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SHGARY AND THE MCUNTING WAR CiISIS

The Teheran and Yaltu agrecnents, negotiated in secrecy by Stalin and
the 1Lp6rlallSuo, provided the basis for a permenent political crisis in
Fungary as in other countries in Zastorn Europe and the Far East, Stalin's
trocps werc given o legal basis for occupying koy territories in the Balkans,
cxcopt Greece, But at the some time, the Yalta agreement established a condltlon
for "frece clsctions" aleng with vague phrascs about "democratic rights." In
Iungary specifically, an Alliod Control Commission was provided to supervise
Hungarien affeirge The chairmanship of the cormission and the occupation of the
country wus assigned to ths Soviet Union.

The Hungarian reality under the jackboot of Stalin's military mnchine
was bound to conflict with the rosy words of the Yol ta donle Tho imperialist
propagandists have taken ample advantagoe of the inevitable breach in the Yalta
egresnent to brand Stalin as a double=~crossing violator of treatics and of the
rights oi' small mations. The latest evonts in Hungury added more grist to the
impeorialist propaganda mill,

In February 19247 the Stalin forces arrested Bela Kovacs, general
scerotary of the Hourg >0is Small Holdeors Party of Hungary. This move had been
proceded by a long Stalin campaign against this party which had won 57 percent of
the total voto in the clections of November 1946 This arrest oif Kovacs was the
necessary preliminary to an ¢1d Stalinist gomee As in the Moscow Trials, a
self-implicating confossion was soon forthcoming from Kovacs who also involved
the other political leaders of the Hungarian bourgeoisie. The Hungarian capis-
talists and landlords have truly been guilty of the most infamous crimes against
the masses, but it was not this class angle which Stalin chose to utilize.
Although the Smoll Holders Party secured a decisive majority in the November
1945 General Elect¢on and formally hecaded the government, Stalin's GPU hurled

ho charge of an "anti=Republican conspiracy" to shakeup the Hungarian governw
monte Accordingly, new clections were set for September of this year. A leading

rgan of the bourgecisie has already shown what vein of propaganda the irperial=-
ists will pursue townrd further ovents in that countrys

"The Communist coup d'etat in Hungary is now apparently complete except for
the rigged clecticns in September called to confirm it. From now on
Hungory takes her place with Poloand, Rumonia, Bulgmria and Yugoslavia as
a polico stute and o Russion satellite. To meke it so has been tho
settled purpose of the Sovict Govermment." (The New York Times,6/1/47 Edit.)

The American ond British imperialists are now making o hullebaloo about
this new breach in the Y<lta agreement and a series of strong notes hnve been
dispatched to Stulin's gang. On June 5, 1947 Truman dencunced the Stelin
machirations in Hungary as an " ut"ago and there the natter stands from the
imperialist side at this writings, On the Stalin side, the set reply to all the
imperialist protests is that they constitute intorfercnes in Hungarion affairs,
The hypocrisy in both camps is quito tromsparcnt. This "right" to intorferc in
Hungorien affairs was established by the very provisions of the Yalte agreemont.
The Stalinist machinations in Hunge v were proparod by the inperialist policy
makers thomselves wnen they invited Stalin's occupation of thet © untry,.

The "Peace" Poct for Fungary provides for the withdrawal of the
Stalin occupotion troope within 20 days after ratification. The provisions of
the Pact are not yet legally in offeet due to the technicality of ratification
wnich has not ye t been comploted at this date by all the pewers concerned.
dowever, even whon the formality of ratification is completed, Stalin still has
the right to maintain a supply line to his troops in Austria and Germany. But
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history has shown, as in Manchuria, that even where the Russian uniformed troops
withdraw, native Stalinist troops stép into the breach. In this conneoction,

as o result of the Paris gab fost, the imperialists were onabled to insert
phrascs about "human rights" in the Hungarian and other treaties. Obviously,
Just as the phrases in the Yalta pact about "democratic rights" were and are
being usod to line up sentiment against Stalin, so will the deliberately vague
words about human rights and liberties in the new "peace" pacts be utilized by
the imperialists in the futurce

The imperialist campaign against Stalin is based on the accusation
that Russia is an "exprnsionist" power threatoning "peaco." Concealed from the
massos, however, is the fact that the imperialist powers themselves gave Stalin
the green light to enlarge the sphere of his rule via a serios of secret agree-
ments from 1943 to 1945. The prescnt diplomatic warfare by American-British
imperialism against Stalin's Sovigt Union shows why the imperialist policy
mekors openod the door for Stalin s expansion in Burope and Asia, During the
period of the war situation, Stalin s prestige with the masses was enormous.
Had he confined his forces to the pre-1939 bordors of Russia, it would have been
monifestly impossible for tho Anglo-American rulers to transform Stalin from o
loyal "ally" to o Hitlerite Maggroessor" threatening the peace of tho world
and thercby to preparc tho massos ideologically for a war against the Soviet
Unione

Intorestingly, in the period immecdiately following the war situation,
when the compaign to build up a war atmosphore with Russia swung into high goar,
it was ostablishod that Eastcrn Burope outside of Grocce, was Stalin's domain.
The term "iron curtain" was coined by tho imperialist spokesmen to charactorizo
tho sphero of territory undor Stalin's rule. But since Stalin is not apparont-
ly adding any significant territory to that given him by the imperinlists in the
period of the war situation, attontion has to be focussed back on such countrios
as Hungary, Rumonia cte, Wheroas proviously, the Balkans, oxcept Grocco, woro
establishod as Stalin's sphero, the wholc issuo is rooponod to give substance
to tho idea thnt Russia is an oxpansionist powor and it is charged that Stalin
is an aggressor in the vory territorios oponed to him at Tohoran and Yalta,

This is the reason for the outery about Hungary. The same applies to Rumania and
eventually to tho entire Balkans,the Baltic and in the Far East.

In the other camp are the international sections of the Stalin
force which defeond overy Stalin erime against the masses and palm off the
criminal Stnlin diplomacy as being in the inter ests of world peace., The
crooked machinations of the Stalin clique and its bureaucratic terrorist rule
remain an indispeonsable factor in the imperialist war plans aganinst the Soviet
Union. Only an uncompromising exposure of both the imperialists and Stalin
forces can awnken the revolutionary workers to the reality of the impending
holocoust. And only with the exrosure of the imperialist-Stalin forces and the
unmasking of all the direct and indireot supporters, can the workers move
forward on the path of real Socialist liberation.

June 29, 1947

A NOTE ON THE "MARSHALL PLAN"

On March 12, 1947 came the statement of the "Truman doctrine" which
proclaimed openly that the power of .Jmerican imperialism would be used against
the Stolin forcess. is a logical sequence, on Juno 5, 1947, State Secretary
Marshall announced an economié program involving three steps; first, a survey
to determincthe supposed necds and resources of the European powers; seocond,
the drewing of a "blueprint" for what is called coordinnted self help; third,
the presentation of a detailed plan by which the United States rulers can -
"help" Europe presumably to oid itselfe Behind these seemingly harmless
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phrases is concealed a plan to organize the European capitalist powers with
Amorican funds for a war with the Soviet Union,

Of course, the imperialist leaders knew that Stalin would rejeot
the plan, Fully aware thot war is being prepared against the Soviet Union
by the American-British imper inlists, he cannot accede to any proposition
whereby the imporialists get the right to pry into his domain. Thus, during
a mecting of the French, British and Russian Foreign Ministers called to
discuss the Marshall I'lan, Stalin had Molotov walk out and denounce the Plan
as interference in the internal affairs of "soverecign govermments." Irmedi=-
ately upon Stalin's withdrawal the British and French Foreign Ministers
invited a conference of twenty=-two nations to act on the Marshall Plan,

On his part, Stalin is moving forward to consolidate his own sphere
in Europce By a serios of treaties with his Balkan satellites Stalin has
succeeded in reorienting the cconomy of the Balkans toward Russia, excepting
Grececes In offcct, Stalin is meoting tho offensive of the big imperialist
powers by establishing an economic blockade to kesp them out of Eastern BEurope.

The effect of the so-called Ilarshall and tho Molotov plans is %o
widen the cleavage betweon the Soviet Union and the imperialist powers,
Diplomacy does not exist in a vacuum; it is based on force. Z%he diplomatic
war between the copitalist world and the Stalin-ridden Soviet Union is now
openly brought out in the economic sphere:

"Up until now the West and Russia have made a leost a pretense of sete
tling Buropo's problems on a Continent-wide basis. But with the
withdrawal of ths Russions the break is open. Two rival economic
systems are launched on the Continent and the issue between Russia and
the iest is drawn." (The N-w York Times, July 13, 1947)

‘War is a continuation of polities by other moans. Ideologic, dip-
lomatic, political and economic war is now raging between the capitalist world
and the Soviet Union. Tho extension of this war to the military sphere is
only o matter of time unless the workers act against both the Stalin and
impsrialist comps.Only international revolutimary action by the working class
can arrest the clash of srms now brewinges Such action will overthrow the
held of all rcactionary forces and organizo a Socialist cconomy, the only
possible basis for forwnrd progross.

Under the hypocritical humanitarian words of the !Marshall Plan lies
the intent for o terrible war, a war which will invariably turn the world inte
a shambles. Were plans for war revenled openly and plainly, the alarmed
masses would inevitably movo forward to prevent the impending catastrophe.
Therefore the plans for war have to be disguised, and one such disguise is the
currcnt Marshall Plan for the "rehabilitation" of Europes

July 1947

THE TURN IN FRANCE AND ITALY

In iay 1947 +the Stalinist linisters were eliminated from the French
cabinet, ostensibly over the issuc of the wnge freeze. In June 1947 the
Itnlion bourgeois cabinet was reorganized and the Stelin party was excluded
as in Francc.

These moves are determined by the current intornational situation
with the imperialist world lining up against the Soviet bureaucrncy. In the
present relation of forces it would be inconceivable for the large imperialist
powers to attempt a new intervention against Russia withecut first consoli-
dating the bourgeois power in such key countrics as France and Italy., The
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enormous strength of the Stalin ‘gang in these latter countries was and is a
reflection of the tense internal situation confronting the French and Itelian
capitalistss Therec is no question but that the bulk of the workers havo broken
subjectively from the capitalist system and desire a fundamental social change,
A decisive indication of the unstable bourgeois rule in these countries was the
vory fact that the Stalin gang had to be admitted into key posts in the Cabinet.

In Pranoe as elscwhero the Stalin party sabotaged any forward movement
of the working class. It broko strikes, voted credits for the bloodletting of
oppressed ocolonial masses in Indo=China and clsewhcre, and cnabled the French
bourgeoisie to offoct a tightor grip on the masses. Although physically out of
tho Fronch bourgeois cabinet, the Stalin party continues in the same path of
kecping the workors from struggling for socialisms

"When the Communist party, quarreling with Ramadier's policy over wages,
left the Cabinet carly in May, Jacques Duclos, its astute policy manager,
proclaimed that the Communists would not be 'stupid enough! to plunge
into oppositione He said thoy would collaborate with the Government
wherever they possibly could.," (The Now York Times, July 13, 1947)

In Italy as woll os France, the policy of the Stalin leaders has en-
abled the bourgooisie to consclidato its forces and powere DoSpite the obvious
meoning of the capitalist political manipulations to oxclude them from key govern=-
mental positions in France and Italy, the Stalin forcos continues to prevent any
scrious developmont against the bourgcoisice

In the light of the diplomatic war bebtwsen Stalin and the imperialists
at the prescont juncture, it is highly revealing that the Stalin gong, outside
the Balkans, functioms to broak up any threat to seizo powere Yet it is an
indubitable fact that with thc huge forces at his oommand in Italy and France,
that Stalin could throw thesc important capitalist sountries into turmoil by
a2 mere order to his henchmene

Yot the Stalin parties in Italy and France act consistently to restrain
the workers. Stalin understands only too well that if the workers move forward
against the class cenemy in such countries as Italy and France, the situation
would risc beyond his control. Such a movement would necessarily involve the
workers of other countries, including the Soviet Union, and would topple the
power of the Stalin burcaucracy itselfs Stalin fears the workers infinitely
more thon he docs the imperialists. It is possible to bargain and haggle with
the imperianlist bandits, as long as they are not ready to attack.s It is also
possible for the Stalin bureaucracy to counter the pressure of the imperialists,
as thc oppressive nature of the capitalist class makes it an easy target for
criticism. But it would be impossible for Stalin to bargain with a revolutionary
development, since such a develomment must be based on overthrowing all forms
of oppression including Stalinism,

Paradoxically, by preventing proletariaon revolution, Stalin necessarily
strongthens the hand of the imperialists who in turn are enabled to build up a
military force for war agoinst the Stalin-ruled Soviet state. The Stalin line
in France and Italy stands as an irrefutable answer to those who like the
Shachtmanite Workers Party claim that Stalin is an imperialist, that the Stalin
parties aim to take power and expand Stalin's domination throughout the world.

As we seu, oxcopt for Stalin's direct sphere agreed to by tho imperialists them~
sclves at the Tcheron, Yalta and Potsdam conferences, the native Stalin foreces
arc operating to prop up the capitalist power.

When the Stalin crew was in the french bourgeois cabinet, the French
imperinlists had pretended to play the role of a "compromiser" between the
Soviet Union and the American-British imperialist powers. In the diplomatic
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conflict which developed rapidly upon the termination of the war situatiom, the
Fronch imperialist politicians feigned a msutral role. Now the French imperi-
alists oan act more openly in the international diplomatic war betwoen the im=-
perialist world and the Soviet Union., The Fronch capitalists have cast off the
mask of noutrality and have openly lined up with the American-British imperi-
alists in what is called the West-European bloc. Commonting on the endorsement of
the Marshall Plan by the French Assembly, The New York Times gleefully commented
editorially as follows:

"This development may be accepted not only as a symbol of France's Western
orientation, which became pronounced after the fnilure of the last Moscow
Conference, but alse as a token that France is emerging from the wartime
psychosis of fear and frustration and is beginning to talk like the lead-
ing Buropean Power that she should be," (July 28, 1947)

Insido France tje DeGaullist and other reactionary rightist forces are
raising their headss A4As the war development moves forward, so will the bourgeois
rightist forces in France and Italy, All those in any way rendering support to
tho bourgeois forgys from the extreme Rightists to the 8ocial Democrats, and
those ajding the Stalin camp share respomsibility for this development, Those,
who like the Connon and Shachtman Trotsky leaders, preach support to a CP-SP
government in France, ltaly und elsewhere, are aiding botb the Stalin and cepi-
tolist recction and greasing the pnth For the current war development.

July 1947,

THE IMPERIALISTS IN GREECE

The bourgeoisie has becn moking a great to-do nbout Stalints aggressions
in Burope and Asia. What have the imperialists themselves been doing in Greece
while laying down thoir anti=-Stalin propaganda barrage?

The linc of the inmperialists in Greoce is to use that country as a
pown in the proparations for the war ageinst Staline As Stalin continues con=-
solideting his power in the territoriee ho ogcupied by the groce of the im-
perialists, they have been, in turn, raising the ery of Stalin's threat of ag-
gression against Grecce. Meanwhile, they themselves have been promoting astion
against Stalints forces, Thot this is the imperialist polioy was best illustra-
ted by Washington columnist Drew Pearson, when he told, in his March 22, 1945
column, of a Colonel Shephord of British Army Intelligence, who had beon killed
in Greece whilo functioning od an UNRRA official, In Shepherd's rooms were
found roceipts for money he had ptaid tc various Greek rightist leaders in returnm
for which they agreed to conduct an armed struggle against thoe Stalinist led
EAd~-ELAS., The rocoipts were dated g few days before the fight against the EAM-
ELAS broke out, showing olearly that the British policy was to instigate and
subsidizo the armed conflict,

The latest events in Grocce follow the same patterns First, there wns
the announcoment by the Greck government that it had foiled & plammed "Communist
coup” to seizo the country., Under the pretext of forestalling this "ooup", wide-
sproad arrests end repressions were carried outes Shortly thereaftor the govern-
ment announced that on international brigeds of guerillas had crossed the border
into Greece from Albanins This story burst like a bomb on the front pages of the
bcurgeois press and gave rise to a tremondous anti-Stalin propaganda compeigne
The stery of an international brigade was subsequently retracted but it was
donc comparatively unobtrusively and the flood of propagenda which had originelly
been reloased did not. subsides

It would be the height of political naivets to imagine 4that the Greek
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government is an independent regime, that the moves which it is making are
independly conceiveds It's policies are controlled lock-stock and barrel by
the Anglo-imerican imperialists who installed it and propped its shaky foun-
dations from the very firste The British virtually ruled the country by force
of arms and arc now apparently planning o withdrawnl to let American arms take
overe The policy of these two imperinlist powers is to use Stalin's machina-
tions in Grecce as an additional incitement to stir up the sentiments of the
nasses oagainst the Stalin burocracy.

The mosses must not be taken in by the bourgeois propagenda, nr by
the Stalinist propagandas Thoy must analyze the world situation cleariy in
order to ccmbat effectively the game that Stalin and the imperialists are
playing.

July 1947

THE ROAD TO LIBERATION IN INDONESIA

With +tho termination of the war period , a unique situation was
created in Indonesia. A revolutionary upsurge from below by the Indonesian
¥orkers and peasants throeatemed to shoke up the entire cclonial system in the
‘ar Baste

Into the vacuum created by the termination of the war situation,
stepped the bourgeois nationalist republican government of Indonesia hended
by Soekarno. Tied hand and foot to the imperialists by economic and poli-
tical bonds and frightened by the strength shown by the masses, the bourgeois
leaders tried to strangle the revolutionary sentiments of the masses. Haunte=
ing the bourgeois "Republican” lenders was the presence of 100,000 armed
Indonesians filled with sentiments of revolutionary struggles The task set
by the treacherous bourgeois leadership was to bresk up the movement from bee
lows To do that, aid from the imperialists was necessary and the chrono=-
logical development shows how this was manipulated.

On Septe 16, 1945, 1,000 Dutch soldiers debarked, and this tiny
force was allowed to occupy Batavia unopposedes On Sept. 27, 1945 Lord
Mountbatten announced that British troops were being dispatched to aid in the
establishment of what the imperialists cynically call "law and order™. The
Jopanese troops remaining in Indonesia were charged by the imperialist
rulers with keeping -the Indonesion messes in checkse The murder of a few
Indonesian Republican leaders by the Japanese set the spark for an uprising
by the massess The Japanese garrison was easily overpowered and disarmed by
the aroused workers nnd peasants. As the revolutionary situation intensified,
British troops bogan to pour into Batavia in early October and the Dutch
leaders announced that 10,000 troops were being sent to quell the Indonesian
messes, All the imperialist rulers were solidly unified to suppress the
Indonesion masses. Intimately involved with the British ond Dutch interests
in economic domination of these very rich islands were the American impori-
alists who furnished the whorewithal in noney, arms and equipment for the
punitive war against the Indonesian workers, With unabashod hypocrisy, the
Anerican rulers asked the Duteh rulers simply to remove the United States
labels from the lend lease weapons which were to be used for suppression of
the rising natives,

By late October 1945 the Allied command fclt strong encugh to ex-
tend control beyond Batavia. A token British force was dispatched to
Surabaja and due to the collcdborationist policy of the Indonesian bourgeois
notionalist leaders, this imperialist force was allowed to land unmolested nand
take over the key points in this strategic citye When the British officials
demonded the surrender of nll Indonesian arms under penalty of death and made
threatening gestures to carry this order out, the masses rose against the
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British troopse The small British forces were in reel danger of being eliminated
entirsly; accordingly, President Soskarno was flown to British headquarters,
Convinced that tho British forces were nctually on the verge of being wiped out,
Sockarno zot into o British truck and carrying a white flag, persunded the

armed Indonosians to call off the attack, This extricated the imperialists from
a highly inflammable situation and enabled them to get & breathing spell to

land more forces, This was donoe and in the early part of November 1945, the
British opencd a brutal asgsault on the city by air, sea and land. Through the
criminal sabotage of the bourgeois natiomnlist Indonesian leaders, Surabaja was
roopsned for imperialist exploitation ns Batavia had been befcore.

Tho masses showed dissatisfaction with Soekarno and to pacify them, he
stepped out from power and a "socialist" Sjahir became Premier of the "Republic"
on November 13, 1945, Sjahir, however, continued in the same path as Soekarno
end woerked together with the imperialists., The resistance of the Indonesian
masses was bitterly denounced by this tool of the imperialists. A stage of dila-
tory negotiations then began between the Dutch imperialists and the 8jahir
governmont, This was a pure stalling device arranged by the imperianlists to
conselidato their goins and give them an opportunity to bring in more forces.,

By July 20, 1947 tho imperialists began the next phase in the war a-
gainst the Indonosion mnsscss Equipped from tho arsenals of imerican imperialism,.
120,000 Dutch troops were ordered to attack the Indonesian work ers and peasants.
From tho port citiss originally yielded to the imperialist troops by the In-
denesinn  beurgecis leadership, the Dutch troops fanned out in the mainland and
occupied many strategic points. In the previous "nogotiations" the Dutch ime-
perinlists pretended to recognize®the Indonesian Republie , and to agree to
inde¢pendence of this Ropublie by January 1, 1949. The negotiations proved to
bo 2 hollow mockery;thoy were never intended to be serious to bogin with. How-
ever, tho bourgeois naticnalist Indonosian leaders played up these negotiations
and paralyzed the fighting will of the armed masses., The present imperialist
slaughtor was prepared from the beginning by the Indonesian leaders themselves,
Therc will be more "negotiations" and more phoney agreements as a matter of _
course., As long as the present bourgoois leadership remains, ond as long as the
oppertunist lendership prevails within the ranks of the Indonesian masses, the
grip of imperialist cxploitation will continue to tighten on the necks of the
exploitod Inlonesian workers and peasants,

In the working class movement, the Trotskyites are calling for support
to the Indonesian Republic., In tho minda of the revolutionary workers this
scoms to be a slogan directed a%uinst the imperialists. However, calling for
suppcrt in the abetract to the indonesian Republic ties the musses to the
treocherous bourgeois leadership and through them to the very imperinlists
diractly oppressing the Indonesion masses,

Woe have already indicgted how the British imperianlists directly
intervened to fasten the brutal Dutch rule in ‘ndonesia, This British action
was ordered by "His Majesty's Labor Govermment" which was elected to power with
the voeifcerous support of the Trotskyites, Without the aid of the socialist
and Stalinist forces in Europe and in Holland particularly, the assault of the
Dytch in Indonssia would have been impossible. Yot the Trotskyites (both
Cannon and Shachtman) are urging these very "socialists" and Stalinists into
power. In short, the imperialist powers are not the only enemies in the field
against the colonial masses. There is the traitorous bourgeois leadership tied
with unbreckable bonds to the leading imperialist powers. Then there are the
opportunist "socialist" and Stalin forces propping up this bourgeois leadership
and the imperialist terror. Finally there is the Trotsky force giving support
directly to the opportunists nnd thus preventing any progressive movement of the
proletariat, 4 real struggle against imperialist is impossible without a
oonsistent exposure of the opportunist forces within the proletariate The
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bourgeois nmationalist and other opportunist forces in Indonesia tie the masses
to the imperialist oppressors and prevent any gonuine strugglo to drive them out,
Only the precletarint, following a revolutionary policy, can expel the imperialists
and lead the Indonesian masses on the path of liberation,

July 31, 1947

THE TAFT-HARTLEY STRAITJACKET

Parallel with the war drive against the Soviet Union, the American
imperialists hrveo unleashed a sustained offensive against the trade union move-
ment. First, through a series of provocations the American bosses whipped up a
hystoria against the "abuses" of the unions and as a result have now successfully
roammed through the vicious Taft-Hartley anti-labor aoet. This piece of legis-
lation outlaws the closed shop, restricts the union shop, and establishes a
broad range of restriotions on union activity in economie and political spheres.

The succoss of the bosses campaign is due principally to the opportunists
in tho leadership of the labor movemente The Murrays and Greens, the old line
laber fokers dominating the traede umions, continued their role of preventing any
serious struggle against tho bosses, These burocrats have never even bothered to
disguiso thoir attachment to the capitalist system and their policy of class col-
loboration,

With such treacherous enemies of the working class in key positions of
the trade union movement, and with the politically conscious workers under the
spell of the Stalin, Social Democratic and other betraying forces, the capitalists
have a free hand to intensify their repressive drive against the workers, Mani-
festly, the first step that must be taken to turn the tide in favor of the working
class is an uncompromising exposure of the treacherous encmies within the working
class ronks, It is thesc cenemies lurking within that prevent the real struggle
cgainst the class enemy without, Significantly, the opportunist political forces
deminating the moro edvanced workers fear such an exposure and divert attention
fron this task. Thus, during the campaign around the Taft~Hartley bill, the
Stalin organ in the United States came out for a Murray-Green led "national proe=
test strike:"

"This is an emergency and requires emergency measures. From all parts of
the country trode unions are demanding that the AFL and CIO jointly cell a
one-doy national protest strikee Such a stoppage would be the most decisive
act to turn the tide against the Taft-Hartley Bill.," (The Worker, June 8,
1947. Original Emphasis)

The word strike is calculated to play on the emotions of the class con-
scious workers who identify this word with a class strugglo policye. But history
has shown that thore are all kinds of strikes. The intrinsic political character
of o strike is determined by the nature of the leadership which formulates the
aims and contrcls the poliocye

Spocifically, in the United States many large-scale strikes wore led
by the 3talin force, and demonstrations led by the same counter=-revolutionary
force around the issues of Sacco-Vanzetti, Unemployment, the Scottsboro Case, etec.,
were on o mass scolee This activity, while it did not shake the bourgeoisie, ad-
ded prestipge to the most potent betrayer in the working class movement, the Stalin
intornationale In China, the Stalin force has gone further than simple strikes
or demonstrations and actually leads the workers arms in hand in civil war in
certain sections of the countrye. It is not the methods which are determinant
but the fundamental role of the political force guiding the workers., Similarly,
many large scoale strikes have been headed by Social Democracy and by the old line
labor faokers who naturally used the position of leadership only to betray the
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workers nore effectivelys 4any such movement, when led by reactionary political
forees, does not and can not further the interests of the working masses,

The Stalinist leaders kmow that to call for a "national protest
striko," with the trade unions under the thumb of the labor fakers, is the
sheercst demagopgye Indeed, in such sharp issues of the class struggle the
true character of all pclitical forces emerges into the light of day. Thus
tho-Camncnite Socialist Workers Party which shouts day in and day out of its
"strugsle" against the Stelin force, advocated the exact line of action pro=-
posed by Foster-Dernis & Coe The Cannon leadership adds that the formation of
a labor porty would ensure a dofeat for the bosses and secure m victory for the
werkers, In Britain o labor party has actually come into political power, with
the suppoert of tho Trostkyiteses This party has simply carried on the policy
of the bossos with a strikobreeking policy in England itself and a line of
blocdy coloninl ropression abroads The Attlees and Bovins are only the Eng-
lish oquivalonts of the Grecns, Murrays, Lowises, otc., with the difference
that tho imerican labor fakers are openly anti-Socinlist in ideology. Cannon
and Coe are only preparing further defeats and demoralization for the workers
whon they preach that o labor party is the only alternative to capitalist re-
actione

' . Marching alongside the Cannon Trotskyites is the Shachtmonite Workers
Partye If anything, tho propagonda line of the latter orgonization is even
more crass in its appoals to the labor fokers to do something for the workers:

"The 4FL and the CIO can demand that Congress mect in joint session and
heor what labor has to saye UOreen and Murray can tell these scoundrels
not to pass that bill; that labor will not submit to this bill even if it
is passeds" (Lobor Action, June 23, 1947 pe 4 Original BEmphasis)

This bootlicking of the lanbor fakers is palmed off on the Trotskyite
workors 8 a nscessary feature of a so-called mass line, The reality is that
the masses aroc chained to a variety of opportunist forces ranging from the
openly pro-capitelist 4FL and CIO leaders to the disguised reactionary politi-
cal forces concealed behind socialist and revolutionary phraseologye Thereforse,
to put their line across, the Trotsky leaders have to pretend that under re-
actionary leadership progressive class actions are possible for the workers,
Thus the Trotsky leaders shout for national protest strikes, marches on Washe
ington, and other cctions under the AFL and CIO leaders, with the formation of
the labor party as politieal insurance, The line of the Stalin and Trotsky
leaders functions to keep the workers tied in one way or another to the pre=
sent reactionary troade union leadership and prevents any revolutionary develap=
ment against capitalism,

July 1, 1947
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THE TROTSKYITE "UNITY" NEGOTIATIONS =
A CASE STUDY IN POLITICAL DISHONESTY

A On March 11, 1947 a statament was jointly issued by the National Commit-
t?e of the Socialist Workers Party and the Workers Party recommending unifica-
tion of the two organizations. An Extraordinary Party Convention was projected
for the fall of this year; but no definite date was set. After reciting the
above and providing that while the "negotiations are in progress, neither party
will admit into its rankd;ihdividuals or groups who are now or have been members
of the other party, except by agreement" the two National Committees went on to
recommend unification in the following words:

"On the basis of the agreements and conditions outlined above, the two
National Committees are recommending the unification of the two parties.
If this recommendation is approved by the members of the two parties, as
preliminary consulation indicates 48 most probable, the formal unification
will take place as soon as the discussion now procecding 3n the ranks of
the two organizations is concluded. In the meantime a joint conmittee of
the two organizations has been established, which is empowered to organ-
ize and arrange a program of cooperation and joint activities of the two
parties in all possible fields of the olass struggle, designed to lead up
to and prepare the way for the formal unification." (Labor Action, March
24, 1947, my emphasis TFH.)

The statement is signed by James P. Cannon for the SWP and Max Shachtman
for the WP,

In the light of subsequent events it will be well to recapitulate and
evaluate some ofthe highlights of this dooument. One can not fail to be
struck with the fact that this entire "unity" document revolves around the organ-
izational points. The statement is made that previous discussions on unifica-
tion were discontinued because no basis could be found for unification "given
the existence of the recognized disagreements on a number of important questions.”
What these Yuestions were and how important we shall exemine later,

Then, literally without a single word as to the resolution of these
differences, the statement goes on to the organizational details of the Extra-

ordinary Party Gonvention and the nature of the disocussions in preparation for
it.

Let us pause a bit and analyze this. Here are two organizations whose
leaders conclude a previous series of discussions withoutarriving even at a basis
for going on with the discussions, according to their own statements, Then
without anything to indicate that there has been a rapprochement in views a
recommendation is made for "umity."

"The joint committee of the two organizations" referred to in the last
paragraph of the statement was supposed to function as a temporary National
Committee in effect, or, at least as an active Contact Commission. One would
expect this committeeto be very important. Nowhere do we find the slightest
allusion in the columns of the MILITANT or LABOR ACTION to meetings or activities
of this joint committec, whose constant day-to-day action was supposed to lay
the basis for unification in reality,

- Let us summarize at this point, Two organizations, which have just
recently agreed that they have important differences, without having resolved
these differences, without a word as to the mitigation of such differences in the
joint ‘statement, recommend "unity" on the basis of purely organizational
measures designed in the final analysis to settle the distribution of posts,
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" But the thing becomes morc and more mysterious. Months pass after the
"unity" stetoment without a single word being heard from either side with the
exceptiorn f sly digs known to the initiate, and directed in the columms of each
paper aga.ast the other,

Suddenly, with a bang, in the July 5 issue of THE MILITANT in the form
of a book roview of a year old pamphlet, there appears a vicious attack on the
Shachtman Trotskyites. This is followed a week later by the appearance of a
column in THE MILITANT by J.R. Johnson, a former member of the Shachtman party,
and but recently conducting a column in LABOR ACTION.

The pareful reader will remamber that both parties in the March 11

Statement agreed that former or present members of one party would not be admit-
ted into tho other except by agreement, The July 28, 1947 issue of LABOR ACTION
carries an article admitting that J.R. Johnson, member of the National Committee
of the Workers Party hdd split away from that party with a group and that the

roup had announced its intention of applying for membership in the Socialist
Workers Party. In this issue LABOR ACTION finally abandons its petitioning

rcle, stigmatizos the "unprincipled" bloc of Cannon} defender of Stalinist Russia,
lecader of "those who seck to transform the revolutionary movement into the left
wing of reactionary Stalinism," and J.R. Johnson, leader of the group which has
"beon known in particular as tho champions of the theory that Russia is a fascist
capitalist state."

This same article sings the swan song of "unity" in the last two
paragraphss

"The split from tho Workers Party is accompanied by repeated protestations
by the Johnsonites that they aro still in favor of the unification of

the Workers Party and the SWP, to which the two parties are still formally
comnitted in a joint stateament for unity they signed last March. It is
clear, however, that if Johnson actually looked forward to an early unifi-
cation between the two parties, he would not have precipitated a split

at this time but would have waited to make his political alliance after
the unity was achicved.

"It is squally clear thet the same holds true for anyone who encouraged

tho split at this time., If the split leads to the admission of the
Johmsonites into the SWP, a step to which the WP cannot and will not offer
any objoction, it will plainly show that the SWP lendership, which has
already in practice ruled out unity with the WP, has decided to nullify
even tho poper existence to which it has reduced the joint agreement on
unity.

Several questiondliterally demand answers. Why was there a "unificoe
tion statement" in the first place? = ‘What wero the forces for "unity"? What
were the forces against "unity"? To the answers to those questions we shall
devoto the remainder of this article,

FCRCES FOR UNITY

In considering the question as to why there was any move toward "unity,"
we have to differcntiate sharply between the motives of the rank and file and
the loacership of both organizations., In view of the fast that most of the
recent membership of both organizetions was brought in on the basis of support
to the Lebor Party, or work in the trade unions, or anti-fascist demonstrations,
and in further viow of the fact that this same renk and file of both organiza-
tions saw only minute end hairsplitting distinctions on these points, it is
easy to seec that they were wondering why there should be two organizations,.

But as the subsequent events show, these motivations played no



decisive role with the leadership, Shachtman and Cannon and Johnson and Goldman
and all the rest of tho experienced burcaucrats in both organizations were

aware of the fact that the 1940 split occurred on an absolutely unprincipled
basis on the part of both factions. This is most clearly shown on the one hand
by J.P. Connon's "History of American Trotskyism" and on the other by the
documents of Shachtman-Burnham-Abern and company at the time of the split, parti-
cularly "The War and Bureaucratic Conservatism."

On tho part of the Shachtman group the "unity" manecuver was dictated by
a pressure on the part of the rank and file but still more by the fact that the
Shachtman Workers Party was declining in membership, funds, number of union
contacts and sizo of its paper. In a discussion preceding the New York City
convention of thc Workers Party in 1945, one of ‘thoir national lesders, Ernest
Erber stateds"If everyone agroes that the morale of tho membership is terribly
low, that the members do not have much confidence in the leading committees, that
significont numbers are beginning to lose confidence in the future of our party,
that recrulting has all but stopped, that a serious financial problem 1is devele
oping, if everyonc agrees to this as the state of affairs today, I will not
quibble with thoso who shy away from the word tcrisis.!™ (Ernest Erber, "Comments
on NY City convention discussion; City Committee Bulletin, Dec,3l, 1945, My
cmphasis, TFH)

Splitting from the official movement in 1940, the Shachtman group
still attempted to base itself on the name and prestige of Leon Trotsky. But in
this contest as to who should hang on most desperatecly to Trotsky's mantlo
Shachtmen was tremendously handicapped by the fact that Trotsky himself had been
compelled to disavow him and that this disavowal was of course known to the
membership of both organizations. Faced with the prospect of gradual disin-
togration of his organization Shachtman was compelled to approach the official
Trotsky organization for "unity", no doubt figuring that it was better to be
Cannon' s"partnor" once more than not to appoar in "mass” politics at alle

So far as Cannon was concerned one can be sure that he was not
dosirous of having a permanent factional opposition installed in his "monolithic"
orgonizntions But to oppose this openly would mean that many of his duped rank
and file might wonder as to opposition to "unity" when the Shachtman group was
making signs of readiness to all kinds of capitulations. Shachtman oriﬁinally
startod off with o demand for a separate factional organ in the "united" party,
but in the process of dickering between Camnon and himself, agreocd to insist
only ofi the abstract right to publish such an organ without exereising that
right, Also tho Cannon rank ond file must have been impressed by the fact that
after Connon had pointed out on April 9, 1946 eleven differences between the two
parties, that Shachtman came back on April 30, admitting the differences, but
saying that he did not think they would or should prevent "unification." The
cynical nature of this is shown by one sentence, which we quote in full,

"However, inasmuch as it cannot be maintained that the leadership of the
SWP is unacquainted with the position of the Workers Party on the
guestions in dispute, it seems to us that it is its obligation, as a
party lcadership, to toke a position on the question of unity end to
recommend it to the mombership.” (Lotter from the Political Committes of
tho Workers Party to the Yational Committeec of the Socialist Workers
Party, April 30, 1946, quoted in Internal Bulletin, SWP of August 1946,
ontitled "Revolutionary Yarxism or Petty Bourgeois Revisionism?")

In view of the capitulatory gestures of the desperate Shachtman,
Gannon found it difficult to shake off the persistent beggar with his cries
of "Unity, unityl" Despite the opon war, even though somewhat one-sided, that
broke out with the publication of the Internal Bulletin referred to above, ’
Shachtman continued to hold out his tin cup for any "unity" alms that Caonnon
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might drop in it. So persistent was the prodding thet Cannon was finally
forced to sign the unification statement of March 11, 1947, at which time , or
shortly therecafter, it is most likely that he began to collaborate with J.R.
Johnson in the task of splitting the Shachtman organization,

It is obvious from the above that Connon nover had any serims
intention of unity. And why should he? With a membership four times the size
of the Workors Party, with many more trade union contacts, with a press en=
joying a circulation twice as great as that of the Shachtmanites, there was no
rcason for Cannon to permit a thorn in his bureaucrafic side. He temporized
until such time as he oould stick a political knife in Shachtman's back.

FORCES AGAINST UNITY

It is moro than likely that were tho above the,only factors involved
thay would have favored "unity" rather than otherwises But, in the meantime,
since the 1940 split, there had been an evolution in the“Workers Party which
fas vory important. Our readers will be familiar with our brochure: "Cannonts
'Strugglo for a Proletarian Party' "in which we went at some length into the
question of the 1940 split and showed irrefutably that it was not based on "the
Russian question", but on a struggle for power between rival cliques. In this
corneation we shall here just cite the ono fact that in the bloc of Shachtman-
Burnham-Abern against Cannon, oach of thg threc had a different position on the
Russian question and were only animated by their bureaucratic hatred of Cannone
But, having once rigged up some sort of a difference on Russia, and Shachtman
having thoreafter concodted a theory of "Bureaucratic Collectivism", thore
bogen t6 dovelop an cetual rift. On the onc hand Common nainteinod his original
position , traditional to Trotsky of being a left wing tail to Stalin., Un the
othor, the internal evolution of the ideas of the Shachtmanites, in the world
situation of sharpening antagonism between imperialism and the Stnlin bureau=
cracy brought them into a position of a left wing of imperialisme A softening
of the intornational antagonisms would have furnished a probability of the
succoss of Shachtman's effort to get back into the officiel Trotsky organization.
A sharponing has had the opposito tendency. It is time now to take a look at
the political differences,

The best material for the -establishment of these differences is to be
found in the Internal Bulletin of the “anncnites already referred to, "Revolu-
timary Harxism or Potty Bourgeois Revisionism?", published August 1946, just
about a half year before the "unity" statement of March }1, 1947, This 32 pape
pamphlet is o declaraticn of war on the Shachtmanites., The domment lists
the points of difference botween tho two Trotskyite groups, It also includes
o lotter of tho SWP to the WP of April 10, 1946, and a reply of Aapril 30. The
latter is a weak, diffident attempt at a reply to the accusations of the
pamphlet, admitting the differences but sinting, as we have quoted above that
Cannon should rocommend "unity" enyway. “he main thing that was estnblished
by the intorchange was that in April 1946, therc was already a polarization, one
pole being ccoupied by the SWP as a defender of the Stalinist-controlled Soviet
Union ond an apologist for the Soviet bursaueracy, the other pole being occupied
by the WP agninst defense of the Soviet Union and for support to bourgeois
democracy, The Cannon statement reads:

“The rolo of the bureaucracy, however, is a contradictory one. Yn the
onc hand it undermincs, wenkens and deals blows to the ecconomio foundae«
tions of the Soviet State. On the other hand, in its own way, by its
own bureaucratic methods, it defends the social basis of the October
Revolution from world imperinlism." (p. 6)

The Shachtmanites countar this position with their own,

"o do not consider Russia a workers'! state in any sense whatsocever. We
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consider it a reactlonary social order which we characterize as bureaucra-
tic-collectivism, We are ogainst the dcfonse of the Stalinist state."
(Letter of Poiitical Commi‘ttce of the W 5o 3WP, April 30, 1946)

"The ttruggle for national freedom is new or the orcer of the day in ad=-
vancad capivalist covneiics..s ca indisncnszanre wrciude of the strugglo
for sociaiism." (Resoviution, WP- Now nqﬁern&;auuulr Jan,-Feb, 1043)

From the above citations we can zec the foliowing. The Cannonites
not only recflirm their clogan of "urcondi ,1>r37 defence of the Soviet Union"
but Muornbe o progres isive role to tho Stalinist hHusoausrasy ir that defense.
This is clearly a “GF?Jloﬁ of political u&rps £ Tﬁuc a2ll this is coupled with
tho usuﬁl cr1+3”1<m goes without saying, ng i ~tent point is that Camnnon

mnord
aids -the Stalinist burocraoy ard ncts as an ayo;og;st for this reactionary force,

The Shach*menites, on the cther hand, rot only rejuct any defense of
the Soviet Union, bub go to the cother camp and guabrace the thesis that a bour-
gecis national period is on the order of ihe aaye

New it is obvious that either the SiP cr the WP would have fo change
its position on the interantional situation in order to favor "writy." Certain-
ly with tho interrational sibtuation develoring towurds war Lotween imperiolism
and the Stalin-controlled Sovict Union. with Cunmon reralniwg a stcoze to Stalin
with bhachtmanvlcanLng towards the imperiaiis*s. ail tadk about funity" besame
ludicrouss Lot ve thoroefors sec: 1o On the irvernational sszeme has there peen
a lessening or strengthomiuz of tho antqgonﬁs‘ Cetween whe imporialist world
and the Soviet Unlon? 2. Has there been any chrnge ur ¢ven tendency to change
on the part of cither the Conmon or the Shachitman leadersi

As to the first question all the evidence shows a sharpening of the
antagonisms betwecn the capitalist world and the Soviet Union, This is not
denied by eithcr~The Militant or Labvor Acﬁ%gg.

In regord to the second question there has been no change on the part
of the Cennonites or the whole official "Fourth Intermational® in their policy
of "unconditional defensc of the Soviet Union" or the toilowing of the Trotsky
horitage of painting the burcaucracy in "contradictory®™ and "progressive" colors,

There has been o chonge on the part of the Shachtmanites but it is in
the dircction of groater and greater orientation to the imperinlist camp as the
"lossor ovil" to the Stalinists. Wo have glieady cited in The builetin how
Labor Action "hailed" on clecioral victory of Corman Social Lomn2raly at the
somc time cokmowisuging the Zerman Social Demoeracy to be a tool of German
and world csopitalisn. (Labors Action, Nov, 4, 1943)

In arothor situation the Shachtmenites have also clearly indicated
their imporialist orientation. Whzn Poland fell into the hands of the Stalinists,
thero remained in thot country a considerable bourgeois opposition groupcd around
Mikolajezk « Upon this bourgeois opnosition world imperialiem counts in the
cocming ware. For a recl prolctarlan rovolutionist there could be no question of
support to eithor Stelin or Mikolajczke DBut in a series of articles by one
Rudzicnski in their press, the Shachtmonites again came out for support to
tho kikoljezk comp os tho "lesser evil."

But the classic oxemple and best proof of the Shachtmanite imperialist
oricntation is on the question of Trieste. Around this strategic city a ter-
rific diplomatic struggle raged last year botween the Stalinists and imperialists.
In this situation what was the position of the Shachtmanites? We quote from
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LABOR ACTION of December 9, 1946, page 7:

"The real choice is, therefore, between adherence to Yugoslavia or to
Italy. Remaining consistent democrats, the Marxists favor adherence

to Ttaly, Questions of ethnic majority arc not docisive in this instance.
Vhat is decisive is that Yugoslavia is a dictatorship that is rapidl
becoming totalitarianized in the complete Russian pattern, while Italy

is a Lourgevis Cemocracy, wretched ‘and unstable, but a bourgeois demo=
cracy nevertheless."

With Cannon remaining ademant in his support of the Stalinist
bureaucracy, while Shachtman moved right into the imperialist comp in all but
name, the prospects of unity grew remote. Not that matters of principle bother
either tho Cannon or Bhachtmon burcaucrats., This is most palpably illustrated
by the bloc of Johnson and Cannon right at the present time in spite of the
faet thut Johnson speaks of the Soviet Union as a fascist capitalist state and
Cannon adhcres te the Trotsky formula of a "degenerated workers' state.," But
Johnson, ofter all, is a minor cog in the political machine, and it would be
much more difficult to effcet "unity" in the case of the main organizations than
for Cannon to pull a deal with Johnson.

It is amusing to noto that in attempting to hit back et Johnson, the
Shachtmaon leaders castigate his "unity" position as unprincipled because it
leaves the Russian question in the background and elevates agreement on ime
mediate questions in the United States as primary:

"In doing so, the Johnsonites have found themselves obliged to shove into
the background and roduce to trivialities the vital end fundamental
political amd theoretical questions that have divided and still remain
unresolved in the internmaticnal Trotskyist movement; and to bide their
own views on these questions, In their placs, they have announced in
their document the anti-Marxist and essentially nationalistic theory that
the revoluticnary party in the United States can be based solely upon
the perspective of the American revolution.” (Labor Action, July 28,1947)

The WP lcadors scized upon a very effective point to demonstrate the
opportunism of the Johnson faction. The Russian question can not be compart-
mentalized or ignored; it is integrally related to an entire political line,
Only one essential feature was omitted in the “hachtman attack on Johnson's
unprineipled unity move. The truth was that tho WP leaders themselves were
willing to utilize the exact same oxcuse peddled by Johnson later, Goldmen
boldly stated in so many words as a proposal for unity precisely what Johnson
was to do lator when he unified forces with Cunnon:

"As convincod as I am that defending Stalinist totalitarianism in any
way, shape or form is a crime against the socialist revolution, I am of
the opinion that a split is not justified on this issue, primarily,
because it does not dircetly ccncern tho American working class, Tre
Americon workers will not be set into motion by any slogan for or ageinst
the defensc of Russia or Stalinist Poland,..e.sThe American workers

will be mcbilized on questionSthat deal with the American scene or they
will not be mobilized at all." ("Unity - Will it Work?" The New Inter=-
national, April 1947, p 107)

It was Shachtman's line which gave Johnson the out he needed, and he
seized it. It was only Cannon's attitude which prevented Shachtman and Co.
from carrying out this fraudulent "unity" themselves.

THE RANK AND FILE

The most disturbing factor in this whole sordid picture is the
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passive marmer in which the rank andfile of both Frotskyite orgenizations

allows itself to be used as dice to be thrown by burcaucratic gemblers,
Coming in to one or the other of the Trotskylte organizations because they
thersby believe that they can fight for Socialism, the rank and f£ile members
are soon caught in the "mass work™ trap of the leadership and have their
attontion and energies taken up with all sorts of Labor Party and trade union
activity while the leaders proceed with harnmessing them either to “talin or
to the imperialists,

In this deplorable political situation in which the rank and file A
find themselves, +they san get considerable aid by studying the lessons of this
whole "unity" business. Particularly as they penetrate into the truth of the
matter will they be struck by the wnprincipled nature of  their bureaueratic
lendership. And when they will have realized this and upon examination of
the respective pclitical lines also discover_that they have bgen du .in
support oither gf Stalin or the imperialistsF*%hgﬁg@ﬁ§s536T“%§§mcgh§§§?11g%@ﬁﬁﬁy
to bre~k from the corrupt leadership. The rank and file have been presented
with such a clear exposure of unprincipledness in these "unity" negotiations
thet they cannot just shut their eyes and refuse to look at the facts,

If the rank and file doss proceed from an examination of the unprincipled
noture of the "unity” negotiations to an examination of the forces militating
against unity, if it breaks with the masked supporters of Stalin and ime
perialism, it can, together with us, form the cadres for a r-al workers!
intornational and serve as cffective fighters for socialisnm instead of
burecaucratic dupes of Wall Street or the Kremlin,

T.F. Harden
July 1947
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Continuation from Page 31-

Declaration of the 121

take the first step towards the restoration of normal Party life by regarding
it as necessary, after this declaration, to reinstate those who have been
expelled, to release those arrested for their oppositional activities, and to

give us all the opportunity of proving the firmmess of this our resolution
by our work in the Party.

We do not doubt that similar measures in the Comintern with regard
tc those really sharing our views ~ these of course ceasing their fractional
activity = will ot the s-me time have the effect of restoring the normal
conditions in the other sections of the Comintern.

Before the Party Congress, and during the Party discussion, we
defended our views determinedly and enmergetically, Having resolved to submit
to the Party Congress, we shall earry out this resolution with equal deter=-
minntion and emsrgy,as faithful soldiers of the Bolshevist proletarian
QYTY e

(121 signatures follow,)

For the gonuineness of the signaturess

L. Xamenev
3rd December, 1927, v
dekk
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THE WORK OF CANNON AND SHACHTMAN
IN THE TRADE UNIONS

PART VIII - THE SELL~-OUT OF THE AUTO 'WORKERS

With the termination of the war situation, the American workers
stirred restively against the fetters of the no-strike pledze, The rise in
living costs accompanied by the fabulous profits coined by the bosses created
an “automatic strilke situation when the excuse that "there's a war on" could
no longer be applied.

In this context, the class interests of the bosses produced a seem~
ingly unique line on their part. In contrast to their policy in the early
thirties, ths bosses did not drive against the workers through paycuts. Rather
the bosses generally pursued a policy of offering wage rises, though inadequate
as a rule to meet the rising cost of living. In some coses the bosses
actually seemed to welcome strike situations, made no effort to reopen plants
th~t wero struck ond provoked strikes where no strike situation existed.
Graduelly the overall strategy of the capitalists became clear. A hysteria
WS organlued through all the medlums of capitalist propaganda against strikes
ond the "irresponsibility of labor " Under the pressurc of this staoge-managed
hullabeloo the capital ists were able to win such .a key point as the outlawing of
"wildcat" strikes in important contract settlements, tying the workers in an
iron vise to the class collaborationist union leadership. Political legislation
wos created to streaitjocket the trade unions as a whole,

A ma jor factor aiding the bosscs'! offoensive was the line of the
American trade union leadership. The labor lieutcnants of the bourgeoisie
knew from first hand experience of the workers dissatisfaction with the
ne=strike pledge. The labor fakers knew that the no-strike pledge had worn
thin and that they had to pretend to put up some sort of fight agninst the
bosses. It wos reodily understood that the workers could not be gotten to
accept inadequate pay rises without some ort of strike action, In this instance,
. had they tried to crom these raises down the workers' throats, the cry of sellout
and collusion with the bosses would have an irrefutable basis in open facts.
Being exparienced lnds in misleading the workers, the union fakers calculated
that if the workers felt they were winiing these increases through strike action
they would be casily fooled into imagining that they had won something through
thelr own efforts. The sellout of the workors now took place behind the noise
of strikes and with the slick lzbor bureaucrats maneuvering the strike pay
issucs to revolve around figures sct by the capitalist government itself.

THE GENZRAL MOTORS STRIKE

Speorheading the strike wove after the termination of the war situation
was the strike launched at Gemeral Motors on November 21, 1945, lasting o
total of 113 dayse This was a strike of mqaor importance and the ultimate
settlement raturally sct a pattern for others. The activity of the polltlcal
forces involved provide a fair measure of the line these forces pursued in
the total strike situation.

Heading the United Automobile Workers Union was a set of tried and
tosted labor swindlers, In a previous section of this series wo had oocasion
to denl with theo. rotten clique fightd in this union in its youthful days.
These gang struggles persisted although the bureaucrats contonding for power.
always line up as one whon threatened by the romk und file. The no-stike
pledge which had been obligingly enforced by the Auto Union leaders was only
a formalizoation of the general line. Strikebrecking, hounding of union
rilitants and connivance with the bosses were the rogular stock in trade of
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Thomas=-Reuthor-Addes-Leonard and other bureaucrats of the UsA,W. In the

GM strike, the spotlight turned on Walter Reuther, vice-president of the
UesA.W., ond head of the General Motors Department of the union. . Reuther was
in the key position of direct leadership in the strike. As we are examining.
here the trade union work of the ?Trotskyites, we will first have to establish
the policy Reuther had in this strike and then see how the Trotskyites stood
in relation to Routher.

Sk * 4ok dexk ok

In the negotiations with the Gonoral Hotors Corporation, the U.A.W,
leadorship put forth tho demnnd for a 30% woge increase. Armed with volumi-
nous statistics, Routher and his aides easily showed that the auto barons could
raise wages 30% without prico increases ond still clear more profit than that
shown for "normal" periods. This wns more or less confirmed in a confidential
report of the Reconversion Advisory Board preparod by government economists,

The class colleborationist ideology of Routher was dinned into tho
ears of the UsA.W. andother workers., The idoa was: it is perfectly all right
for the parasitic auto moguls to coin fabulous profits out of the labor of the
oxploited auto workers; all that is necessary is some sugar coating for tho
secething workers. The class collaborationist poison pumped into the workers
by the Reuther gang and its supporters wes an issue of far greater importance
to the proletariet.

The boss press madeit appoar that Routher was a strike agitator.
Actually, the pressure for a strike came not from Reuther but from the ronks,
as the Trotsky proess observed:

"Not unti} yostorday, after several GM locals in Flint had proceeded on
their own to toake local strike votes ond submit their own petitions, wns
Walter Routher, vice=-prosident of thc UAW in charge of all GM locsals,
finally prodded into filing the weck-o0ld potition for a corporation wide
strikees" (Tho Militant, Sopt. 29, 1945 p.l)

When the striko issue was finally Joined, Routhor and tho other
leaders deosigned a subtle trop for the striking workers. First they devised
the "one at o time" stPike strategy. This flimflam pictured the GM, Ford,
Chrysler, and other auto companies as "competitors" and that the correct course
was ‘o strike one at a time and let the effoct of imaginary competition force
presumebly favorcble settlements. Of coursc, the Auto Componies are highly
monopolized asis American industry as a whole. This wns not unknown to the
U.A.W, bureaucrats, but as the bosses wanted the auto strike confined to GM as
n test case, the UsA.W. leaders had to invent some arguments justifying this
line of action on their part. Thoe Auto Union lcaders distorted the facts on
monopoly copitalism to manke their line of action plausible to the militant rank
and file,

Thus the GM strike began with the other auto companies operating
full blast. Having successfully isolated the GM auto workers fron the other
auto work ers, the Routhor leadership went oheand on the second step in its
sabotaging lines The huge GM office personnel wos allowed to kecp working and
auto pickets wero ordered by the union leadors to stay away from the GM
administration building,

Then come the third move by the UAW leaders which clearly showed
their crookcd hanle . While the GM plants were struck, nogotiations were held
with the Ford Motor Company. Tho union loadership proposed a'union security”
plan; o sdeme providing for the fining and firing of union militants who go
oyt on strike without prior authorization from the tope This was prompted by
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the so-called wildeat strikes at Ford which wore directed agninst both the
bosses and the union bureaucrats, g ¢ "union security" plen was an open pro~
posal for a job trust and legnlized /tonspiracy betwcen the union officials nd
the bosses.s The coxcuse giwven to tho workers for this strikebreaking plan was
that this would scoure & big wage concession from the Ford Motor Company and
that this would set the pattern for GM andbther auto corporations. What
octually happencd wes that no substantial wage concossion wns forthcoming from
Ford and o damaging blow was struck at the mord o of the GM workorse

Prosidont Trumoan took officinl motice of the GM strike and appointed
a "fact=Findirg Commission" to look into the GM case. This wos a stalling do-
vice und has long been uscd by the imperialist politicians. Obviously the
"facts" wers known; but tho implication behind the appointmont of a Fact Finding
body is that the fucts are somechow yet to be ascortainede In truth, the real
intent behind the "foct finding" trick wans to bamboozle the GM workerse After
o 1little noise for the record, Reuther and the other U,A.W. leaders eventually
crowned thoir betraying policy by agreeing to this arbitrary concoction and in
effect ondorsed the board beforchand. This ghose of the affair was understoed
by the Trotskyitess

"Routhor andthe othor UAW leadors are being sudk ed into a position whore
they will be impelled, under terrific govermment pressure and manufacturcd
'public opinion' to accept 8ome miscrable *compromise' proposod by the
‘Facte~Finding Board « n Board which the UAW, lcaders have, in effoct,
endorsed," (Tho Militant, Jan. 5, 1946 p.2)

The Board ultimately finishcd its_prctonsoe at fact finding and came
forth with the anticipated compromise: o 195 cent pay increase. The GM corpo=
ration countered with a proposal for an increase of 183 cents and rofused to
budgoe But Routher and Company were not so inflexible; the 30 porcont “"domand"
wos unHesitatingly dumped and the Trumon Boord proposition was endorsed. For
appeardoncos' scke, the Bouther loadership gavo the GM bosses a deadline to
"accopt.” But the GM plutocrats, wmlikc the misled auto workors, kmew tho ca-
librc of tho Routhers. The "dendline™ coame and passed but thoro wns no yiolding
from Hhe Corporation, Reuther and Co. then went through the farce of "with-
drawing" the compromise offering and again advancing the 30 percent "demand."
The strike dragged on another fow weeks and the estimate made by the GM negotia-
tors of the nature of Reuther et al was vindicated when the UAW leadership in
March 1946 capitulated miserably to the stand of the corporation. The 18%
cent increase was adopted as the basis for the rettlemsnt, This niggardly boost
was, of course, inadequate to meet the rising ¢ost of living.

From the ong-at-a-time hocus pocus to the collahoration with Truman's Board,
the Reuther leadership méved in a oconsistent fasnion Lo betray the strike. With
.the Reuther leadership at the helm e sell out was inevitable. If there were
some advaenced workers who were confused on this point before or during the strike,
there certainly was no room for debate after the betrayal had been. consummated.
A truly revolutionary policy would have been to explain the meaning of the GM
sell=out to Egﬁ auko workers and as a basis for exposure would have used the
polic aFothdYo Bfaders during the strike., The lesson would have been
dravm that only a revolutionary leadership with a class struggle policy oould
really combat the capitalist forces and lead the workers to significant victories.
What line was pursued by the Trotsky lo aders who olaim to represent a revolutiomary
tendency?

THE TROTSKYITE POLICY IN THE AUTO UNION

During the course of the GM strike the Trotskyites oriticized the conduct
of the UAW leaders, but at the same time were issuing abstract slogans such as
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"SUPFORT THE U.A.W." These slogans were voiced by the U.A.W. leaders them-
selves who paturally identified such slogans with support of their leadership.
Reuther's slogan of "Open the Books" was onthusiastically endorsed as a
mosterpiece of union strategy by the Trotsky press although Reuther mode

no bones cbout his pro-capitalist outlook: "Open the Books! An Answer to GM."
(The Militant, Jag, 19, 1946 p.2) However, the real substance of the Trotsky
line was soon to appear clearly in the light of day. Immodiately after the

GM strike in March 1946, a convention of the UAW was held, The conduct of the
Gl strike was very much an issue in the UsA.N. But as is highly typical of

the labor fakers o legitimate union issue was converted into a factionmd. foote-
ball to serve in cligue fights for jobs. On +tho one hand was the Reuther

gang and its supporters and on the other hand tho Addes, Thomas faction, aided
by the Stalin crews A clear stand had to be taken without straddling; either
participation in the crooked inter-union clique polities by support of onc or
another faction, or the revolutionary road of uncompromising -exposure and
opposition to both factions and the advocacy of the independent interests of the
workers, This latter line would have rescued the issue of strike policy from
its factional context andhsed the valuable lessons of the GM strike to clarify
the rark and file on the true nature of their leadership.,

The Cannon leadership made clear its opposition to the Addes-Thomas
camp. What, then, was its attitude toward the Routher leadership? That
Reuther was an estoblished sell-out artist was freoly conceded by the Trotsky
writers:

“For instance, the emtire UAW Executive Board = and that includes Reuther,
votcd endorsement of the original and worst ‘company security' proposal
nade by the UAW representatives in the Ford negotiations. He was the
author of the ‘one-ate-at-time' strategy which helped to isolate the GM
strikers instead of the General Motors Corporation. He weakéned under
govermment pressurc and participated in Truman's 'fact-finding' pro-
codure. YNor should Reuther's wartime policy be forgotten. He gave full
support tc the imperialist sleughter, hclped put over and enforco the
no-striko policy, and took the lead in selling the fraudulent *equal it;
of sacrifice' program to the unione" (The Militant, March 23, 1946 p.2

The Cannon party readily acknowledgod that there was no basic
difference in progrem between the Reuther gang and the Thomas bunche.

"However, his(Reuther-Ed} program was released in a convention paper
issued by his group following the mecting. Except for language and
phraseology, it scarcely differs from the program of Thomas-Addes."(Ibid.)

So far did Reuther go in his crooked fectional maneuvering, that he
even catered to Jim Crow clements in the union. (Pourth International, *ay
1946 p,.151)

Principled considerations, it seemed, dictdated an exposure of the
rotten Reuther mob as well as the Thomas-Addes leadership, But as we have shown
sc often in this series, it is not prinocipled considerations which guide the
Cennon policy. When the Trotsky leaders had to take their stand, they cems
out clearly in support to Reuthor; maturally identifying themselves with what
they cnlled the "advanced militents" &fi the .unions

"Phis time, however, it is clear that most of thec advanced militants, who
in 1944 opposcd Routher along with the rest of the top UAW locaders are
preparing to back him for the UAW presidenoy and aro associating
themselves with his caucus." (The Militont, March 23, 1946 p.2)

And..what was the reason given for this switch to Reuther? No less
than the alleged fact that his role in the GM strike established him as a
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progressive leaders:

"AS a result of his role in the General Motors strike, Reuther has re-
estublished his reputaticn as a progressive union leader-in tho eyes of
most UAW militants." (Ibid.)

If it were true that Reuther had become associated with e militant
trade unign policy in the eyes of many misguided workers, all the more rcason to
expose and cast out this agont of the bosses, But in the opportunist logic of
the Trotsky lceaders what was required was simply o little sugar coating to
Routhsr's program, Perhaps then Cannon would have somothing to show the "ad-
vanced militants" thet it was nccessary to support Reuthor: :

"To make the victory of the Routher coucus a victory for the whole rank
end file and not merely for a small individual a a small clique, the
UAW militonts must ostablish a program which will correct the doep-going
flaws disclosed in the recont strike strugglese."” (Ibids)

As in the case of Homer Martin, when the Trotskyites thought they smolled
2 possibility of a handout and jumped ovor to this putrid flunkey of the bossecs,
80 now they emerged as choir boys for Reuthor. To whitecwash guch o eoilod
character, the Trotskyites had to rewrite the history of the 113 day GM strike.
Thus Reuthor was prescnted as a fighting loador against the bosscs:

"It was the morit of Rcuther, that, by and large, he gave the G strike
aggrassive leadorship." (Fourth Intornational, May 1946)

Puo to tho subjectively revolutionary charactor of the Trotskyite
membership, the Cannon leaders have to present Reuther in a positive light in
order to get their members to support him. He must be shown as an aggressive
union leader following what is termed "progressive" polickes. On the other hand,
the Routhers, Lewises and other trade union leaders do not have the particular
problem of the Cannon loadership and thorcfore feél freo to spesk frankly on
many occasions. On one such occasion, Reuther admitted his participation in
the strikebresking proposal made by tho UAW leaders to the Ford liotor Company:

"On the question whether the union should agree with management to insert
union rosponsibility clauses in future contracts, Mr. Reuther did not
dony that as a mmber of the top strike strategy committcc of thoe UAW
he hod pormitted the inclusion of such & clause in the agreemont with
the Ford ilotor Company. (The New York Times, April 17, 1946)

A short timo later, Routher oxpressed himself as being very much con-
corncd that the auto output (i.ece the spcedup of the auto workers) be increased.
Reuther's statement in this cormection was in no way distinguishable from
similar appoals from the top capitalist banditss

"An invitation to the hegds of the automobile industry to join loddars of
the Unitoed Automobite Workers, CI0, in a conference on how to increase
automobile production was sent out today by Walter Pe Reuther, UAW-CIO
presidents" (The New York Times, July 28, 1946)

Yet thce Cannon leadership found no difficulty in singing praises of this
?abor cop for the bossnse The Trotskyite workers werc again attached by their
lsadership to o poisonous labor betrayer and madoe to serve the caouse of an
cnemy of the working class.

THE SHACHTHMAN LEADTRSHIP AND REUTHER

If anything, thd"Shachtmanites arc cven more.blunt in whooping it up



for Reuther:

"o support ths Routher tordenoy as ogninst tho .ddes-Thomas-Stalinist
bloc and work for its victory in the union." (Labor Action, 4/21/47 p/6)

How docs Reuther stond on the issue of a class struggle policy, cce
cording to the Workcrs Party lcadorship? Ales end clack, he turns out to be
nothing but on undisguisod defender of the capitalist systoms

"Routhor himself is o defondor of the 'free cnterpriso! system, that is
of cupitalism.” (Ibid.)

But porhaps the Shachtman tendoncy, unliko the Cannonits SWP, has
discoverod a butter argument for supporting Routher? Is it that Reuther is
supposcdly "protocting” the union from the Stalin gang o la Homor Martin in 19387
If this is the enswer the Shachtman worker hopes to find, thor he is in for a
rudc disoppointment:

"How doos Routher oxpect to protecct tho union from the Stalinists when his
pletforn is ossentially no differont from theirs." (Labor Action 5/6/46 p,a2)

I£ would socm that the record clearly cstablishos Routher as a labor
swindlor, if only from the admissions from the Shacktuman press. But like the
Canron press, the Shachtmmn organization caters to advanced workers. To mako
support to Rcuther more palatable, he has to be painted in radical colors, There=-
forc, when it is felt nocossary by the Shachtman writors, Reuther is pictured
28 o possiblo convert to some 8sort of "progressive" policy:

"Tho 'Reuther ccucus'! shows the possibility of becoming not merely another
union faction but a scrious movement within orgaonized labor of profoundy
progrossive significances Reuthor is rising as the spokosmen for this
tandency, as the man who articulotes and formulctes its dan ands and
policiase™" (Labor iction, Junc 24, 1946 p.2)

The suprort to Routher is another illustration of the rgonctionary
policy which the Trotsky tendenciecs pursus in the trade unions, Hover guided
by the inl opendent interests of the toiling masses but alwpys by the paltry cone-
sidorations of factional expediency, the malodorous record of the Trotskyites
in the unicns has censisted in hooking the workers to one or another sort of
roactionary political forcce Depending on the opportunist necds of the moment,
such & force may be the Stalin gang vhom the Trotsky loaders opunly supportod,
~.s in the poriod of Dunl Unim ism (1928-32), in tho Food ‘lorkers Union in 1940,
ctce or to such leber fakers as o John L, Lowis or o Hamer Martin, In this
indiroct fashion the Trotskyitos reveoal that were thoy in positions of union
control, theore would be nc shange in scllout poliecy. And indeod, whon the
Trotskyitos did have an opportunity to play a leading rolc as in tho Minnenpolis
Toommstors stike of 1934 (Sec Part II of this scries) they put over as neat.a
scllout on their own initiativeo ashny of the moro well-knovm labor fakors, What
thare is of Trotsky mass work in the unions is purely of o raactioncry chnracter
s shown by thc docunsntary record presanted in this series,

TO BE CONCLUDED IN M™E NEXT ISSUB
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TEE WORKERS PARTY IN THE CAMP OF REACTION

Since tho conclusion of tho "Socond World War®, the world has boen
morc and more solidly divided between the imporialists and the Stalin buro-
cracy. The burocracy's line is-one of consolidating the occupied terri-
torics in its own brutal manner and the imperialist policy is one of espous—
ing the causo of "democracy" in those territorics, as"guarantcod" at Teheran
and Yalta. The imporianlists aro loudly protesting tho supression of the
cloments which are in opposition to tha Stalin burocracy and aro protesting
Stalin's rizend plottiepcuand:bis puppotiragimow me-violatidna of tho agrco-
ments concluded from 1943 to 1945. In short, tho imporizlist policy is onc
of shaping tho mind of tho massos for support to tho forthcoming war.

Insofar as dograc of roaction is concornod, thorc is no choice whatsoovor
between the imporialists or tho Soviot buroeecracy. Tho policios of both can
only mean intonsification of roaction against the working class and any
support to either of these forces or their agents will lead the proletariat
to disaster. The only method of forstnalling the "Third World War" is by
conscious action of the masses who must be shown the fatal trap into which
they are being led when they support either of these forces. Many advanced
workers are objectively bent upon such a struggle but there are hidden ob--
stacles in the way of this fight. The hiddon obstacles are the various
forces within the working class which pretend to be opposing Stalin and the
imperialists but who remain attached to one or the other of these reactionary
campse Obviously, if the advanced workers are misled.. into supporting
reaction, that is the only coursc they can present for the backward masees
to follow.

One of the organizations which professes to fight for the proletarian
~ causc is the VWorkers Party. It's rank and file members realize the need to
fight both Stalinism and imperislism but what is the actual line being laid
© down by that organization's leadership? The Workers Party claims to be un-
compromisingly opposed to both imperialism and the Stalin led forces:

"We affirm rather that support of either democratic capitalism
or Stalinism in a war means support to the social forces leading
humenity to the abyss of barbarism.¥ (The New International, April
1947. pll0)

It will be instructive to examine, against the background of the above
general affirmation the line that organigation actunlly promulgates for the
magsesSe

As specified in the agreements of Tehernn and Yalta between the imperial-
ists and Stalin, the occupied territories of Burope were“guarant?%g" emocratict
"freely elected® governments. This meant in effect the granting f%%fie cal
activity to those clemonts opposing tho stooge governments set up by Stalin
in his occupied zone. Ths vory existance of these opposition forces, there-
fore, was originally guaranteed by the imperialiste in tha 1943-1945 series
of agreomcnis and they aro sponsoring and supporting these oppositions nowe.
The remnants of the national bourgeoisie, petty bourgeoisie, Social Democrate
etc, the Nagys, the Mikolajczyks -nd others , are vitally important to the
present imperialist machinatigns. It is because of those elemonts that the
Anglo-American bourgeoisies are able to intervene with protest after protest
at the suppression of "democratic liberties" and the"democrntic" forces and
to thereby peint the picture of Stalin'gersreseions-azainet *freo® pooplas.
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In short, the democratic bourgecois oppositions which the imperialists are
backing nre the very means whereby the peace ideology of the masses is being
caanged to a war ideology. Tho struggle in the Stalin occupied torritories
betwoon the agents of the imperialists and those of the burocracy are in
actunlity the proparatory political skirmishes for the "Third World War."

The political attitude towards thesc stooge elements of imperialism
constitutes the acid test of every tendemcy within the working class. What,
then is the position of the Workers Party on this question? In the case of
the Polish opposition to Stalin, that position is stated openly in Fho New
International of July 1947;

"The political line of the Marxists must, therefore, be one of critical
support to the Mikolajezyk camp." (pl38)

In characterizing the composition of the Mikolajczyk camp, The New
International states that "the predominant character of the opposition is
that of a bourgeois-democratic mevement, mainly composed of peasants.
reflecting in the underground the political views of the Peasant Part £
(Ibide. pl37).. The WP insists, however, thnt despite the bourgeois dSEBEPSFon
of the Polish Opposition, the Mikolajczyk camp is not serving imperialism:

"It is a fact that the Anglo-Saxon imperialism trics to take
advantage of the Mikolajezyk opposition for its own ends, but this
doos not mean that thoe worker-peasant opposition is a morc instrument
of imperiglism and represents the reactionary Polish bourgeoisice The
proletariat also has the right to take advantage of the inter-imperialist
contradictions for its own onds without being bound to either imperialist
campe® (Ibid. pl46)

This paragraph is a complete distortion of the existing situation in
Poland. The political views of the Mikolajczyk-led forces in Pol-nd are
thosq of the Peasant Party, views which are in the interests of the bourgeoisie.
It is true that the Polish masses desire political and economic Treedom but
their desires are no measure whatsoever of the actual line being carried
out by the Mikolajczyk camp. The character of the Polish Opposition is pro-
capitnlist, the policies of Mikolajczyk, therefore, coincide in no way with
the interests of the proletariat ~nd the poor peasantry. The Workers Party
strengthens the mist-ken notion of the masses that they are servipg their own
intcrests in some way by backing the agents of the Polish bourgecisie.

It is naked sophistry for tho WP to say that 1~ it is true thht the
Anglo-American imperialists try to take advantage 6T the Mikolajczyk Oppo-
sition for its own ends, 2- to point out that the prolatariat "has the right!
to teke advantage of tho Stalin-imperialist conflxct and +3=-: t0 come up
with the completely fnlse conclusion, frge™ ~° these tWo entirely sepe=
rato facts, that as a result the bourgeois democratic Mikolajczyk camp is
not tied to the imperialists. Where or when has the Mikolajczyk Opposition
declared that its interests are in any way opposad to the interests of Anglo-
Amcrican imperialism? The imparialists arc ostensibly fighting for freedom
of political expression in the small nations under Stalinds domination and
for the national independence of Poland from the Stalin yoke. These are the
very same aims the Polish Opposition claims t0 espouse. Whoroin do the aims
of the imperlallsts and those of Mikolajczyk diffor? In what way has the
iMikolajczyk camp repudiated the imperialis<e? In ftruth, repudiation 1is
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impossible. The imperisalists are playing the role of "protector" to the
Mikolajeczyk Opposition elements. Whon Stalin takes repressive measures
against the bourgeois oppositiom, the imperialists soend notes of protest to
tho Sovict burocracy. For tho Opposition to reject the tie with imperialssm
would mean rejection of the imperialists! support and of the very program
for which tho Polish bourgcoisie is fighting. It is ridiculous for anyono

to imagine a section of the bourgeoisie being indepondent in the present world
situation and particularly so in the casec of thc Polish capitalists who are
under the Stalin heel. The world is divided into two spheres of influence,
botween imperialism and Stalin, and their satcllitos To say that any major
soci,l force is indepondent of either of the two rcactionary camps in Eastern
Buropc, a vital nerve center of tho war preparations, where the battle lines
‘'of the next war are actually being draym, is cither the height of naivote, a
fault of which the WP is hardly guilty, or doliberate misstatement of facts.

The WP spreads the story that the bourgcois democrat Mikolajczyk, vhom it
supports (*eritically", of course), is independent of imperialism, However,
an analysis of the role he has played in post-war Poland, and of the social
forces composing the Mikolajczyk camp, leads to an altogether different con-
clusion. For the purpose of elucidation, let us consider the case of Bemes in
Czcechoslovakia, In an article on the Eastern European situation, the July,
1947 New International discusses his role as Czechpresident and charactorizes
it as followss-

"Whon the Russian Armies approached Slovakia, Benos, knowing the drift
of the imperialist agreements at Yalta, chose to accept the imperialist
dictatos and submitted to Stalin. 4s a consequonce, he was spared a
- struggle, was given the post of president, and succceded in saving part
of the bourgeoisie. But in revolutionary and arxist language this is
not called forosight! but naked, unrestrained and shameless opportunism;
it is called the miscrable betrayal of the people and the proletnriat

of Czechoslovakia, the betrayal of its social and national omancipation
and of its futures" (p.144. Brphasis in original)

Does this characterimtion apply to Mikolajczyk? On the very next page,
The Now International gives the answer by showing that Mikolajczyk played the
vary same Benes role in Poland:

"The ‘union! between Mikolajegyk and Lublin was dictated by the
imperiasliste and ropudiated by the Polish people.! (Ibid., p 145. My
omphesis)

In dealing with Benes, the WP talks of his following thoe dictatcs of the
imporiglists ns naked opportunism and botrayal of the people and the prole+
tarinte In tho case of Mikolajezyk, however, who, according to The New
International itsclf, acted in Poland at the dictates of the very same powers,
the WP has an entircly opposite estimate, Benes is an opportunist in tho
Stalinist camp, therefore he is to be condemncd, says the WP. Mikolajczyk,
who is nlso an opportunist but vho is in opposition to Stalin, is to be
supported (Yeritically", of course), says tho WP,

The statoment that Mikolajezyk's "union" with the Stalinist puppet
Lublin regime was dictated by the imperialists*® is correct. The post~war

* Of course, vhen the WP talks of imporialists, it includcs the Stalin bu~
rocracy, o formulation with which we disagrec and have dealt with in other
articlecse



- Polish government was a coalition of Stalinist and imperialist agents. On tho
other hzand, the statement by The Now International to the effect that the
"union" was repudiated by the Polish people is not the full story, and in this
casc, the presontation of the half truth becomes a distortion and a falsehood.
As facts have shown, the Polish coalition that the Stalinists and the imperial-
ists agroed upon was never intended to continue indefinitely as the government
of Poland. The imperialist stooge, Mikolajczyk, was sent into Poland from
London specifically to serve as an opposition to the Stalinist regime. As the
burocracy can brook no opposition in its territories, it immediately set about
suptossing the Mikolajczyk forces. It is true that the Polish masses have been
split into two camps, one following the Stalinists, the other hewing to the line
of the Mikolajezyk force and rejecting coalition with the Stalin gang. But all
talk of "the peoplo" per se having independently repudiated the Stalin imperial-
ist foroes is a dangerously misloading falschood for it presents the totally
untrue picture of "the people" having acted independently againet both react-
ionary camps. JAs a matter of fact, The New International inadvertently repud-
iatcs this falsehood by stating unequivocally that Mikolajczyk's sorvices as a
lcader of the government was rejected, not by the Polish masscs, but by Stalin,
with whom he was more than willing to cooperate:

"Mikolajczyk was ready to play the part of a Polish Bencs, but Stalin
required a governnment that was completely his own in Poland. Poland is
:not Czechoslovakia; the contradictions between the two imperiaglist camps
make of Poland a sonsitive nerve-center, and for this reason, Mikolajczyk,
with all his 'good will!, +who wished to create a government loyal to
iloscow, though autonomous, was defeated." (Ibid. pp 145-46., Emphasis in
original)

One can seo, by tho WP's own statements, by its own definition, that
Mikolajczyk, vhom it is supporting, is a would bo Benes, an opportunist who
was rojocted by Stalin; a scoundrel who desirds nothing more than to be allowed
to betray the Polish pczople. Tho WP supports him for no other reason than that
hé is in opposition to Stalin. Since the WP states that the coalition of
Milkolajczyk with Lublin was dictated by the imperialists, and that he was sub-
sequently spurned by Stalin, it is obvious that he is still operating at the
dictates of the Anglo-American imperialists, for thoy have not repudiated
Mikolajczyk nor has he repudiated thcm. When, and upon what grounds, therefore,
according to the WP, did the Mikolajczyk camp adopt a position independent
from the imperialists

Despite these contradictions in its position, the WP still maintains that
the Polish opposition is independent of the imperialists. Wo¢ have presented
The Now International's analysis of the composition of the Mikolajczyk forces
‘as being predominantly bourgeois. The New International amplifies this char-
acterization and specifically points out the political character of the Miko-
lajeczyk gang:

"Behind HMikolajczyk's back an anti-Stalinist, independent Socialist Party
has been formed with a centrist-reformist character. It is our duty to
‘fight at their side and to glve them a developed revolutionary program.
If we isolate ourselves from this movement and declarc it *roactionary!
we give aid to the Stalinists and close the road to revolutionary de-
velopments in Poland." (Ibide p 146)
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Mikolajeczyk's backing, therefore, the element to which the WP would
prescent a "deve}oped revolutionary program,® is that old, ttied and truc agent
of the bourgeoisic, Social Dcmocracys The role of this agent of the capitale
ists is tosuppress proletarian revolution. The members of the WP are undoubt-
edly quite familiar wish Social Democracy's rotten role. The specific point to
be examined here, however, is just whore the "independence® of the Polish
Social Democracy liese That it is independont of the Stalin burocracy will
roadily be concededs As to its independence of the Anglo-American imperialists,
however, let us take tho position of the Workors Party on this aspect of Social
Democracy, as presented in its "Resolution on the International Scene," which
was adopted at its June 1946 convention:

"The social democracy, by embellishing the 'kormel of truth?!, by its
eulogies of 'American democracy!, by presenting American imperiaslism
as a benificent friend, horribly distorts the 'kernel of truth!, spreads
and dcepens tho illusions of the people, and conceals from them the
big and important truth that the generosity of Uncle Sam is a stop
necessary for him, in tho procoss of proparing Europe for a tighter
yokc around its neck at.a later stage®* is the indespensible pre-
requisite to the eventual mobilization of at least the westorn part
of the .pontinent for service as advanced guard, shock troops, in
the Third World War to elimin~te the Russian rival, who is the only
power standing athwart America's road to global domination- the
only powcr except for the masses themsolves.

"ieanvhile, the social democracy has become, and is increasingly,
tho 'State Department's socialists' or the Downing 8treect socinlistse"
(The New International, April 1947, p 117-118)

Here, at last, is an unequivocal st~tement of Just where the Mikolajczyk
camp standss Social Democracy is holping the American imperialists to lay the
groundwork for the forthcoming war. Support to Social Democracy can mean
nothing elsc but support to imperialist war praeparations. In Poland, the WP
calls for "eritical"support to the Socialist-backed Mikolajczyk and is therefore
"eritically" supporting the camp of imperialism. It would be well to remember
and to roalize the demagogy of the previously quoted statement by the WP that
"wo affirm rather that support of either democratic capitaliem or Stalinism in
a war means support to the social forcos leading humanity to the abyss of bare-
bgrisnm' when it charactertzesc the Mikolajczyk pro-imperialist carmp as "the
workcr-peasant opposition, basically revolutionary against the 'Stalinist
reactione!" (The New International, July 1947, p 145)

This is not the first time that the WP has led the workers into the imper-
ialist camp in its "anti-Stalinist" campaign. Precedonts merc set in the case
of Triest and in the 1946 elections in Berlin. In the former casae, vhen the
question of the disposition of the city was on the order of the day, the WP
came out with the position that it be given to the imperialist satellito,ltaly,
which the American and English bourgeoisie control directly, rather than to Tito,
. Stalin's Yugoslav puppet. This was dircct, naked support to imperimlism.

In the case of the Berlin elections, Iabor Action (November 4,1946) found com-
fort in and "hailed" the vote of the German workers for Social Democracy, despite
the {rank admission in the very same article that Social Democracy is the
subscrvient agent of ite national bourgcoisie and of Anglo-American imperialism.

* * * * * »

¥ Insart in quotations
.ee'is tho peculiarly Amemican~imperialist way of strengthening reaction in
Europe and frustrating the aspirations of the masses;"eee
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The WP does not confine itself to supporting the imperialist camp alone.
At times it supports the Stalinist camp, or even both: camps simultancously
as vhen it calls for a Stalinist-Socialist government in Franco« On the one
hand, tho June 1946 convention of the WP adopted a position against support to
the Stnalinist betrayers:

"The revolutionary Marxists, therefore, maint~in tho general rule of
no support of Stalinism of any kind and of irreconcilable opposition
to any move calculated to strengthen its position." (The New Inter-
national, April 1947, pll9 )

On the other hand, in direct contradiction to this linc of no support of any
kind to Staliniem, thc convention adopted the following:

"In those countries vhere it is indicated by the political situation
and the relationship of forces, the revolution-ry Marxists must put
foruard the slogan of a Socialist-Communigt Government (or govern-
ment of the Socialist Party, the Communist Party and the trade unions),
as part of the work of breaking the workers away from ideological and
political collaboration with tho bourgeoisie.® (Ibid. p 122)

A rcvolutionary minded worker will have a hard time in reconciling the
contradictory positions of no support to Stalinism in any shape,manner or
form, and the slogan for the SP-CP government, wvhich no one, by any stretch
of fertile imagination, can deny strengthens Stalinism. The inclusion of the
Stalinists in the government of an important imperialist country like France
gives the Soviet burocr~cy an important lever in its diplomatic mancouvers with
the vourgeoisie, for it then has its own agents in the imperialist camp. 4n
example of this was the flexible position which the French bourgeoisie was
forced to take toward Russia in many of the recent discussions held by the big
powers due solely to the presence of Stalinists in key positions in the French
bourgcois goveornments Then the Stalinists were thrown out of the government,
the French imperialists stiffened their position and lined themsclves up
opcnly alongside the Anglo-American ctpitalists. Incidentally, while the
Stalinists werc holding key posts in the French bourgeois-Socialist cabinet
the very Trotskyites, whq,were hollering for an SP-CP government were having
their heads crac é?%ﬁffgﬁﬁﬂgﬁiéig the slogan. It is interesting to note
that the CP, whom thce WP insists should take power with the SP, is an agent of
a force which the WP considers imperialist, the Stalin burocracy.

On the other side of the coin, the WP's claim that the formation of a
CP-SP government will help break the workers a~ay from ideological and po-
litical collaboration with the bourgeoisio is directly refuted by that
organizations previously quoted position to the effect that Social Democragy
is an agent of American imperialism and is collaborating with impcrialism in
putting a yoke gbout the neck of the proletariate Far from helping to break
the workers avay from the bourgeoisie, Social Democracy very effectively helps
to tie them to capitalism, politically and ideologicallye.

Paradoxically, while in Prance the WP calls for tnec masses to break from
the bourgeoisie with the Stalinists as the agents of the rupture, in Poland it
takes the entirecly opposite position and in ostensibly fighting to break the
workers from Stalinism would have them do so through the sgency of the bour-
geoisies
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In presenting its goneral line of support to reactiomary forces,in the
form of an SP-CP government, in the form of a Labor Party, and in other ways,
tho WP advances intricate 'arguments. Although the WP admits that objectively
nothing bemeficial can be achieved for the proletariat by that support, it
claims that the subjective factor, i.e. the idea in the mind of tho worker that
ho is opposing capitalism, is the key feature. Presumably, once the workers
belicve that they have broken with the bourgeoisie, they are moving forward to
sociql:revolution. Facts refute this "optimistic" theory, however, and show
that tho subjective view of the masses counts for naught against the objective
political 1line actuslly pursuede The worker in the CP has subjectively broken
7ith the bourgecisie and believes that he is supporting a revolutionary organ-
ization, whereas in actuality he is objectively supporting black reaction,
The Stalinist worker's belief that he supports a revolutionary organization
can be nothing but strengthened by the WP line, for it would be unimaginable
to him that anyone cal:.ing himself a revolutionary would ®ant a rcactionary
org~nization in powver.

The answer to the WP position is: one reactionary camp cannot be fought
by tying the workers to an opposing reactionary camp, The proletariat must
follow a genuinely independent line which is against both Stalinism and imper-
inlisme In this period when the world is divided between these two forces in
their preparations for the next armed ~onflict, the only salvation for the pro-
letariat, the only means of stopping the bliod bath is to brcak sharply with,
and to expose, both reactions and all those eleoments within tho working class,
such as the Vorkers Party, which try to attach them to either onc of these
camps under the protext of fighting the other.

A+ James
July, 1947
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Editorial Note

Tho climax of 8talin's drive against the Trotsky Opposition came at
the XVth Congress of the Stalin Party in 1927. It had been prepared by the
entire previous development in which Trotsky's policy played a decisive role.
Tracing this policy from its starting point, we record a whole series of sharp
c;itigal moments for Stalin during which Trotsky alvays came forward with a
plea for peace and unity. A serious,sitpation for Stialin was, create the
revelations of Max Easigan in his bod¥ %nf 919 g‘ia%%’}m,\;%fmfiwﬁ%ﬁﬁ’b&’&%*
down the line to remove Stalin. In tho previous issues of THE BULLETIN, we
cited Trotsky's statement on Pastman, disavowing the Testament, and his
explanation to the Opposition that the reason for this dishonest act wes his
policy of peacemaking and conciliation with Stalin, Wo likewise published
Trotsky's Declaration of October 16, 1928, where Trotsky pledged to spy on

the oppositionists and turn over to Stalin all who carried on anti-Stalin
activity.

Another capitulatory dooument of Trotsky, reproduced in THE BULLETIN,
was tho Declaration of August 1927, only a few months bofaore the XV Congress,

The document printed below represents a desperate attempt on the part
of Trotsky and a hundred and twonty othor leadinp members of the Opposition
to assure Stalin of their loyalty to his regime. The tone of the appeal is
designed to induce the illusion that Stalin's Party was a revolutionary
proletarian organization. Weo call attention to the first sentence in the
fourth paragraph, oponly verifying our contention that there were no pro-
grarmatic differences between the Trotsky Opposition and Stalin. Again a
valuable ccat of whitewash is givon Stnlin and his Centridl Committee, and
once more a pledge is given to stop all oppositional activity., 4s the reader
will seo for himself, the line is that of abject submission to Stalin.

Raprinted from
International Pross Correspondence (Imprecorr . 19208 pp«65-66

DECLARATIONS OF THE OPPOSITION TO THE XV. PARTY CONGRESS OF THE C.P.S.Us
Declaration of the 121

To the Presidium of the XV, Party Congress of the C.P.S.U.
Conprades}

The unity of the Communist Party is tho highest principle in the
epoch of the proletarien dictatorship. Without the unity of the Party on the
bosis Qf Leninism the dictatorship cannot be maintained, no advence towards
the establishment of Socinlism can boe made, and the development of world
revolution camnot be promoted,

. The unity of our Party has, however, been openly endangered of late
by the development of the innar Party disagrecments. Were the further
development of our conflict o lead to a split in the Party, end thereby to
a struggle boetweon two parties, this would mean the greatest possible
danger for Lenin's causo,
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. We have not the slightest wish to deny our part for the acuteness

of the inmer Party situation. In the struggle te ropresent our views we have
adopted the mothods of fractional conflict, sometimes in very radical forms,
agd yav? in a number of cases resorted to means running counter to Party
discipline. The impetus urging us to theso methods has been our profound con-
viction that our views are correct and Leninist, our endeavor to bring these
views to the knowledge of the masses of the Party membors, the obstacles
which we cncountered on this path, and the accusations, intolerable to
Bolsheviki, which have been made against us,

Thero are no programmatic differences between us and the Party., We
have pointed out the growth of the Thermidorian damger in the country and the
insufficient measures being taken - to guard against it, but we never were nor
arc we now of the opinion, that our Party or its C.C. hiwve becoms Thermidorian,
or that our State has ceased to be a workers' State; this we declared emphati-
cally in owmyPlatform. We have defonded our opinion, and shall continue to defend
it, that our Party hes been and is the organisation of the proletarian vanguard,
and the Sovict State the organisation of the proletarian diotatorship. We
allow no doubt or irresolution in the question of the defence of the Soviet
Union, the first proletarian State of the world, the Fatherland of all workers.,
We have never had, and have not now, the intention of appealing to the judgment
of non-Porty elements in our immer Party conflicts, although we are firmly
convinced that in fundamental political questions our Party has nothing to cone .
ceal from tho non-Party working masses, this class basis of the Party, end that
the masses outside of the Party must be kept informod, by means of objective
representations of the views held in the Party, of tho condition of inner
Party affairs, as was the case under Lenin,.

The inner Party conflict has, however, become so acute that the unity
of the Party, and consoquently the fundamental intorests of the proletarian -
dictatorship,lnre seriously endangeredéaghis cannot go on. This form of struggle
must coagqe +n flace of the ipternationdbourgeoisio, which is speculating on a
possib ﬁ?}%&? i&};og}}?s@ %@8&‘29%@5&‘5&&% f°’he whole international
proletariat, which rightly seos in the unity of the C.P.S.U. the most important

guarantee for the success of its revolutionary struggle, we consider it to be
our duty to do cverything necessary to secure the fighting unity of our Party.

Woe connot renounce views which we are convinced are correct, and
which we havoe submitted to the Party in our Platform and our Theses, but in
the interosts of the maintenance of Party unity, in the intorests of securing
the full fighting copacity ofthe Party as the leader of the State and of the
proletarian world movement, we declare to the Party Congress that we shall
ceaso all fractional work, disband all fractional organisations, and call upon
all sharing our views in the C.P.S.U. and the Comintern to do the same. We hold
it to be the undoniablo duty of every member of the Party to submit to the
decisions of the Party Congress, and shall fulfill this duty. We have worked
for years and decades for our Party. We shnll not agree to eith:r a split or to
the formation of a second party. We categorically reject the idea of a second
party. We believe that any attempt in this direction would rum counter to
Lenin's teachings, and is condemncd to failure. In the future we shall con=-
tinue to work for our Party, and shall defend our views solely within the
confinos of the statutes and decisions of the Partyes This is the right of the
Bolsheviki, and this right had been established by a number of fundamontal
decisions passed by the Party Congresses undor and after Lenin.

This declaration is the expression of our firm resolution,

Wo are convihoed that we express the views of all those sharers of
our opinions who have been expelled from the Party, and that the Party will

(Continued on page 16)



