the
Trctsky leaders who attempted to hang on to his coat tails,

These concealed facts around the Budenz incident in 1935 constitutes
but another charateristic example of the methods employed by the Trotsky
leaders in building their organization. This method is one of entangling
the Trotsky workers with all varioties of labor swindlers ran%ing from
the Stalinist gang, the old Musteites, the Social Democratic "stinking
corpse,” and now in the call for a labor party, with the trade unicn fakers.,

AJB.
December 1946
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FROM THE ARCHIVES OF TROTSKYTISII
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**%*% TROTSKY'S STATEZMENT ON LENIN'S TESTAMENT #*x*
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Editorial Note:

In the last issue +this publication reprinted in its entirety, one
of the deccuments of the Trotsky-Oppcsition, the Deelaration of October
16, 1926, to demonstrate to the recder that our charge against Trotsky's
policy cf cringing before the Stalin clique is no product of imagination.

In this issue we present Protsky's statement on Max Eastman's dis-
closures in his book, "Sinee Lenin Died,"” putlished in 1925. In this
btook Znstman told of the existonce of a Lenin letter (the famous "Testa-
ment"), which evaluatcod the party leadership and advocated the removal of
Stalin from the pest of General Secretary. Bastman told of the con-
spiracy in the top loadsrship of the Russian Communist Farty to suppress
this Lenin documecnt and revoaled some other dark machinations of the
Stilin ringe Until the publication of Eastman's book the workers hzdn't
even heard of any 5talin clique or of such on astounding thing as a
surpressad Lenin document. ¢ Hastman rcvelations came lika a bombshell
to the uninformed workers following the Comintern, and thcy looked to
tha leedorship in lioscow for on authoritative statoment on Eastman's
disclosures, In this respect the koy figuro wns Trotsity, becouse Eastman
had pictured him as the butt of Stalin's mochinntions,

Trotsky disavowed the existence of Lenin s Testament, pictured
Stalin and his tréacherous crow ns "our leading comrades,” and denounced
Eastman for reveoling o few facts about the crookadness of the Stalin
ring. In view of the prevailing story of Trotsky's apologists that the
criminal stetemert he me de was "foisted" on him by ©talin, we call atten-
ticn to several important aspocts of the scandal.

Trotsky's story about a "foisted" statement was mde many years later
in answor tc queries concerning his mcotivation in denying th: truc facts,
while he wes still in the Soviet Unicn end had the car of ths Russien
and world masses, It is instructive, in this connecticen, to know of
Trotsky's impulsivo recaction to Eastman's psrsonal propnsal to print
ths facts about the suppressed Testament. Bestman met Trotsky aceident-
olly and informed the latter of his intention to toll the story nbout
the hiddeon Lonin document, Trotsky immediately became alarmed and
warned Zastmon to kpop his mouth shute The fortuitous nature of this
mesting nnd Trotsky s spontansous roaction shows that it was Trotsky s
doliborate policy to ke~p the Lonin Testamont hidden from tho masses,
Brstmon writes: '

"Subscquently I met Wim (Trotsky =BEd.) for a moment accidentally; I
told him theon that I know about The Testrment of Lenin, and he told
me to regard whatever I knsw as an Yabsoluto secer:t.' That has been
an additionnl reason for my delay in writing this artielc." ("Sinece
Lenin Dicd", Footnoto p.26

The words "foisted" and "ultimatum" which Trotsky employed to
excuse his unpardonable act conjure up the threat of execution by the
GPU honging over his head ~- in the summer of 1925% The truth of the
situntion wos that even three yonrs later, nftgr"frotsky had been ex-
pslled from the Politburo, the Contral Committes, the Comintern “xacutive
and the Farty, after he had bosn exiled to Yentral Asia, the Stalin
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clique would not dare pl-ce him under arrest. This fact is testified to
by Trotsky himself: "In 1928 whon I was expelled from the party and exiled
to Central Asia it was still impossible to talk not only of execution but
even of arrest." (Fourth International, November 1940.)

For closcr to the truth was the statement made by Trotsky to his
frisnd Muralov: "My then statement on Eastman can be understood only as an
integral part of our then line f83¥&fliation and peacemaking." (New Inter-
netional, Nov, 1934.)

That is what we have been telling the workers, but it is only a small
part of the truth, The whole stgry is, as we have demonstrated with con-
clusive documentary proof, that “‘rotsky was himself involved in the original
Stalinist bureaucratic devclopment and was thus tied to Stelin. Hence the
policy of conciliation with Stalin of shiclding Stalin, and last but not
least, a policy of political support to Stalin, was the basis of Trotsky's
positiohs This policy is continued to this day by Cannon and all others
who adopt the post-October Trotsky heritage.

In reprinting Trotsky's denial of Lenin's Testament, we call the
attention of the reader to the fact that this document is the final text.
The orignol statement, which Trot {ry said he diinot write but"only” signed,
was objoccted to by some talin lackeys in France., Trotsky agreed to make
the denial stronger by certain changes in the text and the below is the

end product of rrotsky's revisions,

Reprinted From:
International Press Corrcspondence - {Imprecorr) Septs 3, 1925, pe1l004

FINAL TEXT OF TROTZKY'S LETTER ON BASTMAN'S BOOK: "SINCE LENIN DIED".

We publish bolow the final text of Comrade Trotzky's letter, in
which he categorically condomns Bastmon's work - which condemnation
is entirely in accordance with the demands of the International, Ed.

Soon after my return from Sukhum to Hoscow, a telegraphic inguiry from
comrade Jackson, editor of the "Sunday Worker" in London, informed me of the
publication of a book: "Since Lenin Died", which was used by the bourgeois
press in order to attack our Party and the Soviet power. Although my reply
to Jackson was published by the press at the time, it will be-as well to
repect the first part of it here:

"The bock by Eastman which you mention is unknown to me. The
bourgeois ncwspapers quotirg the book have not reached me, It need
not be said that I categorically repudiate in advance any commentary
dirccted agoinst the Communist Party of Hussia."

In the following part of my telegram I protested against the insinua-

tions alleging that I was turning towards bourgeois democrocy and towards
frecdom for trade.

I afterwards roceived the book in question ("Since benin Died") from
comrade Inkpin, sccretary of the Communist party of Great Britain, who at
the same time sent mec a letter to the same purport as comraode Jackson's
telegrame. I had no intention of reading Zastman's book, much less of
reacting to it, being of the opinion that my telegram to Jackson, which was
published cverywhere by the British and foreign press, fully sufficed. But
Party Comrad -s who had read the book expressed the opinion that since
the author referred to conversations with me, my silence could be regarded
as an indirect support of this book dirceted entirely against our Party.
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This placed me under the obligation to devote more attention to Eastman's
book, and above all to read it carefully through. On the basis of certain
episodes in the inner life of our Party, the discussions on the methods of
democracy in the Party, and the state regulation of our economics, Eastman
arrives at conclusions directed entirely against our Party, and likely, if
given credence, to discredit the Party as well as the Soviet power,

We shzll first deal with a question which is not only of historical im=
portance, but of living actuality at the present moment: the Red Army. East-
man asserts that the Red Army, owing to the change of persons, has been de-
composed in its leadership; that it has lost its fighting capacity, etc. I
do not Jmow where Eastman has got all this absurd information. But its
absurdity is obvious. At any rate we would not advise the imperialist govern-
ments to base their calculations on Eastman's revelations. Besides, he fails
to observe that in thus characterising the Red Army he revives the lMenshevist
lerend of the Bonapartist character of our army, its resemblance to a Pre-
torian guard. For it is plain that an army capable of "splitting" because
its leader is changed is neither proletairan nor communist, but Bonapartist
ond Fretorian.

In the course of the book the writer quotes a large number of documents,
and refars to episodes which he has heard second hand or even from more in-
direct sources. This little boock also contains a considerable number of
obviously erronecous and incorrect assertions. We shall only deal with the
mere important of thesec,

Eostmon asserts im several places that the Central Committee has "con-
cealed" from the Party a large number of documents of extraordinary impor-
tance, written by Lenin during the last period of his life. (The documents
in questicn are letters on the national question, the famous "will", etc.)
This is a pure slander against the Central Committee of our Party. Eastman's
words convey the impression that these letters, which arc of an advisory
charcetor and fal with the inner Party organisation, were intended by Lenin
for publications This is not at all in nccordance with the facts, During
the time of his illness Lenin rcpeatedly addrossed letters and proposals to
the leading bodios and Congresses of the Partye It must be definitely sto-
ted that all these letters and suggestions were invariably delivered to their
destinction and they were all brought to the knowledge of the delegates of
the 12th and 12th Congressses, and have invarieble sxercised their influence
on the decisions of the Pertye If all of these letters have not been published,
it is bcecuse the author did not intend their publication. Comrade Lenin
has not left any "will"™; the character of his relations to the Party, and
the character of the Party itsclf, exclude the possibility of such a "will."
The bourgeois ond HMenshevist press genorally understands under the designation
of "will" cne of Comrade Lenin's letters (which is so much altered as to be
almost illzsgiblo) in which he gives the Party some organisatory advics. The
13th Farty Congress devoted the greatost attention to this and the other
letters, and drow the conclusions corresponding to the situation obtaining,
A1l talk with regard to a concealcd or mutilated "will"™ is nothing but a ~
d=spicable lie, dirceted agsinst the rcal will of Comrade Lenin, and against
the intsrocsts of thd Party creatsd by him,

Zastmon's assertion, that the Central Committeo was anxious to coneceal
(that is, not to publish) Comradec Lenin's article on the workers' and peasnnts'
inspection, 13 equally untrue. The different standpoints held on this sub-
ject within the Cenmtral Committee- if it is possible to speak of a "difs
ference of standpoints” at all in this casc- were of 2 purely sccondary
significance, dealing solely with the question of whether the publication
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of Lenin's article should be accompanied by a declaration from the Centtal
Committee or not: a declaration pointing out that there was no occasion to
fear a split.

But in this question also a unanimous decision was arrived at in the
same scssion. All the members of the Political Burecau ond of the Organi-
sation Burecau of the Central Committee present, signed a letter addressed
to the Party organisations containing (inter alia) the following passage:

"Without entering, in this purely informatory letter, into the
criticism of the historically possible dangers pointed out at the time
by comrande Lenin in his article, the memboers of the Political Bureau
and of the organisational Bureau, consider it necessary, in order to
«void all possible misunderstandings, to declare unamimously that there
is nothing in the inner activity of the Central Committee giving oc-
casion to fear the danger of = "split",

Not only is my signature attached to this document along with the
others signatures, but the text itself was drawn up by me. (27, January 1923)

In view of the fact that this letter, expressing the unamimous opinion
of the Central Committee on Comrnde Lenin's proposition with regard to the
workers! and pecsants'! inspection, also bears the signature of comrade
Kuibyschev, we have hore a confutation of Bastman's assertion that comrade
Kuibyschev was placed at the hcad of the workers! and poasants' inspection
cs "opronent" of Lenin's plan of organisation.

Eastmon's assertions that the Central Committee confiscated my pem=
phlets or articles in 1923 or 1924, or at any other epoch,.or by other
means have preven ted their publication are untruc, and are based on fan-
tastic rumours.

Eastman isagain wrong in assorting that Comrade Lonin offered me the
post of chariman to the council of people's commissars, and of the council
for labour ond defences I hoar of this for the first time from Bastman's
book,

An attentive perusal of Eastments book would doubtless give me the
oprortunity of pointing out a number of other innceuracies, errors, and
misrepresentations, I do not however think that it weuld be of interest
to go further.

The bourgeois pross, especinlly the Menshevist press, make use of
statemonts of Eastman, quote from his reminiscences, in order to emphasise
his "close relations", his "friendship" with me (as my biegrapher) and by
such indircct means attaching an importance to his conclusions which they
have not and cannot have, I must therefore devote o few remarks to this matter.

The character of my real relations to Eastman is perhaps best shown
by a business letter, written by me at a time before there was any thought
of Eastman's bock "Since Lenin Died".

During my stay in Sukhum I reccived from one of my friends in Moscow,
a collaborator in the publication of my books, the manuscript of a book by
an Amcrican journalist, M, Bastman: "Leco Trotzky, a youthful portrait."
My collaborator informed me in his accompanying letter that the manuscript,
which had been sent to the Stat Publishing Office by the writer, for the
purpose of being published in the Russian language, had mede a strange and
unusunl impression among us on account of its sentimental tone.
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In my letter of 3, April 1925 I replied as follows:

"Bven without being familinr Wi th the contents of Eastmin's monu-
seript, I am perfoctly in ~greoement with you that the publication of the
book is inopportunc. Although you have becn kind znough to send mo
the mrnuscript, I camnot read ite I have absolutely no ireclination to
do s0, I readily bclicve that it does not suit our taste, espacially
our Russiaon and Commur.ist taste,

Epstman has boen endecavoring for a long time to convince me that
it is difficult to interest the Americans in Communism, but that it is
possible to inter-.st them in the Communists., His arguments have been

cirly convineing, For this ronscen I gave him certain help, of a
limited nnture, The letter whieh I sent him shows these limitslg 1
did not know that he had the intsntion of publishing this book in
Russin, or I should probably have advised the Stete Publishing Office
at tht time not to publish its I cannot however prevent Eastman from
publishinﬁ this book abrond; he is a "frae writer”; for o time he has
lived in “ussia and collected material; at present he is in Erance,
if not in Amorican, I nm net sufficicntly intimate with him to sk him
as a private favour not to publish this book. And such a request
would hardly be in place.”

I repeat once morc that tho subject of this letter wns a biographienl
skoteh, the desceription of my youth un te about 1902. But the tone of my letter
laaves no room for doubt on the nature of my relations to Bastman, relations
which differ in no way from those mointained by mo to other foreign come
munists or"sympathisors" who hnve turned to me for help in understonding
the Yetober rovolution, our Farty and the Soviet state = thers can be no
question of anything more.

Eostman snecrs with vulgar aplomb at my "Pon Quixctry" in my relations
to th: comrades of the Contral Committe:, of whom I have spoken irn friendly
terms even in the midst of the most cmbittored discussicns Eastman seoms
to thirk himself called upon to correct my "error", snd he charncterisass
the loading comrades of our Party in n manner which cannot be designated
as anything else but calumny.

We sec from the above that EBastman has att-mptad to srect his con-
struction on complstzly rotton fourdati nse He soizos unon isolnted inci-
domts occuring within cur party in the course of some discussion, in order by
menns of distorfing the menning of the frcts ond exaggorating the relations
in 2 ridiculous moanner, %o slandsr our Party and undernmine the confidence
in it.

It sems to me howevsr that the ntterntive and thoughtful reader will not
require to cxemine into the essertions mrde by Zastman and his decuments
(which is not pessible for all) but that it suffices to rsk: "If we rssumo
th:t the malicious characterisation of our lending Party comrades given by
Exstman is only partly corrcet, how is it possible that this Farty should

ave cmorged from long yesrs of illegel struggle, how could it stand at the
hend of mnsses of millions carried through thas grantes revelution of the world,
end further tho formation of revolutionary parties in othear countries?”

There is no sincere worker who will believe in the picture painted by
Enstman, It conteins within itsclf its own refutation. Whatever Eastman's
intentions may be, this piece of botehed work is none the less objectively
a tocl of counter-revelution, rnd can solely serve the ends of the incarnate
enomizs of cormunism nnd of the rovolution.

1. July 1925, Le Trotzky

1) on 22, liay 1925 I sent the following reply to Sastman's ropeated requests:
“I sh»nll do my utmost to assist you by means of cortain information .

But I canrot afres to rzad your manuscript, for this would maks re respon-

sicle notmonly for the fets, but {for the charcctorisations nd estinates

<5 well, this is of course imrossible. I »m preparad to undertake the re-

sporsibility, if only 2 limited one, for the informntion on *+he frets which

I sond you in reply to your roquost, For everything else you alone bear the



