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On June 28, 1948, the entire world was amazed by a document emanating
from the Prazue neeting of the Comin<orm denouncing Tito and the whole 1ea@-
ership of the Commnist Party of Yugoslawvia as Y“creating a hateful policy in
relation to the Soviet Union and 4o the A1l Unlon Communist Party of the
Soviet Union (Dolshevils)," This documznt and the reply of the Yugoslavian
CP vevesled the fact that the conflict had been going on underground for
come months and that the June 28 blast was just the offirigl declaration of
a war thal had been raging under cover of slience,

This rebellion of Tito is one of the most significant events in the
history of the Comintern. There had been seeming revolts before, in practi-
eally every country in which there was a Stalinist party, but all the previous
ones had been artificially indueed internal convulsions for the purpose of
ecentralising the power of the masters of the Kremlin, This time it was the
supporters of the Kremlin who were crushed, Holding in his hands the pover
not only of the party, but of the State as well, Tito was able to crush any
potential threat to his rules. Formerly the process within the Comintern had
been that the liquidation of every "revolt" °
. had resulted in burocratic centralism being further strengthencd,
Noiwr a new fecacure made its appearance denoting a process of burocratic deetndra-
lism, The significance of this can only be scen in a recital and analysis of
thae facts,

On iiareh 20, 1948, the Russian Stalinist Central Com ittee addressed &
letter to the Parties of the Cominform with the significant exception of the
Yugoslav Party which anticipated the attack of June 28, Subsequently the
charges werce repaated by similar letters from all the Parties except the italian
and French, It is obvious that prior to thesc letters the Russian Stalinists
must have alrcady failed in their cndeavors to control the Tito Party by covert
means, This is borne out by thc subscquent charge that Tito had not only Ydis-
erecited Soviet speeialists" and had them shedoved but that the same fate had
happened to "Conrade Judin" represcpntative of the Coriinform in Belgrade. Still
more Tito had taken a leaf from the lioscow purges and had purged from tho
Party and the State Zuyoviteh and Hebrang, stooges of Stalin, anc was about to
purge them from 1ifc itsolf,

Faced wdth revolt for the first time By an opnhosition having state power
in its hands, anc¢ for that very rcason unable to stifle it, nay more, finding
its own foreeas being stifled and liquidated, the Russian Stalinist burocracy
was forced to come oub into the open, vhich it dic on Junc 28, After the necese
sary preparations, the Cominform was convened and & terrific blast launched at
the Titoists. Stripping this document of its "cover" phrascs thoe charges amount
10 accusations of nationalism, burocratism, and capitulation to capitalism.

Tito and Kardelji, formerly launded to the skios as %“great lecaders of the pro-
lotariat,""bearcrs of the Larxist-Leninist tracitions" now become rcevisors of
l.arxism secking to lcad Yuzoslavia back to a kulale statc,

In its reply of Junc 29 the Tito Contral Committce took particular nains
to disassociate iisclf from capitalism, to declare its solidlarity with thc So--
viet Union and "all the democratic countrics," cven to acknowledze the ideologi-
cal hegomony of the Russian Stalinists but to demand that it be accorded a right
to independence within the framcework of the burocratic structure,

This tho Dusslan Stalinist leaders could not pecrmite The Cominform,
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now ~urgcd of the Tito dissenticents came out with a lcad editorial reprinted
in the July 11 "Sunday “Jorier" which stated categorically tpat the Russian
Stalinist leedorship, orgonizationally and no® only ideologically must be re-
cognized by all the WCommidst Partics" throughout the world.

The Titoists reply to this was to cut loosc the most important moorings
by summoning a Congress of the Communist Farty of Yugoslavia which scrved as a
burocraiic "Declaration of Independence.® The building in which this congress
was held was surrounded by anti~-aircraft battoricse

At this Congress where Byzantine acdulation of Tito was reminiscent of
the similar sickening Russiaon sycophoncy to Stalin and the mummification of Lenin,
nationolism of the Yugoslav varicty took a furthor stop on July 23 by demanding
that the mro-Russion government of Bulgaria grant autonomy to the lacedonians of

Pirin, a smell soction of the land that remains within Bulgaria.

The last foct of importance to date is thot at the Danubian conferonce
beine held in Belgrede the Russian and the Yugoslav burocrats '“marched scparately
and struck togethor® against the imperialist powers on the issucs of the control
of the Danube and of Tricstc.

e have now arrived at the voint vhere it is nccessary to break dotm’
the separate facts, arrange them into on orderly pattern and scc what kind of
a picturce theoy prescent, Gany yeors ago we of the "LaT began to invoestigate
the system which issued out of the October revolution. Gracually we not only
came to the conelusion but nroved that from the very first day of that rcevo-
Jution the Party burocracy had usurped to itsclf the political and cconomic
fruits of the overthrow of the bourgeoisic. Tic proved that this burocracy vas
animted solely by the desire to keep powere It had a dueal task, to provent
rnilitary overthrow by imperialism and, still morc important, to prevent an
upsurge anyvhere that would lead to its overthrow by the world prolcotarict.

The latter it accomplishes by hornoessing the rising masscsto its counter revo-
lutionary Cominbtern by the systom of vlira right and ultra left zigzogs,.

ith the lounching of the imperialist attack on the Soviet Union every
offort was bent by the Stalinists to »revent their military overthrows In these
efforts tremendous concessions were made to nationalism which becamc the thome
cverywhere within the Cominterne  ith the failure of the Nazi imperialist
spearbead at Stalingrad vorld inperialism changed its nolicy and sot the stage
for the present war situation by its policy of "appcascmentt designed to make
Stalin look 1like a now Hitlere As an integral part of this policy Yugoslavia
iras turned over to Stalin's then tool, Tito, while kikhailovitch, the agent of
the Ywrroslavian bourgeoisic, vns sold dovm the river by the Anglo-Amcrican ime
noriciists,

A most peculiar phononenon resulted, The imperialists sacrificed the
nronerty of tha Yugoslav urbaon ond rurnl bourgeoisic and assisted in the crcation
of a burocraticenation-list ~orkers statce DBut Tito, desirous of usurping {e
fruits of the bourgeois cxmropristion for his burocrocy rather than the Russion,
tnowing full 7211 thot the next step in the ordiaary develonment of Nussion
burocratic contralism would be not only the loss of his poier but of his lifec,
took advontoge of the situation to cstnblish a2 nationcl-burocratic regime of
his oim, using the some nethods of buroecratic supnression, terror, ond liquidation
that he had lcarnced from Stalin, but this time agninst the Russian burocratie
forces themsclves  But Yugoslavia can not romain suspended in mid aire. By the
very nature of ites property system it ean not alimm wiith the impericlistse Tito
is thercfore foreed to attempt to accelerate the decentralizing forces within
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the burocratic structurc, to weaken the Stalin forces in the satellitc countries,
%o sct up a whole ideological and organisational structure of "socialism in .
several counturics", at the somc time clinging to the Russian burocracy in a mi-
litary=-politicsl scnse.

The crack in the Stalinist structurc in the case of Yugoslavia is the
first but by no means will it be the laste This is shown by the desperate at-
titudc of thc Russian burocracy. The first task of the prolotarian vanguard is
to study and digest the lessons of the wholc phcnomeron, Bub very probably 1lit-
tle time is left for study alonce Tho Tito rcbellion prescnts two very important
practical dangers, The first is the illusion that therc is anything of subjec-
tive voluc to the world proletariat in the national-burocratic rcbellion, It
must be burned into the consciousness of the proletarion vanguard that Tito re-
prascnts the same system of oppression and oxploitation as Staline Socialism
can only be achiceved on a global scale and only on tho basis of vorld wor=
korst demoeracye The sccond dengor is any slightest capitualtion to the idca
that tho Russion burocrats reprosent in this situntion "internationalism" as
ageinst nationnl bupocrotism, The fight betiwren lioscow and Belgrade is a noked
brutal struggle for power between two usurping buroeracics equally opposcd ta
Socialism, cqu~lly counter-rcvolutionary, Particularly must the Trotskyite vore
kers brezk from their leadership, ccasc overt and covert support to burocratism
in thc Hoscow or Belgrnde camp and create with us now the cadres of a real Vlor-
kers Torld Party that will march on to the destruction of capitalism ond of cvery
countere-rovolutionary national buroeratic worlkers state, If this is donc the
Tito-Stalin split, tremendously weqkening the vhole burocratic structurc objces
tively, will be of immeasuradble assistance to the world pralotarint,

Thonas F, Horden
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THE CANNON TROTSKYITES

Every major historical event pubs into sharp relief the character of every
political tendency operating in modern soci:tyes One such cvent is the Tito-
Stalin split, and it helps to illustrate onec again the politienl essence of the
Trotsky movement,

: In their first rcaction to the wide crack in the Stalinist burocratic
structurc, thc Camon Trotskyitcs reflected: "Tito's groatest crime apparently
lies in aping Stalin a little too closclye" {The lilitont, July 5 19 g)

This is rcasonably closc te factey Encouraged by his spectacwlar military
achicvements and factionnl suecesses in his own Yugoslaviz, Tito, an ambitious
political adventurcr, resolved to strike out on his ovn and model his dictoter=
ship on the Kremlin pattern, The Cannon loaders fully rccognize the personal
character of the Tito rogiincs

"Like his mater in the Kremlin, Tito has preparcd himsclf against any une
?loasant 'surprisces? by a preventive purge of his government and party, rcmoviag
in advonce all those vhosc personal loyzlty to hinm was doubtfule," (Ibid,) '

It is obvious that the orgonizational scparation of Tito from Stalin ~nd
thoe resultant cnhancement of Tito's dictatorial power over Yugoslaviza did not
change one iota the politiesl Stalinist naturc of his regime nor did it opcn the
avenue to liboration for the Yugoslav masscs, If onything the devclopment at this
morent is in the direction of intensification of Great Serbian nationalism and
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the tightening of the grip of the Tito gang over the masscs.

At first the Cannon Troiskyites, it apperred, werc inclined.to’adogt.this
view. Bub soon the smokesercen of corrcct-sounding phrascs was lifted and the
Trotskylst policy of decoption was put forwards

"The people of Yugoslavia arc now in a position where they can strike out
on the rosd of socinslism." (The Idlitant, July 12, 1948)

That did the Cannon lcaders seck to accomplish with this fraud? Their
aim, obviocusly, was to obscurc the fact that today, as before the Tito-Stalin
break, the Yugoslav masses arc saddled with a scction of the countcr-r9v9lutlon—
ery Stalinist burocracy which now, just as before, holds them from strlklng'out
on the rosd to Soci-iism., Nor is it ¢ifficult to sec the purposc behind this
picco of politicnl deceit. It was introduced to pave the way for o line of “cri-
tical" support tc Tito and thus give the impression to the Trotsky workers that
tncy were fichting Stalinisme A lucid cxpression of this linc was soon to follow,
Tha Trotsky leadership addressed a letter to the Tito Stalinists in which de-
coption and hypocrisy were made to sorve the desired cndsé

"Keep up your fight! Decnen the significonce of your struggle with lioscow
and its intcern~iionsl mochine! Do not yicld to impericlist pressures! Ds-
tablish o regime of genuine workers! democracy in your party and in your
country! Thoereby you will contribute irmmonscly tq the rebirth of the in-
toernotionnl workers movenente" (International Scerctariat of The Fourth
Intern~tional, The Idlitent, July 26, 1948)

This letter contains only one sincorcly-meant word, the word "Comrades“,
for, indeced, the TrotSky leaders and the Stalinist bumocrats- arc pold t¥cal -com-
r2dCSe

Thet the Trotsky lcadership is part of the Stolinist froternity we have
long established through originnl docuwemtary sourcese The roots of this po-
litical affinity are buricd in the origin of Stalints nower ond sct dovm in the
suthentic historical records, Iiony months before the birth of the Trotsky Op-
position Lenmin had laid dowm the line of removing Stalin from powvere Trotsky
was fully epnraised of this, as he himself testifics in My Life: "Lenin wos now
nreparing not only to remove Stalin from his post of gendrnl scerctary, but to
cisourlify him before the party as welle." (peb80), According to Trotsicy, the
exccution block of Stolin's carecr was to be the Twelfth Congress of the Russian
Commwnist Party scheduled in the Spring of 1923. Trotsky, on the other hand,
pursucd an oprosite line which he revealed in his talk sdth Konenev, Trotsky
said: "I am against roemoving Staline..." (pe 486) . And indecd at the Twefth Cone
=rass Trotsky and Stolin stood united on 21l questions. The speeches of both mark
conplete solidarity in the foce of Lenin's Line which denonded the renoval of
Stalin. Only ~ nonth before, Troitsky testifics, Lenin had breken ~1l comradely
relotions with Stalin, This was kmowm to Trotsky on the scme day the brenk oc-
currcd. (p. 435) Yet at the Twelfth Congress Trotsky and Stalin twrere conrndgs,
not only orgenizotionally but above all, politically. This is bornc out by the
minutes of the Congress, by the official Sovict press and by Trots'y's ovmn wri-
tings, The records stond, cnd no cnount of silence or of lying can crasc then.

Awere of the fact that the knowleclge of Trotsky'!s truec role in the Staline
ist development is still an unknowm chapter to the proletnriat, the Trotsky lend-
crs write btodey with sclf-assurance:

"It is_incuﬂbont, cspecially for the followers of the Stalinist partics, now
to review and reconsider the whole struggle between Trotskyisir ond Stalinism
in the light of the Yugoslav cvents," (The Tilitant, July 19, 1948)
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Tha fammon lcaders know that to discover the truth about Trotsky ond Stalin
one wust rore throuch o thousand documents, an cxertion they do not oxpect fron
the followers of 34alin, nor fronm their owm, e hold thot it is-iumerative for
a1l vanmuard workers to study the gencsis of 3Stclin's power and Trotsky's role
TIC comrnre the Trots'eyy opposition with the Tito rebellion,

Thot realiy caused the risc of tac Trotoky Opposition? At the Twelfth Con-
srass in Anril 1923 complete unonimity orovoiled botueon Stalin ond Trotsky. Afe= v
for the Consross Soalir i Yc partacrs, Zinoviev anl Irrenev, lauached a scecret
cumaln Lo ' 2baky ths stood nbove thom in nresioise, ’:'_.‘O_';f:"tl}_ih“.‘ity' and
chility, Oubwardly il wos nenceiwl oe boreve. ne sr3hip, sone

R ~

personcl fricnds of Trotsky, -Jommed by the oroiatre sue fomaed a group
namcd the Ibgoow Oprooitlon,  frotokyr 21l ond cioof rvon the Opmosition
and even issucc oresclation heetlis . ¢. 1777 puveorilag to

: e Lioser Opmontoinng on the

harald 2 now cowess Jo tne Poar
other hond, subnitted

~
O

A fow doye 1o condl oporly athaclrd Teovclyy for his refusol to take an
unzquivocal stond on Lho osc $E wvoth o canclusicn thot Trotsky
was rondoring tho o . In polest of otrength in the
Party, holf of the aomboership, noorgy 35T, 1 1ith the Orgosition, thercfore,
by the gencrel un’orsianding with oty

2

Did Trotsiy utilize this immensc supmort to opon a drive agrinst Stalin?
he revenl to the workoro th» Lonrn fiac vhica enlliod for thie ronoval of Stolin?
he moke o statouert wooairddne the irseion. Stalin ma hic portners concocted
ainst him —orsonaily? No, Trots'y .indntoincd uniroken siloence regording 211

v

a
these vitel points, And in o pwnlic docl-woiion he toid the vorkers that his si-
lence v rreet and in bhe intereets of She Poruy. (Pravda, Doce 16, 1923).

He thus hiz supporters dus~ruwd politicclly and whorefore at Stnlin's unercy.
Such was the ignoulinions birth and infoacy of thoe Trotsky noverent,

Tito is a wminor firurc esmporcd with Trotsky. For nny yeors he was just
another Browder, ruling the Yupnsiow scction of tho Condnterr by the sonction of
Stalin, In the nmiozess of war Yito rosc as a nilitory leader and s thoe Nazis and
the Yusoslav tourg.sisic were roneved fron acirer, Tito acguiioed eisntrol of the
country. Hoving becom: the reler of o Stuote, Tito grow indeperndont-iinded, Un-
like Trotsiy, he orponized his Torty forces for o renclilon asoinst Stelin's done
ination. lwore thon that. hoe smcshod Stclinis foebion in Yagoslovia,

s
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Whoreas Trotskr, who was the idol of the Red Arpy nasscs, resigned his post
as tho heo( eof 2171 the arned forcos of the U.lS..le nd whas hordoed over to Stolin
the stronicst inserucnt of outhority (Provia, Jon, 20, 1925), Tito basced himsclf
on this instru -t o sceurc indepeudtne: ot “t-lin. Ard vhen Pito ot the Yugo-
slav Porty Congress fivng has chodlonge o Mds foonne bioostor, he cuarrourded the
building with anti-oircraft puns as a worning Lo Stodin

TWhereas Trousky issued his cbjces Docinsation of QOstoher 16, 1926 in which
he confessed Merrprs” and obligatnad himsclf t cnide oy the decisioms of Stalin's
Contrnl Committec, Tite <dovs nob go dormy or his kuers ané ree~ues Dt threws de-
firnee in the face of Sitolin's Contral CJomrutieo. Uroteiy's po.icy was noace=
ma'-ing and reconciliation.! (Letter to Zmralovi, Titn's noiicr is amed strugsle
if Stolin attompts to cross the boun’ary of Yusoslavia. hore Xrobsky naintainoed
silence, Tito speakse He rcpels Stalint's assaalt sath the <ezlarasion thot the
“charges nut forth by the Coentrol Committec of thoe nll-Uiion Cornmmnist Party (Bol-
shoviks) grounded on slanders, fabricati-ns..." (The ioir York Tires, Junc 30, 1918)
Trutsky, vhen he was otill a nuaher of tie rowlTL TOIITDUPS, nidiber of tho Coe
nintern Dxccubive ond Comaissar of Tar mever usod such an »pen, defiant leongcuagc



O

in the face of the "theoretical' frame up cooked up by Stolin's Central Com-
mittoc. He shicldoed Stalin cgainst cxposurc ond, after having aidec Stalin
to conceal Lenin's Testamont, ho licd publicly that Lenin 1left no Testaacnt -
(Tr-tsky's Statenant on Sastmen, 1925),

Today the Trotsky leadurs peddle the story that Trotsky fought Sta}in
like a lion and only duc to the sdverse objective conditions he went doun.ln
heroic defcat, However, when Trotsky just arrived in his Turkish exile, in
1929, he wrote that he had done his utnost to avoid a struggle and that he
deliberately chosc defeat (Six Articles for the Bourgeois Press ). Abogt,Tlto
no one can say, least of all Tito hinsclf, that he avoids o struggle ond scoks
dofest. Tito Cocs notissuc capitulatory Cocumonts like the October 16, 1926
Declaration of the Opposition, or the cringing statenent of December 3, 19217,
begeing for readmission into Stelin's organizations

Tito rcbelled and snapned the tics with the Cominform. He docs not
1abel his party a scetion of the Cominform. The Trotsky lcaders, on the othor
hand, for many yeors called their nmovement a fractinsn of the Conintern, long
after the Comintorn had disrupted the revolutionory situation in Germany in
1923, destroyed the Chinesc Revolution of 1925-27, betrayed the British workers
in 1926, and for o while cven after the Comintorn brought Hitler to power in
1933.

While Tito's split with Gtalin is clearcut, and irreparable, yct uncer-
ncath the broak Tito ond Stalin orce united nolitically because they arce inexe
tricably cnmeshed in the samce political systeme The Belgrade gang is ticd to
the hioscow gang with a thousand unbreakable criminal throods, Both agoinst
the proletariat and against the nilitory thrcat of the bourgceoisic, Tito and
Stalin must stand shoulder to shoulder, This basic fact has been conerctely
dermonstrated in the Tib-Stalin unity on the Danubian issuce The bourgeois
obscrvers rmarked this fact:

"Their behaviosr at the Danube Confercnce is protty comvineing cvidence
that Russia and Yugoslovia stand firmly together in their relatins with
the Westorn World," (The New York Times, Ausust 9, 1948).

The fundamental truth about tho internal convulsions of the Stalinist
system is that no matter how wide the persynal ond organizational broak cnong
its parts, no motter how savege is the NKVD!'s persccution of the Trotskyites,
Zinovicevites, Bukharinites in Russia and how basc and slandorous arc recrinmine
ations and abusc possing betircen the Tito and the Stalin bandits, no matter
how strong is Cannon's langunge in roeferring to Stalinism ns the syphilis of
the labor movement, politically thay orc 211 of the same cssonce, It is pore
feoetly in line with this fact that Cannonts Soci-list lorkers Party lecaders
al’ress Tito and his counter-rovoluti mnary gang as "comrades," and it is no
accidont that in the letier to the Ancrican “Stalin burocrats, who had a hand
behind the GPU assassination of Trotsky, the Camon crow calls then Meomrades.
Indecd, they are cmrades 2ll,

‘THE SHACHTIAN TROTS:'YIT:S

; IE a slashing criticisn of Cannon's conradely icssage to Tito, the
leaders of the Shachtmon ‘orkers Party cvalucte the policy of the Cannon org=
anization with thoese words:

"The political linc of Canmonisn is that of o Vloft' critical appendage
of Stalinism, a Ydemocratic! wing of Stalinism, so to speak,"
(Labor Action, August 16, 1948),
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This is a fairly accurate sporoisal of the Cannon po‘_itigs. However,
the Shachiman loadors leave severcl things uncrnlained and onc vital matter not
only concesled but definitoly distorted. It is well knowm that the masses of
the Comintern os well ae the workers who follow Cannon, belicve thot Cormon ¥s
political lin: is sharply cnbogonistic to Stclinisne .By dint of what mgic
Coos Camion succced in appending his organization politically to the stalinist
- systeom without being suspected by his followvers?

It requires no special keonness of i ight to observe that Cannon
cmploys an o0ld trick used by opportunists for gonerationss A ficree verbal
blast is levelod sgeinst capitalism and under the cover of this blast the
trustine £ollowers arc lincd up in suprort of some nosition or somcbedy that
dofonds ond porpetuntes crpitalism.  The verbal appearance le-ves a lasting
improssion on the mind, vhile the concrcte moncnbary acts of the real policy
looaves only a flecting recollection if at all.

In the Tito casc the Cannon mancuver is simplified by the fact that on
the surface Tito apnears to have broken n>t only with the Kromlin oictator
and his satcllite stooges in all countrics, but zlso iith the Stalinist politics,.
Since the spirit of anbaponism in the mind of Canon's followers is dircctod
nzainst Stalin morc than egainst 5talin's henchicn, Cannon induces his follove
ors to give Tito critical support in his fight with Stalin, Once this is
accarmlished they, wdthout realizing it, arc attached to Stalinisn becauso
Tito's politics is Stalinism, AnC Tito is only onc of the Stalinist connccting
links t5 vhich Cann.n fastens his followers,

ilorc often Camnon tics his followers o burocravs ~nd politiciaons iho,
unmlike {ito, mointain diroct or indirect organizational conncetins with Stalin,
The politicol path of Trotskyisn is strowm with such cascs os support to oute
ané-out ~talin cleectoral condiates like Bon Davis,

The pretexts for supnort vary. A wote for Ben Davis, for cxomple, is
intorproeted to mean an oxpression of upholding the cause of the Hegro race; a
vote for some white Stalinist tends to brez!: the workers from the traditional-
capitalist parties, )

The Cannon leaders keep a sharp eye for any and every occasion to tie their
followers to the Stalinist systcm, If the Tito case is good for this purpose,
the Foster-Dennis case is no less convenient, The Trotsky workers are made to
overlook the fact that the Foster bandits are in dircct service of Stalinism not
only politically but also organizationally and that it is they who arc largely
responsible for the political strength of Wall Street imperialisme, The Cannon
leaders writo to the Foster "comrades" proposing a united front against capitale
ist reaction which is promoted by the policies of these very Foster "comrades,"
If the united front is cstablished~ and in the past it was frequently established-
it will be conducted, as always, on thc policy of Stalin,

The Shachtman leaders avoid explaining the fundamental Trotsky method of
attaching the vanguard workers te the Stalinist system, the method of "trans-
mission belts" vhereby a number of wheels in a machine turn in the oppositc di-
rection from the main vhecl, with all serving as parts of the samc mechanical
device for the samc purposce The reason for this Shachtmanitc omission is simple,.
They themsclves employ this mcthod, dJust as tho Foster burocrats dechounce Amcri-
can capitalism vhile in reality diverting the workers from abolishing it by ate
taching then to Tallacc and by other means, and just as the Cannon burocrats rave
against Stalin while in rcality tieing the worlers to his polities, thc Shachte
manites vociferate against iloscow and Vashington but in political dceds chain
their followers to both, However, the weight of Shachtmanitc: support to thesc
two centers of world recagtion is uncvenly distributed, tonding more and more
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in the direction of American imperizalism,

How does Shachtman porform this nolitical ac'ion dospite tha oppeaite
subjective desires and senbtiment of his followers? e amploys tho old trick
of "iransmission belts." On the onc hand he proves, though on a limited scalce,
that the: Camnon organization carrics on Stalindist politics, is a "loft! appendage
to Stalinism, on the other hand he advises his follovers and other workers to
givo support to Farrcll Dobbs, Cannon's @ ndidate in the forthcoming American
clections and the author of the letter to the Foster "comrades's Be it re-
membered that the Shachtman loaders cstablish the Stalinist naturc of Cammon's
politics and usc such facts as Cannon's "transmission bolt" support to Titos
ile ostablish Shachtman's supnort to Stalinism on the basis of his "transuission
belt" supnort to Dobbs,

We have said that Shachtman links his followers not only with lMoscow
but cven more so with Washingtons . In the latitcer task he makes usc of the
thransmission belt" Horman Thomas, candidate of the American Socialist Party
and a staunch supnortcr of the American capitalist classe Shachtman suggoests
to the workers to vote for Thomas if they prefor him to Dobbs. Shachtman
secims Lo be indifferent as to the vorkers' choice, vhat he is concerned with,
he says, is a "Socialist protcsiivotec - a "novM old fake to hook the workers.
But the rceent systematic anti-Camion outbursts in Labor Action and the
rclatively brief statonment rogarding ‘the pro~capitalist policics of Norman
Thomzs indicate that Shachtman s proference is the transmission belt comncction
with Washington not with Hoscew, And to add a little morc weight to ashing-
ton, Shachiman offers the workers a third choice, Telchert, the candidatc of
another limb of the Social Democracy, the Socialist Labor Party.

Wc have stated that Shachtman conecalced and distorted very vital facts.
He hides from the workers the fact that the Cannon group, in thc lcadership
of which he had sharcd for over fiftcon years, has not undergone a "rapid -
degeneration toward a 'left! critical ap cndage of the Stalinists" (Labor
Action, August 16, 1948), but has always been a Stalinist groups About the
political naburc of the Cannon group before its expulsion from the Communist
Party, Shachtman vrotc in 1932: "The Cannon group stood upon the platform of
international Stalinism, somctimes a little to the Right of it and sometimes a
little to the Left of ite® (The Situation in the Amcrican Opposition: Prospect
and Netrospect = liax Shachtman, Albert Glotzer and Martin Abern).

Upon its cxpulsion from the Stalinist organizatim the Camon group
assumed the role of a faction of the Comintern and described the Stalin Party
ruled by Browder and Fostor as "our Party.! Aftcr the Trotsky leaders declared
for a complctely independent Fourth International and concrctized this thesis
by abandoning their orgainizational indepcendence through the entry into the
Second International, thoy continued being an appendage of Stalinisme Through
the Amcrican Socialist Party,the Browder-led North American vommittoc of Aid
to Spanish Democracy, they goave suprort to Dimitrov's thesis of "Democracy
versus Fascism" thus aiding Stalin to betray the Spanigh rcvolution, and they
came out for a Stalin-Social Democratic govermuent in Francce In this pro=-
Stalinist politics Shachtman fully participated, -

then by compulsion the lrotsky movement once morc assumed a scparate
organizational cxistcnee, it reverted to the previous tactic of "transmission
belt! support to Stolinism and also to the bourgeoisice Lhis is onc of the
basic facts conccaled by the Shachtman lcaderse

At e 9%

The Tito rebellion provides a good many lessons to the -rorkers. It
clearly demonstrates that political unity is not synonymous with organizational
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affilistion, or, in diffcront words, organizational or personal split does not
mean a political separntion. As Trotsky quite frenkly admitted at the Dewey
hearings in MHexico during the loscow Trisls: "You ask if I am rcady to col-
laboratc with Stalin and his clossst collaborators? I have never repudiated
such collaboretion, and now, before the scrious difficultics within and without
the country, I uam less disposed than cver to repudiate ite

"Polities kmows no personnl rescntment nor the spirit of revenge.™
The Case of Leon Trotsky, pe 171)

The split betwceon Stalin and Trotsky, between Stalin and Bukharin, bee-
t-1in and Tito arc splits within onc and the samc politicel systems

=3 ck
=4
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A rcoricntotion of the venguard workers toward revolutiomary politics
anmot be checked indefinitelye The tronsmission belt rethod of Cannong Shacht-
an and others vill wear thine The political cmaneipation of the vanguard will

simultandously signify the ond of the Stalinist system and the beginning of the
great Socialist rcvolutions

G M,
AUCUST 1948
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wr'oblan of how to save hw.anity by preventing the oncoming war, or,
if this war orould breck out, by stopping it ot the c:rliest.posgible.moment,
renolvns itself into three broad questions, One, how did this situation couc
ahoub?  Thbhont o corrget answor to bhis first question, the war dcyclopmont
¢om not Lz fourht., To pombnt an cfiset, onc must know 1ts couscs .Pwo, what
are the werspoctives in case of war? Three, what con the proletarian vane

minrd do about it?

s S
SPERGE S SNLA KA Y]

. + contonding partics in the impeading conflict cndesvors to
lace the blosc upon the othore Day in, day out, the diperialists shout that
“meoin 1o rovoling the conilict by its agsrisssion and policy of cxpansion.
The Gtatinists, on the other hand, cleim that they arc mercly taking dcfcpf
give moasures acninst the "roactioncry warnonzors" who are allegedly croniing
the war scituabion

Just how did Stalin come into nosscssion of a vast chain of territorics
in Buropa ~nd Asia, ncquirad in 19L3-U52  An objoctive cxanination of this
fandrrental cuestion will provide not only on answer to the guestion of how
the prosent situction came about but will also delinitely fix the question
of hether the inperialists or the Stalinists or both are responsible for the
oncoring wiare ¥rom the vect aaount of naverinl ot hand e sclect two typical
exomplaoss  Polrnd and Yusoslovic,

POLAID

A great dead of licht is throwm on the Polish situation by a rocent book
"] Saw Poland Betrayed" by Arthur Bliss Lone, Amcericon ambassador to Poland
in 1915 to 1947. In the forewerd to his bLook ho statess

"Tna:dintedy following the clection of Januery 19, 1947, in Poland, I
deterninzd to resisn oty mosition ~s Amorican mabassador, iy mission--

to dnsure that $frec and unfettored' olections' should he hold-- had

boen o Tailures  To romnin in Worsow twould be interpreted as tacit ac-
quivcscence in the froudulont nosthods onployed in the cl.ctions,

rd

Wurthersore, I £elt stronply thet the facts wich had brousht about the
tragedy of the Polish situation should be placed publicly on rccord, This
could niot be done 55 long as I renmsined an official of the United States
Govoernnent; {for the facts would indicste not only the intellectucl dis-
honeoty of the Soviet and Polish ~ovormaents, bub also the gricveous errors
which our own rovernuent had iade in folloving; a policy of appeascnent in
its dealings with Stalin, iy resicnation was aceccpted, to take cffeet on
iiarch 31, 1917, with the understanding of President Trumon and of the
acting scerctary of state (Dean Achoson) that I would tell the story as

I hoad scon itl"

according to Lane "the British and Ancrican appeasoaent of Stalin had
borun at Teheran,” (Pase 54), Churchill attormted to heve Prordicr ldkolajeazyk
ond Foreimn Iinister Romer agrec to the following five points on January 22,
19hly, shortly aficr his return to London fron Tchernn:

"1, The Polish Governient to cgrec to accept the so-called Curzon line
(prolonged through Eastorn Gelicia) as a basis for nepotiations with the
Sovict Governnent,
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2., The final scttlonent of tha Enstern frontior to be linked with the
pgrant to Polond of Bast Prussia, Danzig and Upper Silesia to the Oder Raver,

3. £11 Polcs loft on the Sovicet side of Poland's Eastern fronticr would be
given the risht to return to Poland,

s A11 tho Gerran population within Poland's new boundaries to be removed
fron Poland,

S5e¢ Thé Solutions as cnuncrated above would receive the approval and guaran-
teo ¢f the three princl Unitcd Notions." (I oow Folans Bctrayaed, page
1 % I G T By Jan tioch

S
CE=50; Deicat In Victory, anowski, page 269. liy Emphasis-TFH)

Lonc makes the dbwious and corrcct comment on this on page 56. as follows:

"As Point No, 5 obligated the threc nations which had just participated in
the Tehran conference to guarantee the first four points, it is clcar that
Chuirchill would not have committed the United States and the USSR to a
course which did not proviously have thoir approvale And, as thosc points
wera latee publicl recd on at the Yalta and Potsdan conferences by the
United Statos of Iﬁc?%ca, the Umite ngdon, an c , s logical

to conclude that the fyamework had been constructed at Tchran for the final
disposition of the qucstion of Polish fronticrs," (Ly cmphasis, TFH)

Nor docs the cvidence end therce We have scon that on January 22, 19kk,
Churchill had showed tho represcentatives of the Polish Government in London
that the Big Three had agreed on the boundaries of Poland, In October 194k,
at lioscow, Lblotov bluntly informed likolajezyk, in the presence of Churchill,
Edon, and the Ancrican reprcsontative Harrinan, that the Big Three had made
that agreement and chalienged the three listeners to dony ity They renmained
silcnt,

Fron the foregoing it can be scen that as carly as Novenmbor-Decenber
1943, Rooscvelt and Ghurchill, at Tchran, agrced that 70,000 squarc miles of
Eastcrn Poland would go to Stalin, Was there anything in the'military situation
at that time which would have compelled the imperialists to makc this cnvrmous
concession to Stalin? In Novenber-Decomber 1943, the German arnics werc still
decp in Russia, the Polish underground army was under the control of fortes
favorable to Great Brityin and the United States and opposcod to Stalin, lLiandi-
festly, to put the imporialist-Stalin agrecnent on Poland into effect, it was
necessary to bring the Pplish capitalist leaders into linc and to bresk down
the rgfistance that would be forthcoming from thc well-orgaonized Polish under-
groun

Baving been given the zo-ahoad signal at Tchran, Stalin began to mako
reparabions to cstablish a stooge govermnment in Polands On July 29, 19h4 at
.15 P,l,, radio lloscow broadcast a nmessaze in Polish:

"Polés, tho timc of liburation is at handf Poles, to arms§ lioke cvory Po=
lish home a stronghold in the fight against the invader! Thore is not a
nonicnt Yo losos"

This Rurportcd to be signed by lolotov and Osobka-liorawski of the lioscow
controlled "Committce of: National Liboration.® The Stiélin Govermnment never
officially adnitted responsibility for this call to arms, but since it was
bropdcast over the lioscow radio, there can be no doubt o8 to its authenticity
or as to its having becen authorizcd by Stalin,
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On the noxt day, July 30, 2 sinilar radio oppoal was broadcast from Lioscow,
but this tinc addrcssced spocificnlly to the inhabitonts of Warsaw, urging th§m
to assict the approaching .ted irmy to cross the Vistula, and cnter Whrsaw.. At
thot tiic the Rod Army s At Propas o suburb of Warsaw, just across the Vist-
uls frg: the city proper; the sound of the Russian cannonading was dispinct and
continuovs ~nd Russion plenes passed ovor the ecity fron boses twenty minutes
distant by cire Only onc Geren division 1rag holding Pragz. In the cyes o? )
wses, the fecling wes that the situation was ripe for on uprising
2i5, From 21l outward indicotions, it oppearcd that the ond of
ionm wos immincent as in the west also, the Nowi power was scening-
s Tho British, Anmerican arnics ab this tince werc advancing repid-

N Frenco,

Actine om vhe ¢21l to arme fron lioscow, and on the advice of the British_
Bri-densting Conpany Generel Bor ordercd the insurrcction to stort at five relis

()
A oy g e
Angust L.

™o insurr2etion achicved inmediste successe During the first day Bor's
arpyy copturod 211 the irportont buildings in the contral scction of the city.
By the szeond duy the undergreund or Honme Arny, a5 it was cnlled, hold two-
thivds of Yorsow, including the wostern suburb of Wols tarough vhich any re-
inforc:nonis for the Hozis had to pass.  On dugust third German plenes started
bovbing Bor's noisitions in Warsowe Ilocmihile, Sovicet plones which for ton days
previous had been atiocking Gornons in Worsawr olmost overy night, doascd at-
tocking ot all. Mo attenpt wos nade to advance from Prago by thoe Russiansg
indced, Stalin's crmy wos ovdercd to wviithdroaw fron advanced positions lcoding
to Vlarsoi,

Iikolzjezyk had mroviously been assurcd by Stalin on August 1st that the
Russian army would cnter Warsaw on Aurust Sixthe However, on Jdugust Fourth he
wee called to lLioscow ~nd given on ultirctun that unless he immedictely cance to
sone sort of aprcement with Stalin's Lublin Cormdttcee of National Liberation,
Stalin wonld rceeogmize that cormittcoe as the sols government of Poland, iiko-
lajezyk agroed and roturncd to London to place Stalin's concretce proposal be-
fore thoe London Polish Governmment. Those proposals were that Stalin's Lublin
Commttoc nust have 504 of the Cabinct posts, ond that the Curzon line wes to
be the frontier,

Iikclajczyk was cssurcd that rmilitary aid would be given Bort's forecs.
411 thic tine the Russian arrmy was stonding idle whilo the Nazis threw every
forece thoy couvld . muster against the Wors:ar insurrcctionists. No assistance
cane fron the Ancrican or British odir forces, For sixty-three days the Foles
fought on in Warsow, during which time therce wos one flight of two plencs fron
the Ancricons ~nd anothor flipht of scvon planes from the dmcricans and British,
Bvun in thig casc, the bulk of the meager supplies dropocd fell into the hands
of the MNazis., During the vhole time that the Nazis were systenatically butéher-
ing tho inkebitants ol Warsow there wns actually colloboration among Hitler,
Staling Churchill ond Rooscvelt to allow Bor's forecs to be exterminated by the
ﬁazi'troops, Sfter the sloughter of cbout 200,000 ond the virtusl razing of
Uorsewr, the remnonts of the Polish Home Army copitulatcd.

ith the internal obstacle thus climinated, Stalin was free to move into
Wersow, which he did in Janucry 1945,

Heving oponed the door to Stalin's cntry into Poland by the Tchran agroo-
nent, Rooscvelt, Churchill and Stalin not at Yalta in Fobe 1945 and sct up
a legal basis for Stalin's Polish stooges to take over the new governnent of
Foland, The impericlists spoke of a "new situation" boing created duc to Stae
lin's occupation of Polond, Of coursc, they hypocritically onitted any nention
of the fact that they thonmsclves had sot up this "new situation" by their
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seocret deal with Stalin at Tcherans

"L now situntion has been croated in Poland, as a result of her coumpletc
liberation by tho Red Ariye This colls for the establishuent of a.Polish
provisisnal governnent which con be nore broadly based than was possible
sfore the rocent liberoation of wiostern Poloend, The provisional govern-
rnent which is now functioning in Poland should thercfore be reorgonized
on o broader denocratic basis with the inclusion of donocratic lcaders fron
Polond itsclf and fron Polos obroads This new govornmment should then be
called the Polish FProvisional Governmont of National Unity,

"y lolotov, ire Haorrinan and Sir 4. Clarke-Kerr are authorized as a cone
wission to econsult in the first instance in lboscow with members of the pro-
sznt Trovision~l Goverment and with other Polish democratic leaders from
within TFoloand, «ind fron abroad, with o view to the reorgenizotien of the
present government ~2long the above liness This Polish Provisional Govorn-
nont of Hoticnol Unity sholl be pledeed to the holding of free ‘and unfet-
wered olochtions as soon a3 possible on the basis of universal suffrgge

and scerct ballot, In thesz clections all democratic and anti-Nazi partics
shall have the right to toke part and put forward condidates,"

It will be well to analyze this particular portion of the docunent
since it is indicative of a whole line on the part of the imperiolists ond
tho Stalinists, It 1ill be noted that Stalin got the green light fron the
inperialists to go ochead with the fornetion of a stooge governnent in Poland,
On the other hond, it is significant thot Rooscvelt and Churchill obtained 2
pledge of "free and unfettered cloctionse"

Stalin's domination of Polond vwins achicved not as a result of mili-
tarv advances but duc to the policy of Rooscvelt ond Churchill fron 1943 to
1945, Fron then on Stualin proceccded to move in, shove aside the so-called
denoceratic politicians, such as idkolajezyk, ond consolidate his ovm regine,
At the proper morent, Great Britain and the UsS i nade use of the pledge of
"froe and unfotbered clections" as part of o compaign to blacken their crst-
thile 2lly and to build up a fecling that Stalin is o new aggressors

Is it possible that Churchill and Rooscvelt were misled into be-
licving that Stolin wes honcest and would keop his vwiord? Both Churchill and
Rooscvalt had scen Hitler and Stalin divide Poland in 1939 and had subscquente
1y scen Stalin také over Latvia, Lithuania and Esthonia in 1940 after having
nroizisod their independence,

The nonipulation with Poland cxomplifics a certain imperialist stro-
togy. -Give Stelin territory under the fonmiliar pattern of "appeascment! but
counle cvery "gift" with o provision for “democracy", "free and unfettered
clections', ctes. The impericlists rightly calculated that Stalin, being the
opportunist ho is, would "grab" the territory involved, that the very cssence
of tho Stalinist systen, buroeratic suppression and contrel, would causc hin
to disregard the pledses for "derweracy™ and that Stalin would thus build hine
s21f up in the cycs of the nasses of tho capitalist countrics as a new Hitler.
Then would cone the ideolosical justification of o new war to stop the new
Hitler. In addition, the imperialists,’ well kmowing that Stalin would impose
o terror upon the given territorics for the bonefit of the Russiean burocracy,
countud on the fact that in the coning wor they would be able to rely not only
on their ovm armed forces But upon internal opposition to Russia in the an-
noxed torritorics,

YUGOSLAVIL

e ey Sev————

When the Nazis occupicd Yugoslavia, ifikhailoviteh was at first boos%gg
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the impericlists of Great Britain and the U.S.ds a8 tho groat Yugoslavian
patriote In idcology likhailovitch was monarchist, anti-Stalinist, pro-
opitalists 4After Stalingrad, if the purposc of the imperialists had been
to prescrve as nuch territory as possible under the bourgeois form of ¢cono-
ny, iikhailovitch was their ideal instruient for Yugoslavia, Alrcady built
up in the popular inagination as a great hero, the savior of Yugoslavian "na-
tionol honor', his adrmitted "incidental" collaborations with the Nazis, ig-
norced 2ot first, could have been continucd to be conccaled or ployed dowm with
Tugoslavip and paractically the whole Bolkons saved for capitalisn, But in-
steod we vitnessed the apporently amazing spectacle of the inperialist tocl,
Iikhailovitech, being sold down the river and ultinately handed over to Tito
for cxdcution, Still norc Mamazing" was the fantasti: sight of the imperia-
lists building up Stalin's stoogey Tito, with propaganda, military advice and
material aid, and cooperating with Stalin in building up a loscow outpost in
Yuzoslavia,

In Junc.1943 it was announced over the ByBsCs and in the British press
thot Great Britain was dividing its support between Tito and ifikhailovitch,
On July 22, 19Lh3 the Nazis offered o reward of 100,000 gold marks cach for
the hends of Tito and Ifikhatlovitch, The B.B,C, rcported only the offer for
Tito, to build up the latter as an omti-Nozi, By August-Scptember, 1943, the
BuBsC, was making it o definitc poliey to disrogard lMikhailoviteh and to con-
stontly boost Tito, By 19LL it was daily pounding at Mikhailqvitch as a
troitor and Asds-colloborator and praising Tito 2s the new nationol hero,

Almost immediately after the Tcheran Conference !November-December, 1943)
the B,BeCs began to broadecast Partisdn communiques accusing likhailovitch
of collaborating with the Gormans,

In Jonuary, 19Lk, liajor Randolph Churchill, Winston Churghill!s son,
vies suent to Tito!s headquartors, All during this time the gréat question
for the Yugoslav "resistonce® was whetcher to go with tho Partisans (Tito)
or the Chetniks (Mikhailoviteh), The arrivol of the son of Wimston Churchill
wn3 of immensc psychological valuee, It was living proof of the switche vir-
tually a personal cmissary hod come right from the British Prime lHnisters

~ On April 15, 19Lk, an Anglo-American mission was parachuted into Yugo-
8lavia, According to David ilartin in a welledocumented book "Ally Betrayed®
(ps 2L41) this mission told the villagors that Amorica and Britoin wanted
the Scrbs to join the Tito forcos,

These ore but a fow of tho cxamplos Showing the deliberato design of
tho imperirlists to turn Yugoslavia and also the contigudus Albania over to
Stalin, Gorman ewaodaticn of Albamid took place in the lattor part of 19Ll,
?Ospito prior entry of British units, that Bountry was haohded over to Stalih's
orces)

The general formula of the Yalta docldration promised tho "1iberated®
uropcan countrics "governmontol authoritics broadly reprosentative of the
cmocratie olements of the populztion.” In addition to this genoral docla-

ration thoro was a specific declm-ation with rogard to Yugoslavia vhich
stressed the implemonting of agrecmefit betweon Tito and Subasitch of the
London Yugoslav Govermmont, at the oorliest possible date, for the organi-
zation of tho govormment in Yugoslavia,

In the casc of Yugoslavia we sec cxactly the same line as with Polond,
Stalin was given that country but had to pledge "democracy", ctc, The pur-
posc of this pledge was that whon it was broken as the imperialists knew it
gg;ld ;Cé the sccond stage of incitement to war against the 'ney Hitler® could

c placce
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Aftor Churchill and Rosscvelt hod agreed to Stalin's occupation of
verisus torcitorics in Burope and the Far East, o policy thot is now called
oprensoment, the attitude wes changed to a "get tough with Russia® policy.
The impori-lists ore spreading the notion that_Stalin is On & rampage, pro-
paring to szize the entire world, The cvents in Eastern burope scom to lend
substonce Lo Lhis cloime This would imply thet therc is a possibllity of the
Stolinist system superscding the capitalist system. This idea has also been
ponctrating into the ranks of meny advanced workers in various formse Is 1t
fruc thot St-lin is out to scize tho cntire world, or to destroy thc capitolist
cconomyy ‘Ihie recont events in France and Italy are o clear indigatiQn that the
Stolinist burocracy docs not pursue o policy of removing the copitolist system
in vital industrial countricse

FRANCE AMD ITALY

is a rosult of the Russian victorics over the Noazis, the Communist Party
of Fronce attzined cnormous prestiges The greator mass of the French working
clost, breaking subjectively from capitalism, flocked to the Stalinist organi-
zetion, sceing in it a firhter for Socialisme The labor unions came under the
practically complcets control of the Stalinistse The parlismentary clections
gzve ~ tromendous number of votes to the Stalinist condidates, Stalinist mini-
sters sat cheok by jowl vdith the bourgcois ministers in the French Cabinct,

The French and internctional impericlists could not permit a continuaonce
of this situation. iAs the policy of "appeoscment" gave way to the "get tought
policy and "cold wer" policy, as the prelude to o shooting war, it became nceos-
sary to linc up France definitely on the imperiolist side, The impericlists
could not launch an atitack on the Sovict Union without taking care of the truly
tromendous Stalinist movement in France,

In oy, 1947, the Stalinist ministers werc climinated from the French
Gobinct, the cxcuse being the issuc of the wiage froczes At that very time
the French Stalinist party had skyrocketed to 2 membership of 1,000,000, Its
vote had rerched 7,000,000, It had complete control of the CuGl.Te, the French
labor union foderation, with o memborship of 6,000,000, It claimed the al-
logicnee of one third of the Paris police force and it is 2 fact that nombers
of the Poris police force openly participated in the Stalinist parades and
denonstrotions, Ewen -~mong the Fronch peasantry, noted for its conscrvatism,
Stalinism mode heavy inroads,

The three prercquisites for 2 revolutionary situction cxisted at that
time=~ cven cceording to an outline cited by Stalin hinmscelf in his "Foundations
of Leninisms" 1, The ruling class was no longer 2ble to rule as beforee Pore
mutation and combinction succceded cach cther in the French Cabinete 2. There
was a rorc than usual increosc in the nceds and miscry of the masses, not only
cmong the workers, but within the urban ond rurcl petty bourgecoisic as well.
Inflation, high priccs, and shortages of cormoditics added to the post V-E Doy
disillusionment with copitalisme 34 The masses werc in motion and the docise
ive class, the urbon working class, was flowing on masse tp the €oPe of France,
conceiving it to be a revolutionary opponent of enpitalism. The whole situotion
was nregnont with civil war, with cvery chonce of victory for the Stalinists,

However, politicolly advanced workers cre long since fonmiliar with the
countuer-revolutionary nature of Stalinism, We arc owere thot the primary objcet
of the whole Stolintorn is to prevent o realy proletariacn revolution anyvhere,
any timc. But it would appcor plausible that the Stolinists would at lcast pour
into the streets for the retention of the Stalinist ministers, The subscquent
November-December strikes showed the possiblity of thise The Kromlin masters
of Thorez, Duclos and Co, were aware that the "appeascment" stage in inter-
national politics had passcds They ond their French stooges knew  porfoctly
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was actually a nre-war rove. They knew
their podition in France before an at-
civil war in France could postpone

oc DO"?lble

ar tine.

L answer is given in the
2UST vale, tho a £ the Stalin gang in France.
. he not call for oclaimed that "the Communists
not bn Sbﬂ“ld en uqh bo “]Hl“” ition™ He said they would col-
: 38 (The New York Tires, July 13,

nding all ©

¢

rike wave that subsequently took place confirms our
linerately xnld ack the masses froa strugglz.

the "CominformM, undnr the guise of relieving the
e, “4u d931@ed on such sieans mercly as a gesiure
e Stalirdsts draggsd out the strikes until a rot-
th LH“ Schuman govn“nmant. Damonstrations and orr-
ures of goverment offices were "allowed" to mater

roc““t cvents in Itnly show thet alian Stalinist line is iden-
£l ro—ca,l belist policy of the Frov $iAs is After Vi day the

shirooned on a s ; ~hole Stalinis
usrlc rr th ea;hy part of 1947 tho Moot 3ad riszen b fi-ure of 2,300,
OOO,suconc in nunbers oniy to the hussiaon X . to the Flororce
C3nvg“*lo of the Italian Genoral Confoderntion of Lobor in Juno, 1947 contained
57.2% Stalinist ,brLJ memb e This gave the Stelinists complote control of the
¢,C00,000 mombers.  Givseppe Di Vittorio, one of the old Stalinist war horsos,
wvas ~1eoUpd s2cretary ;wnurﬁl.

12on Parvisans has ovar 200,000 nenmbers and
ortant nolivical issucs, unrly in 19L7
cr porition of the 5P, headed by Fictro

.

follows ;st lB“d’l iy 01
t“I Itzli, o “ssk 1

Hational As focia*ion

> Stolinists. In tﬂu Scuth ol Ttaly, long
ookzar n2as ~nd roac tlon, the ut&lLﬂLotS began to male dvbp inroads

e A : s
Uilf) p‘..-u..s :'1.’.1(/?.’:; ans TC=CYOonNCIS e

fall of Mussolini the tio ‘”1&01n(1 political forces in Italy
izn Domocrats and the Stalinistes The Stelinists wwere given

3 u‘b1ﬂv, and outdid 21l of th: so-cnlled left partics in subscrvience
to thz monarchy and the Popc.

&m\bnqtsﬂm obhs2quio
f08, tha hirth cosot of living,

in stooaus, the scarcity of
sses into u,:uh,lo. In the

"194u, alc ﬁallant s occurrcd in Lilan and Turin,
gsion of : Alcice Be Gasperi, Chreistion
toned the usc of ‘orcce  After somc Llustoring the

-

oven aftor
the most

ng and
mns rosiored by the &

thore sors militaont demonstrations iﬁ thc southern pnrt

i i as 1nte ps Fe ""“‘ual"y, 19 L?o
Uuuckbd and tﬂv officinls th !
ggvurnmvnt which incl udoq utuLlniSt

8t opponcats, De Gnspord
nl Coclalist ;
nberchip of over tio million,

ATt ot ] .
TLINAOTS Af. NI
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the iabar moveranh, snd a bip chunk of the peasantry on
prevedarisives ;or a rovolutionary =1ﬂn,ulon existed as

-

dmist wivocrasbs, The -ansses
the "Popular Front."

06 *-W’bed

by the 5°
ary victory o

sob for April, 19h8.

e :
ho 1 o7 "the conbost be-
g Tnlln wno rife and with this excusc

4!

~ilad out thous wnﬂ? of troon:
>ia1ng a vote for the Stoiiwists as a multdl 3in,

The Pope ‘lent o hand

a very import: tne plans of the imperi:
against Sholin Qo imfiedinte proximity to the
s 00 in the 1.5t stages *l' clection campalgn, Vvic G
ve made by vhe imperialicts 3 ¢ votoers, The U.S.i., Gront
i I'ronee pronos2d that Tricsoe te fcturnMé to Ivaly despite cone
.ons 1n uhe  peace trenty., Previou:ly, so ficrce were tic nod
tolisn peopl 1 veen - compellod
t
S

of tho thnt in 1647 Togliatti had
1eru:n 3' Tricste Itnaly rather thon the line of turning it
tha ~vine, The proposal of the three imperio-
0o to turn m”iJnh‘ ver Yo Italy was made public and a joint nose
the prorossl wns addressed to fasiine  The obu,cu, of cours:z, wis
adsts in an untenable positlon inscfar as thc elections wore
concernod, : of course knew thise Thoy nlso knoiwr thot the donger
of attock on thon .11“.;uﬂrr"v;y sharponcds  This was aftor tihe Czechoslovek
coup and ~fter o noriod of Shalin~imporind
Stalin HOVS T mnt, Just four GoLTS bofore tho
cvion of : ¢ nns boon ﬂoufi ,
antators S Path v uau. ctor tho ~¢-cu10ﬂa to s
on the q Thcr, ' ¢, the ans.er come
before, to throv the electlons, astube pol
fronidy cono

containil?
to rub tho Shal

: i
ist friction in Berlin. You, the
slections came oub with a flot

Y7othae bour"=ola

mystifiention,
. .‘--.-nf\ e
ircnic dilomm
boursenls n"r
doepor into th h“ﬂ's oi o iry .
And this deovite tho foet thot copdv-lids
of battle, th~t the wdnnin: of thoe It*“i" Leetions not only meent the definite
prssing over of Itoly inbo the comp of the Lsborn 1m“~”1rJ\°t oa the ove of
wor, bub also donlt 2 tremendous blow to Sioiin's arostigees  Sholin ims compolled
> necesasitics of the situ~tion to ke the tollsng points of his own
3

c £h
stooses by his ronly on Tricste,

todly thon in thc cose

liot daring ovon to take chonee of ~inniag
h“ Y“c?l'n wos forced to cllow Italy to f£oil

; : the midst of n nro-way situation,

findtely throwm dovm the gage

[ g

Franee, we ses the

)(3

tha couss of Stalin's armoruntly incomprehensible po
~ad I 21w? 1 honchien and‘rstznd thrt i
LNECs rooleie in osuch ey countrics as france
ngy nuLd ol oul of hande  Subjectively, these koy workers lhod
iato tho Shnl ’P>uvnMSp rely to sorve m~xwmﬁ;ninhﬂm8ﬁ, but
:i_wt for Soci~lisme A nrol:storian \vrlslﬁg would hove influcnced the toi--
; s im0 the Sovict Union who wiovlid hav: shnlkon the foundotions of the

-,

urocrncys  ALh thoe eomitalisus, Stilinisa con mcoke de ls, ith o
Yy nrol. NOVITr,

~1ist embext for its
iention Dor itls
m~tion of
nboenatives in the
Sicdlism ox o Simmntion
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of the presont division of the world into capitalist and Stalinist sectors, 4
contiruntion of the procent division off the world into two antagonistic economic
systams only puarantees continued war,

Thet iz the alternative of a total victory for capitalism? Would there
hen be & ruarantee or cven a reosonable prospect of peace? The answer is obvious.,
, is true that there would then be an climanation of the fundamental economic
olitical nntapgonism of today, that of the nationalized property form in Russia
~nd the form of property in the cuapitalist world, but in its place there vould
imnediately arise the fight of the imperi~list powsrs among themselves for colonies
and narkets as in the deys before 191i. A1l this would be in a context of a devos-
tated world with o shorpening of the antagonism of the proletariet zond peasant
nmasses to thz tourzecisic. Even tod~y the onbtagonisms betwsen the imperioclist
parsrs arc not ciimincted, Thoy are temporarily subordinated to the necd of smash-
ing o complotely alicn form of cconomy cxisting in thoe Soviet Union, Howover, even
in this framework the domin-nt capitolist country, the U.S.A.,tckes advantage of
the cconcomie ond political -wenkness of its nllics, England ond Franec, to goin
economic advantages for its ovm bonkers, monufacturcers, merchants, cice The ox-
tinetion of the Soviet Union wrould only scrve to rcomove this subordination and
onca again moke the impericlist antagonisms the source of cnother ond still more
terrible wor.

For thc masses of the world cither imperiolist or Stalinist military vie-
tory meons not only enormous destrusticn of life and culturc in the process of
the wuar but preperations for neciwr wors

VHAT CAN THE TO3IERS DO?

Conironted <rith the horrible prospect of the current "cold smr' developing
into 2 shosting war, the question inevitebly o~riscs: Vhat can the workers do?
If both the imporialists and Stalinists hove brought on the war situation; if the
military viclery of cither the Stalinists or the imperi-lists would meon only the
continuced gunrantec of neir and morce horrible wors,it is unquestionable that only
the overthrow of both crmps of irar mongers can bring acbout permnnent peaces  ihat
is to replace the rule of the bourgcoisic or the Stnlinist burocraey? Only the
nlomned and conscious cooporntion of the whole humsn roce for production insteod
of dustruction, for internntionnl consciousncss instood of nation~lism, for pro-
duction for use instond of winr, can sove not only the cultur-l volucs but the lives
of millions of hum~n beings,

that stands in the wey? Orgonized and polarized politicrl forces stonding
for onc or mnothor vested intercstd On the one hond, there ore the political for-
ces suprorting e~nmitnlismy on the other, the political forecs upholding the Strlin-
ist burocracy. The nrovention of the var, which is alw-ys possible until the actual
outbrenk, or of stopping it once it starts, depends upon the pelitic-l -~nalysis
end rosultont actions of the organized nolitic~l forces, In this conncction, as
is practlcclly incvitable in such situntions, n polorizotion is toking place rmong
all the major poilitic~i tendoncics. On the side of the imperinlists is nligned
the Pope, the l-ndlords, th: opunly bourgceeis portics, the Socinl Denocrats, cmong
otherse On the sids of the Strlinist burccrnts, ~re not only the St~linist pnrtics
but also their varicus comp followcrs,

The messes of neople of Europe ~nd Asia particulnrly, ~nd of the whole
world in pgencral, sick of slaughter ond devastation since 191k, arc looking for
a vy oute DBut the vongvard, the thinking, activ: scction of the decisive scction
of modern sociovy, the working class, is in the honds of the onportunists, particu=
loriv th St~linistse It 1s the task of real rcvolutionists to roach thoso vanguard
masses, to orgonize them into o real World Party for Rovolubionary Sccinlism,
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azainst both capitslism snd Stalinisn,

The Trotshyite vorlers are an important section of the proletarian van-

wrd and vmnt o brealk beth with canitalism and Stalinismg but are pam§prung
ovsiips  As war comes ever nearer, the process of.polarlzablon

. sday bhe Cennon branch of the Trotskyites is pra§t%c§11y an open
supporter of the Stalinistse Hot only has it supported Stalinict candidates
for office tut it represented the Stalinist rape of the Czecho;lgvaklan workers
a5 a working class victory, (Socialist Apneal, orgon of the British Trotskyites,
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For the workers to supnort this indirect agency of Stalinism means to line
up vith 2 force that is bringing death and destruction to the masses; tomoriow,
< P - . "‘- 3 0 * 3. o . ~ . Y . J.
it literally means working, fighting, striling, for the right of the Soviet buro-
cracy Lo G

ain the last drop of sweat and blood from the slave laborers, the Stak-
hanovite~driven factory workers, the agricultural slaves-- and to mainpain the 5
nec2ssory wilieu for the continued existence of the burocracy- copitalist expleita-
tion in the rest of the world,

Tn tha opnosing camp are to be found the adherents of capitalism as the
Mizsszr evil" to Stalinisme The Shachtman Trotskyite Workers Party for example,
Thniled! the victory of the German Social Democrots at the same time that it
recovninad them as the agents of German and internationsl capitalism. (Nov. U,
16L6 issue of Labor Action, pe 4)

On the issue of Trieste the ,P, anticipnted the strategy of the imperial-
ists, advocoting that Trieste be given to Italy, vhich they recognized as a
"wretched and unstoble bourgeois democracy." {(Laobor Action, December 9, 19h6,pe 7)

On the issue of Poland the Shachtmon group sunported the bourgeois opposi-
tion to Stalinism in the »erson of idkolajezyk until he ran away to scek haven
with his iumerialist backers, vhercupon it donounced him for not being personnlly
strons; enough to support capitalism on the scene in Polaond, This statement is
nroved by the folloving written before liikolajczyk escaped:

"Tho politicrl line of the Marxists must, therefore, be one of critical sup-
port to the likolajezyk campe (The New International, July 1947,p. 138)

In the very page before (p. 137) the Workers Party admitted "the rrcdomi-
nant character of the opnosition is that of a bourgcois-democratic movement,
mainly composcd of ncasants," (lfy cmphasis- T.F.H,)

That these opportunist suppértors of the imperialist camp know vhat thoy
were doing is shovn in the columns of the very same magazine for April, threec
months before, on page 110:

"We affirm rather that suprort of cither democratic capitolism or Stalinism in
& wnr meens support to the social forces Josding humanity to the abysss of bar-

barism," (iy cmphnsis- T.¥.H.)

In Anril, 1947 the ".P. leadership stated categorically that supnort of
democr~tic camitalism meant supnort to the social forces leading to barbarism,
In July, 1947 the some lendership ealled for support to the same barbarism by

advocating Meritical supmort® to the"bourgeois democratic" CamDe

Recognizing the sclf-cxposurc they tried to Justify their position by
stating the following in the July 1947 issuc:
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"It is a fact that the Anplo=Saxon imperialism trics to take advantoge of
the IHikoljczyk opposition for its own cnds, but th}s dogs pot me an thatogff
worl:T=pi2snnt opposition is o mere instrument ofclmperlallsm and r@progtgds-
the rosctionary Polish bourgeoisice. The prolctoriat also has the right vo
take advont-oo of the inter-imperislist contradictions for its own ends vithout
n st cn

9
teing hound to oither imperislist compe (p- 146)

5y hoaet exnosc  of this position is inadvoertently given by the.R.P. jn
ol7 issue of its weekly poper Lavor Action, By that time, hik-

' cscansd from Pol-nd and flad to London. It would have bconaLud}c?ous
ioinm him any more as represcatative of an independent opposition to.btnllnlsm
mnd immoerialism, In fact in the Nove 2h article A. Rudsziecnski, the Polish Mox-
nertt of the WePe says thot “Fleeing to exile, ikolajezyk will havo to subrnit
neremptorily to the American and Engiish baton iu order to declare open nr on

Thus in this new Shachtmonite position, lr, Mikolajezyk is a tool of
irmorinlisme. Bub vhat was he before? The P, receovaluntion is

=k

Mikolrjezyvk tricd to create a bridge in Poland between Rusqia and Anglo~3m3ri~
con gepitalisme The architect of this bridge wes to be the likolajezyic govs:«-
ment and the passant movement; & democratic, netty-bourgeois government, auto-
norious, but friendly ‘toward Russia, though more inclined to Anglo-American
capitalism," (ily emphasis— T.FoH,)

By their own words are these opportunists exnoseds ‘hat is an independent
Apnarently one that combines the horrors and brutalities of both the

Workers and peasants of Poland! Suprort Mikoljezyk who wants to turn you
over to both imperinlism and Stalinism!

True to its line of supporting imperialism as the lesser evil to Stalinism,

the Shachtmanite orphans abandoned by liikolajezyk advocate the support of-the- R.
P.Se (Polish Socialist Party). (Labor Action, Nove 2L, 1947). Let us quote Rud-
zienslkits ovm dafinition:

"The Socialist opnositionists belong in the main to the old P.P.S. dividing
into those who supported the reformist Right or the tentrist Left."
This is not our terminology. It is that of the Shachtmanites who zdhere
to the 1915 definition of reformists as supnorters of copitclism, and centrists
as reformists in deed, revolutionists in iords,

Only a complete break with immerialism and Stalinism and all its supporting
agencies can enable the vanguard workers to form o truly indencndent International
that ¢-n load the world to roal socinlist reacs, Such an International will break
ths workers away from nationolism in every form and will breck them owxy from the
policy of left-handed support to the Stalinist burocracy and to the bourgeoisie.
This latter support is also renderad through various political irs truments la-
belled Sociniist Party, Lobor Party, and other opportunist portics.

The ercation of such nn International is more indispensible thon ever be-

Every nerson who is conscious of the imperativeness of the task should join
us in working for the creation of the Tlorld FParty that will not equivocate or
compromise but will unflinchingly march toward a world peace based on the founda-
ticu of the world brothcrhood of 2]l the masses, freed from cvery form of exnloi~
totion and opnrecsion. i

Thomas F. Harden
April 1948
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I vras isitad by Hooton Lee, o leading British Trotsky-
ranizer of the Hevolublonary ”nmmullst Party, It scoms
his visit was +o detormine what ny political position was
to win me for support to the B,C.P.

. the aquestion of Lhe Trovsigylst support of the
,nt. 1 uo;nv?d ouv thL thoir slogen of "Labour To Power" in
»1 sioction and their subscquent policy of YMeriticel support!
10CTECy ¥W2s a counver revolutionary position. Heaton Lez ro-
considercd that the Lebour Gove >rome t "nationalization
stop boeausc they took the vig industrisl un-
. stse and (he hastily added) hendod them over to
state, The line of the R.C.P. that the Labour Party "nation-
frwuﬂ ig "progressive" lends g hand to tho deceptions of Attlee-

A
lelie P

“h: British Labour Govormment can not be likencd to ths government in

Rorar

wssia Lur¢ﬂ2 vhe period of "dusl power.” The Eritish Labour Govermment is

the mesked rule of tho canitelist class., The task of ovorthrowing imperialicx
cen not be soparated from a revolutionary ovorthrow of the British Labour Go-
vernment.  The policy of clectionzering for the Labcur Party pursuced by the
British Trotslyite RB.C.P. under thoe slogan of "Labour to Power" and "eritical
supmort" of the Labour Government constitutsd dircet support to a capitalist
ZOVETINCN T,

TPt R.C.P. SUPPORTS THE STALINISTS

fondod the line of Trotskyite support to the British
5 forXtrd in the "Socialist Appeal', British Trotskyite
» wan the question of the Jenuary ])L iseue which feoatured a
1 e !*ul?l” by dock Haston, sccrotary of the R.C.P., on the new ”loft"
igzog ol the British C.P, .Among other things, Haston stated:

"This change if seriously pursued, will make a considerable differcnce to
the struggle of the workors agrvnut the employers in the coming pcrlod "

And again:

C.P, members-A.P.) bast fizhiting instincts will have a chance

"Thair (tho
55100, ¢ s thoy will find themsclves lined up with the Trotskyists."

of oxpro
(Ibld.)

Eftor pointing out the R.C.P.'s sympathy and solidarity for Pollitt and
in the face of the Labour "Daily Hersld" attack upon the C.P,'s new
turn, and without once drawing, ationtion to the counter reovolutionary nature
of Stolinism and its method of ultra loft to ultra right zigzags, the article

concludod: .

".esthore are many issues upon which the Trotskyists and Stalinists con

Tight togother, Lot us unite whore we can, nnd fight togother..."(Ibid.)
It wos pointed out to Heaton Lee that this line of the R.C,P. was the

continuation of the basic attochment of Trotskyism to the Stalinist systom,



cunbpr'rbvo1utlon1ry force
d out a "nrogressive! rolc,
» ¢ould not sny.

4 him 1if ne
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an cxample of tie Line Loo wro cofending, thore was thoe Fobruory
ot the Soc-;laot Lppmecl vhich continmed the policy of support to
organigation:

W, incofar as the CJP, in the prosont conflict, (for whatover motlv s)

i€ on kchalf of tho workors ond utund to the left of ¢

lorn, the task of socialists is to have o united front L.uh the
oroinot the right wing of the Labour Party.!

Y
H
1

waraver tha motivesM. of Stalinicm may be, they reccive Trotskyite
Tratand of cxposing the ~ountvr-rov0fuulon ry noture of the 3tolin-
3 con only lead the workers into the hungry grip of the

: the Dritish Trobe kV1Lea support Stalinism "whatovor the
conzciousily countor r=volur10n_vy naturs of the Stolinist Lline
FAVET: od by the Treotelyite lenders. By ignoring the

VT comnco
Beitish workers hove no guide to test the sinccvity of tho Stolin-
g T the couq,,w f¢701uu10n“”7 intentions of the Stalinists buroe-
not cxposed, the Britich and other workers will be ecasy prey for

* 4

~».

A furthor . . © - illustrotion of this Trotekyite linc appears in the
Lizreh 1948 iceue of the ”60P11115u Appo el undor the headline "“1p;t alists
Routed in CGzechoslovakial orticle commerts on th: rocent cvents in
Couchoslovalia oo follows:

"This complotcs the natienalization of fh“ rzons of production of fhe
co1nt“7 iith the cxcoption of potity sntorprisc, and constitutes an import-
ont victory for the workineg class.M (ly Omphuolo— AePy)

1€+er crocting the donmination of the Czechoslovakinn workers by Stoline
ism, tha Soc iqlish Apreal hymoeritically urges "tromondous vigilance to guard
and zxt*hﬂ'thair Traditions aad proctices of workers! democracy." (Ibid,) The
Czoch workers are advised to strusgle agoinst the "totolitarien vice! whosce

asc.ondaney to povcr in Czochoslovakin the Trotskyistes had just hailed.

o roviow of' the recent British C.P. conforonce in the same issuc of
2list unvbdl, an ccknowlodgnent is mode that the new left turn of the
CePo 38 not n A to o renl revelutionary intornationalist policy." Hov-
Jver, thoe uﬁ?LC ‘unuoru of the R.C.P, to Stalinism is again declaorod: "o will
stand togothor with the CoPy morburs in a unitod front on,thu dnaily demands of
the workirg classe.e™(+bid, )

THE SPLIT IN THE R.C.P.

In-discussion Hﬁﬂtﬂu e admitted that the R.C.P. had recently anllu on
tho ruh sticn of "Tho Lobour Party Toctice." It should be noted that the R.C.P.
n formed Lhmough the anmalgamation of two groups which had conflicting
ns on this vory question. One group was th: old Revolutionary Socialis
£ which had Gaopbgd the position of cntry into the Labour Party vhile LhC
workers Intornations ,uaguu hzad b cn against this mov:, The present split
among the Britich Trotskyitos is along thoesce lines

“hile the R.CyPe is undoubtedly split upon the issue and both groups
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ore c"w"";'nrf out indepordont \,xf\ vity, 'thr*y do so bchind a screen of unity .
thin o The bnci i5 v Aprsol for 1°h8 cerries no news of the split
b bhe LO00 odd p,mbbr or. divided botween the two camps
to say ot this timc, It is difficult to ascertain the strongth
he o ty or oven to dotermine whother it is a Maajority." The offlclal
R,C,t, lin: is against ontry into the Lobour P"rty. The “mirority" belicves
thet, tho H.0.Pe. should be dissolved as a perty and that the memborship should
ontur the Lobour Party (the "Fronch Turn" 211 over agazin.)

Ationtion was drovm to the eplit in 1940 in the Amcrican Trotskyito
Party, Iu roply, Honton Loo stoted thot he did not agree with the policy

of th. Camnonitus in nrevonting a succocssiul conclusion of the rocont unity
noentiations rith thic Shachtianitos, He admitted that the rcason for the
split in the Aorienn TroL'kJ1t, cap was coused by the etrugele for burocra-

tic control of u} party botweor: Cannon nnd uh"chtrﬂn, and that Shachtmun's
diff;runf'a qn the guestion of the role of the Sovict State "were not the
r.ol roncon,

HEATOH LES GIVES ADVICE

Hoston Loz gave it as his opinion thet, holding the political line
that T do, T would be bost : dvised to move closer to Wthoss org;nlz~tloﬁs
which cre nonrest to my politicsl position" ~nd f£ind a "niche" for mysolf
vithin their orgonization, I bolicve that Heaton Lo: was putting forward a
genuin  opinion when hie spoke thosce words becousce thoy reveal his own buro-
cravic moamer of scoking hlLlﬁncao irrespective of how for apart political
positicns may boee

He stated thot in his opinion thore was 1ittle differcncc between my
political position and that of the onerchists. He suggested that I should
viork with thoms '

I pointed cut thet I disagrocd with the cnarchists on basic political
premiso s-1 stond on Marxion prinéiples and diolcctical mate rizlism; I can
conczive occnzions where partipln"tlon in bourgeois parlicmcnts is nccessary;
I believe in the necd for building the rvvolutlonary porty, I uphold thc ne-
cecssity for o rovolutionary prolutwrinn stot2e On all theso qucstions I am
poles apart from the cnorchistss  Heaton Loc stated that in his opinion thesc
TERE NOT IDPORTANY questions and should not prevent unity,

I pointed out that on the contrary, I considered ALL the cxisting
orparlz“twons within tho sworking class in Britoin to boe opportunist, Ly
min task I assorted was to be dirccted towards the formation of a group in
Britain to work for tho formﬁulon of a Rovolutionary Prorty directod agoinst
all opportunists, including thc anarchists and the R.C.Pe with its Hooton Leos.

TLee replicd that the corroctness of a politicol 1ine can only be gouged
by the omount of support reccived from the workers and as I had failed to form
z group I must be wrong. I asked him if the Bolsheviks were wrong when thoy
did not rcecive the suppor® of the workers prior to November 1917 I asked him
if the St-linists were more Y"right" thon the Trotskyites as they received
groater support than the R.C.P. On these questions he merely smiled,
CONCLUSTON

I surmed up our discussion by drawing ctiention again to the basic role
of Trotskyisn zs branch of the Stolinist systeme Lec cnswered this by asking
"Tho clsc cxposs the Stalinists?" I rcplicd that Trotskyism only "exposcs
Strlinism os a cov*r for its bosic support to the burocricy, Further, I quoted
the I.L.Pe tho Anarchists and the whole capitalist press as "exposcrs® of
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concluded our discussion by corractly pointing out the t
or OllﬁuurﬁblOn botween us. Ho would "strike pe ofi!

o
o)

r—_f.
) O

I cnswoered that thore WS DO possiblc bnsis for collaboration beticen
mys-1f ~nd ony opportunist orgrnlz ~bion. j tasls 1o to struggle agoinct “nq»
10 opportunists, 1 ¢ ‘pllgd that T did not "strike my werker off ry
1L th“ I con sidurod thore ame Little hooo for conscious counter-rovo-

oY .F Is]

11”

Duv*nﬂ the 1Thzi invasion oi the Soviet Union ronducted
nne n ttvvv defense wnder the Ho YDafense of ¢  the wa
% : 1nbelled "The Craot Patriotic War." Raun;9n Uiurlhul m was bhc
of 211 the Stalinist propogenda, and todey there is hardly 2 work

{f the Soviet rres:zes that deos not sustain the national sentiments

B

arousced to the highect nwiteh during the war.

5t-lin's whole educaticnal system is
2lism beczuse the youth represents o basi
ponulation with 2 given icdeologys. An exam
achicve this ond is ?ﬁdapbgv, z Soviet textbook for teachers by B.P. and N.K.
Goncharov. Portions hove poen translabe:d and issucd in the United States un-
der the titlo "I Want To Be Like S5talin,”" In it one reada:

shot through with dusoldn nation-
medium for 1nculc~cﬂng e wholc
ple of the technical devices to

"The Comunist Party was cble to rally all the people of the Union in the
strugale for the freedom and indepcndence of thoe Motherland.,  During the
Groaat Patriotic YWar patriotism was manifested in uxtrdorulldry force, the
national self-conscilous SN2 55 of the people grow, and the i xeling of nrldﬁ in
the powerful Soviet fathurland bogame stronger. llence the tas k of recaring

apivi

the younger cmnaratloﬂl;n the cpirit of Sovist rwuﬁjntlun %au become yet
mors raspensible.t (pe 37)

In a chapter "For Our Boleoved Motherland! Pcd‘"o"y tekos up tha problem
ot "D V’Wop“unt of matriotic sentiments in the ¢hITdW ond offers some sug-

gretions:

"it iz impor*ﬂn+ first of all to develop in ch i]dr~n thoet intimate fecling
of love of femily, of home, of native village or city, ond of naturcl sur-
roundings.

ﬁRocollections of childhood hy zome of our bast Russian writers can scrve
this purpos: r!\merbly, also 11Jerﬁwv descriptions of nature in the verses

L

ot ota L~ oa e > - o~ £+ . :
?f pocts and in beantiful Rusclan orose, The Russian people have put into
nﬂﬁ

™ folklorc much love of the Russicn lend. Through the medium of all
230 troasnres in the native tonsue a conscious effort should be made to
aken end develop in children the sacred feeling of love for the Kobherland.®

To & truc prole tarlan revolutionist this Russimn-patriotic propagenda is
2 sign ol tht reactionary nature of Stalin and his system, Prolotarian
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rovolutionsry politics excludes national patriotism, Duc to the universol na-
ture of th: prolotorian eauce, a Jeader of the working class rmust be a world
revelubionist, No »urson vho is imbued with netionalism can gulde ??e s?rugglc
for socinlism, By design or not, such a person is more concerned with the pro-
blems eonfronting him on the notional scale than with the fundamental Problcﬁ
of the world working class as a vhole, The illusion that onc can copblng both
ntisnalism and intornationslism within one policy dissolves into thin air vhen
the policy is apolied in practicc.

.

Tha populor belief among the snti-3tolin revolutionary workers is thgt
the NMushiian Communist patriotic sentiments have boen originated by the Stalin
faction, an idea, incidentally, which we sharcd for ycarss _Howmver, an eXe
curaion into th: history of Bolshevism discloses who the originator of Russian
nrolcotarian na

tionalism really wase

Trier to the War of 191l Social Dewocrsey wore the attire of internationa-
lisme ifith the outbreak of the Tor, however, Social Democracy was compelled, duc.
to the ingrained nationalism of ite scctions, to cast aside its international
dispuisc and reveal itsclf as chauvinist and potriotics At that time o Left
7fing of Social Democracy led by Lenin broke awny from the main body, denounced
the leadership of the Sccond International as “social chauvinist" and raiscd
the slogan for the formation of on intornationlist international.

Was this loft tendency, howcver, free of the notionplist-patriotic senti-
ment with which the vhole Sccond International was imbucdd A reply to this
question can be found in Lenin's .article "On the Heational Pride ol the Great
Russians," published in Decomber, 191k, In thoi-work we rcad phrascs which _
sound strangc, to speak mildly, coming from the pen of a declarcd internationalists

"Arc e cenlightened Groat-Russian proleatarians impervious to thoe fecling of
national pride? Certainly notd We love our language and our notherland; v,
norc than any other group, arc working to raisc its laboring mossos (i,cs,
nine~tenths. of its population)te the level of intelligent democrats and Soe
cialists. We, mor: that anybody, arc gricved to sce and feel to what vio-
lcnce, opnression and mockery our beautiful motherland is boing subjected by
the ts§rist hangmen, the -nobles and the capitalists. (Cole Vorks, Vol, XV11l
p. 100)

~ These are nationelist, patriotic words cxpressing a decp-rooted Greot-Ruse
sinn scnti ont, not prolctarian world rcvolution, A Russian prolectarian nationa-
1list loves Russia and the RBussiun language; a German loves Gernany, an English-
nan, Inglend, but a2 prolectarian world rcvolutienist loves the whole carth, as
nan's home ard as belonging to thosc who work but which is dominated by 2 small
privilecred portien of the human racee, A proletarian world rcevolutionist does
not hold a cortain Yanguage dear to hin on nntional grounds, Longusdge is an
instrumcnt for conveying thought, and any longuage is 21l right if it performs
this function,

The Stalin gang lecans hcavily on Lenin's authority to disscminate Russiane
patriotic propaganda. In Pecdagogy, the Stalin burocrats say: "Pupils rust be-
comc acquaintoed with the gre-lU pest of our liotherland which fills the vorkcers of
our country with pridcs ILenin in his work on The Notionndl Pride of the Great
Russians imrote: Is the feoling of national pridc olicn To usy Great Russians,
cznsc%oussg§olotarians? Certninly notd e love our longuange and our notherlond.l”
cte. (pe :

It is obvious that Lenin's thoughts vwore perrmeated with Russian proletarian
notionalisme The lecaders of the Bolshevik Porty always claoired to be internationa-
lists, but thcy olways cmphoesizoed their Russion charscter, Thus Zinoviev gave
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the following Jeserintion of Lenin:
"Lenin wzsvgrett a fussian nnd a worT‘ revolutionary, ‘ e sros Rusglxn
from top to toe, he erbodinent of fussine He knew znd felt Russia.
; o : (ke ] o - N ‘_1_\
Des-ite the exils and 1life s an emigrant, this person bro: U%Od
of Imssin, ‘hils in Krokow, about six uiles frow the Russian border,
Lenin froaue alJ toni o trip ~eross the frontier to 'zet a gulp of TMussian ~d r;
The very esse nce of his 1if I g ne f2lt Russiz, he felt every %1 de of
. v 2 o o
grase on the sian road, ‘he was Rucuion to the marvou of his bones,! (The
Cormmunist Inu,-n tional, Jubilee Nurber .p. 13)
Whot wns particul-rly superior abont the imasian nir as comnnred with the
alr acroa: foontier? Lvidently to o Grent Russian patriot the air of his
Nheaubiful mothoriand” contnined sonmcthing no other nir in the world possescceds

guide

3~-qrﬂ71m no pro=nstionalist policy can le~d to Sociclism, Lenin could
niself the inta ts of a nation~l or nn 1nuer1ﬁuﬂon“l ravolution,

'!ﬁ maa
9] res

'\~ + 1161'-

In ncf nl pr"’ct:u*v ,ho division wes introduced ond the policy of the Bolshovik

porey wos ervetollized vore ond wmore pﬂtﬁntly as 2 RuSQ1an policys The Brost

Titovsk Paace negotiations with th“ K iser Governzent in 1918 revolved oround the
: I zeeuring peace for Ruszi prolatrrint, Lenin soid

5% not tn° intern~tional
neeas on Pence:  MOW one e therc will e
a2 sirife betweon i conlitd of c~ﬂiossod hlunﬁcvorq,

the bourgeols systoenm
and on the

U;J

1 Sociolist Soviet Fepublic living in pencce

Following the Jrest Pe « Bhe Le snin Government sought to ecstablish pecce
and trode with the capit~list countries as on-nid to hmssi-n uCOVeTY, Groving
ot of whis poliicy c-om2 the stortline nronoscl ithich the Soviet Commissor Chi-
crhaerin subidvhad to the imperi-list conforonces held in Genon in 1922, The Con-
forence had bezn enlled for the puvposcs of finding woys and means of roconsiruc-
tin: the shotbered copit~list economy of urons, ~nd Chicherin, in announcing the
~lim of the Sovict £ Cecleorod:

"First of ~1l, s it nceessary to declare thot it hos arrived here in
the interasis of pe-ce nnd the goncral reestablishment of the economy of Eurornc
shatteréd by the long wor ond the nost-wnr politics." (Hntorials of thie Genoo
Conference, SSe,Pe 78 My Umphnsis— Gaiiw)

The idca estoring the internntionnl caplunlist cconomy was not born

£
ki

r
cherine

in th: heod of Ch Lening who vicred the world situction from the ongle
of the intsrasts of Russia, ceturlly offered 2 plan to the imperialists to aid

in the restor-~tion of C"Uit“lism in cxchange

for trade writh tnb

world bourgcoisic,

In 2 spcech to the

s3cretars of the lioscow scction of the Bolshevik marty, he

stated:

"If you corefully rand the decree on concessions of hOvaD(r 23 agoin and
aAwln, you i1l sce thnt w2 streso the significance of © orld cconomy, and
we do so intentionally, This is undoubtediy o corract stﬂnd301nt. In order
to restore world cconomy, Russian row metorinl must be ut1¢1acd. You cannot
get ~long without utiliz zing them=—~ that is cconomicnlly tiuc, This is admit-

tﬁl hv the ~urcst bourgeois who -studizs cconomy ~nd rogards things from 2

hourgcois point “of views, This 1s admitted by Keynes, vho wrote the

Lo
i

bO?” The Zeonoiie Con cquences of the Puaoc, and by Vandorlip, who hns tro
all ovoer .u:owd as a financinl marnnte; for the re-son uh~t there h-s prOVbd
world,

te be vory 1ltULC r?W’H“t‘r"“lu available in the they hoving becn dis-

sinated in *he vwiar, He s~ys they must ro 1y on Russi~e And Russia now coires
forw-rd ond declares to the world: e wndoert~ke to restore internnitional ccono-

My—= hCI'C

is our plan," (Sclected Torks, Vol. V111, p, 291)

clled
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Ienin was owere, of course, that the sentiment within the capitalist
world wes mntagonistic toward the Bolsheviks, but he cognﬁed on the sympathy
of o "scnsible" sestion of the bourgeoisie, the capitalists who understood that
a Bolshovik plan for the restoration of their cconomy was something a}together
differont from o plan of arousing the masscs for the overthrow of their form of
economy. Lenin knew that such a plen, advanced by the Bolshevik leadcrship,
would scecure the support of petty bourgeois clements:

grown stronger, but it comes forwerd with 2 plan for the restoration of the
wholc world economy, The rchabilitation of international economy with a plan
of cloctrification rests on a scientifically corrcct basis, With our plan we
shall most cortainly attract the sympathy not only of the workers but also of
scnsible canitalists, irrespective of the fact that for them we arc 'these
terrible Bolshevik terroriste,! and so forth. Our cconomic plan is phcrcfore
a corrcet one, and vhen thoy rcad this plan, the wholc petty bourgeois demo=
cracy will wover to our side; for the imperialists have alrcady fallen out
among themselves, while here a plan is being pub forward to which the cngi-
nicrs and the cconomists con havae nothing to objecte We arc passing to the
raolm of cconomy and arc proposing a positive constructive programme to the
whole world," (Ibids)-

"During this period the Soviet power hos grown stronzer; and not only has it

Vhy did Lonin introduce the progrom of stabilizing world capitalism?
Obviously he was prommted purcly by the desire to strengthen ths cconomy of
Russia, Yet o closor oxamination of this policy shows that at bottom Lenin was
moved by his cxcossive love for Russia, for “our bonrutiful motherland." In
191k, living in Swyitzerlond, Lenin regarded the Bolsheviks, supposcdly inter-
nationalist in their outlook, as "remrusentatives of a great nation of Eastern
Zurope and a goodly portion of Asiz"—= hov much morc did he think so after he
assumzd povierd

We sce that Lenin adjustod the interests of the world prolctariat to the
intercsts 6f Russia and not the other way around, and procecding on this basis
he was ready to pull the intornational bourgcoisic out of cconoudic collapsc pro-
vidcd this corrcspondcd to the simultancous strongthoning of Russian cconomy?.

The state hecaded by Lenin was rogarded as internctional in character, the
prop.rty, so to spcak, of the world prolctariat, But it is a matter of record
that thc rersonncl of the Sovict government was dravn from people born only in
the old Russian Empirce Therc was not a single Negro, Chinesc, Amcricon, Froench-
man, or -ny other mombor of some "foreign' Communist Party in the ruling circles
of Sovict Russia, In the Communist International therc was 2stablished a dividing
linc scparating the Russian Communist Party, as a ruling party, from all tho
othcrs, This situation was unwittingly accepted by the revolutionary workers
who were not conscious of’th: fact that the purcly Russian Party rulc was a
manifostation of the nationalism of the Russian lcaders,

Truc internationalists must strive to crecate one united wholc out of all
countrics, to organizc thoe world cconomy under the control of the working class
and to raisc the material well being of 21l the toilers throughout the globe,

A nationalist, hoirever, thinks in t.orms of placing the country which he, for
patrictic roosons, imagines to be botter than all the others, in advance of all
th: wthars, The Stalin gong upon introducing the first five yoear plen of ccono-
mic cxpansion raiscd the slogan to catch up with and ovortake the advenced capi-
talist countrics, This slogan was contrary to the idea of intcrnationazl prole-
tarian ravolution, It meant placing Russia on a compotitive basis with copital-
ism undor the deccptive sign of building sociaslism in the country, The scnti-
ment behind the whole affair was Grent Russian notionalism,

When one digs dovmn to the source of the Great Russian nationalist idea
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atshins up and overtaking the advanced capitalist countrics onc discovers
zﬁagaizxigg wzs introdnecd by lenin a short while bofore the Qolshcv%ks sgizcd
pow:re Jn the work "The Threntoning Catastrophe ond How to Fight It" Lonin
posed the problenm of rejuven~uing Russia, not along the linc of the }ntcrnatlop-
al wrol.barian oyorthrow of capitalism but by kooping that o untyy ahcad of thﬁ
capitalist comtrics as o scparatc noational entity, He rcealled the oxample of
the Fronch Rovelution:

"The cxamplc‘of Fronce tolls us onc thing and ono only: to gako Russia capa-
ble of defonding hersclf, to achicve 'marvels! of mass horoism here, all
the old must be swept away with tJacobin' ruthlessness, Russia must be
rejuvenated, regonerated cconoricallyese”

"Duc to the rovolution, Russia, in its political structurc, has caught up
with the advancad countries in” the course ol a few months,

"But this is pot cnough. War is implacable; it puts the question with
morciloss sharpness: vither overtake the advanced countrics ond surpass
thon nlso cconomieally, or perish." (Cole Works. Vol. XX1 Book 1 ppe2lh,216)

N .

Neodless to arguc, a rovolution in the rest of the world would loave
Russia far behind in tho first stazes of Socialist reconstruction of world
ceconomyy Thorefore, when Lonin speke of surpassing all other countries ccono-
rically he implicd a continucd cocxistonce of Bolshevik Russia and world capi-
tnlism, Thus we sce, in tho final onalysis, thoadeLenin and the rest of the
Belshoevik loadership were Russian both in fecling and policy, that as such
tha Octobar Revolution unfolded not along the path of cstablishing one united
arolcbarion stote but 2long the road of prescrvation of multi-Statisms a
Minion of Socinlist Sovict Rupublies® on the one hand and a large group of bour-
geols 8tates on the othere This is the political basis of Stalimist policics
'tOdD.}[c '

Gc }fi'

SEPT. 1948

B e e
#* STALIN A DICTATOR IN 1918
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The presont regine in Russiz is a brutal burocratic dictatorship of the
loaders of the Russian Communist Party headed by Stoline In completo personal
contrdl of the cconomic and political life of the country, Stalin oxorciscs
his iren rule thrsugh a system of appointing officials vho subordinnte thome
sclves to him unconditionally and absolutelye This system is the vory basis
and method of his power, It is in the intercests of the workers to ascortoin at
vihat Eoint in the history of the state, which was sct up by Lonin and Trotsky
in 1917, Stalin becanme o burceratic dictator, Evory worker who is familiar
with Bolshevik litcraturc knows that the policy of administering the State
through a system of appointments wos contrery to the language and spirit of the
pro=-0ctober agitation of the Bolshevik Party. In his work State and Revolution
writtcn in August 1917, Lenin said:

"211 officiels, without axception, clccted and subjeet to reeall at any time,
thelir salarics reduced to the lovel of tworkmen's wagest,- these simple an
Ysulfecvident! measurcs, while completely uniting the interests of the workers
andl the majority of the poasants, at the same time serve as the bridge between
capitolism ond socizlism," ‘

. Naturally a complete about faee on so vital a questien as clection of
officials could not but produce the oppositc results from those promiscd to
the masscs before Octobere That th: system of appoimtments is a pernicious
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syston loading to autocracy was clearly rcecognized by Lenin in May 19173
"The iden thot it is necissary to Mguide" through offic;als "a?po?ntcd"
fron shove is, ot bottoin, falsc, undemocratic, autocrgt}c? or 1? is a
Blanquis’ adventurce Lngcls was fully right vhen, criticizing in 1891
the proposcd programe of the German Social Denocracy who had boconc badly

infoctod with burocratism, he insistently denmanded that therc be no supcr-

vigion from above over local sclf-governnent, Engels was right when he
referred to the cxpericnce of France, which, though governed between the
years 1792 and 1798 by locel clective bodivs without any supcrvision fron
above, wos, instead of falling apart, instead of 'd}Slnpcgratlng,' gaining
strength through denocratic consnlidation and organization.” (Col, Viorks,

Vole XX, Book 2, pe 17) '

, Lenin then pointed to a period of French history when the country wes
confranted by the nilitary might of a2ll the big powers of Zurope, and was cn-
broiled in o videsproad eivil war, as welles In his 1917 writings Lenin rejected
cven 2 hint at a nolicy of osteblishing a govermment basced on the recctlonary
principlc of appointing officinls,

"It is generally belicved that the pernicious systen vhich invariably
corrupts both the appointocs and the nen who appoint then wes instituted by
5t~1in, This bulicf is not borne out by historical rccordse On Koy 31, 1918,
the Sovict of Poople's Cormissars, vresided over by Lonin, issued a deecrce which
unquestionably narks a significant stage in the carly burocratic corrurtion of
Stalin and other leaders of the Soviet regimce Thoe decrce reads:

"31 of liay 1918

"finbor of the Soviet of Poonle's Cormissars, the Pcople's Corrissar Joscph
Vissarianovich Stalin is appointcd by the Sovicet of Pcople's Cormissors as
the genercl supervisor of the problen of supnly in the South of Russia, with
oxtraoordinary rights, The local ond regional Sovnarcons, Soviet departments,
Roevoluticnory Comaittecs, Staffs ond commanders of military detochnents,
railroad organizations and stotion nosters, the organizotions of the ner-
chant flect, river ~nd norine, post ofiicc and telegraph ond supply orgoni-
zations, all commisnars and cimissars arc obligated to carry out the orders
of Comrode Stalin,

Chairnan of the People's Comnissars, Ve Ulicnov (Lenin)

Dircetor of tho Sovict Affairs, Vlad, Bonch-Brucvich®

If Stalin wos invested vith unlimited dictatorial powers in the ontirc
South of Russia held by the Bolshoviks, can it be said that the Soviet of Peo-
prlets Commissars, the supreme Governnment orgen, pursued & proletarian-denocra~
tic policy? Certainly notd The Bolshevik policy was onc of transforming
Porty leaders into despotic functionarics of the State .as the above deerce il-
lustrated, In such circumstaonces not only workcers but cven lesscr officials
were hanstrung and had no choice but to subrit to "Conrade® Stalin's absolute
authority,

e sce *thot Lenin abandoned the simple proletarian democratic idea of
cleeting 2ll officials without cxception, An appointnent of the nature cone
toined in"The Decrec of 1idy 31, 1918 could not but pronotc a burocratic diecta-
torial developricnt,

The workers who followed the Bolshevik Party in 1917 and overthrew the
Russian caopitalists and landlords naturally took for granted that thc Bolshevik
lcaders would fulfill their prolctorian democratic pledges. Vhen thesce leaders
socured. the posts of power and promptly sct asidc the promises of clceting all
officials and carried out the linc of appointments, the most advenced workers
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caders ObJ“CtuQ very stronucusly, In larch 1918

in the P ty'ﬁnc aony lessor 1o
thor: va Jopad a furious internol ct-uggle against the Governnent's deerces
wrhiieh lCuhu(r_”l noyors to individucl officinls, ILcnin took copmizance
of th. ~1¢ in these srords:
strugple thot is developing around the recent decres on aanagenont of
; ra*‘"" g, tho deerce vhich gronts indi v1dual loaders dictatoricl powers
{or tunlinited powers!) is choracteristice® ("Timodiate Tasks of the Sovict
Govorrment! berch-ipril 1918)
Tho Lan1n—Trotoky rogins carly after the scizurc of nover instituted not
an cloetive systen in the nonagenent of railways and other industrics but an
apnointive syston with virtunlly unlinited dictntorial poubru of the epnointoed

burocrate, That this developrent was in contradiction with tho ﬁflﬂClpl >s of

proletarian revolut 1nn, was quite obviouS. But Lcnln, contrwry to his cxpresscd
position of J917 on this nattor, took on oppositc vicws

"The quostion has bocone one of really cnormous significonce: first, the
gucstion of principl:, viz, is the appointront of 1nd1v1dual persons, dic-
totors vrith unlinited powers, in gonoeral cempatible with the fundamontal
principles of Soviet Gove tnrvnt?" And after rccounting a nunber of arsuncnts
in meO? of thc systcent he concludeds "HunCu, thore is cbsolutely no contro~
diction in principl: botween Sovict (i.ce. socialist) dunocr acy and thce oxis-
tonce of dictatorial povers by individual porscnse" (Scl, Works, Vol. V1L p.

3h1)

.The renctionary systen of appointing officials, ond with unli.:ited dicta-
tori~l povirs at that, wes instituted throughout the cntire -rritory of the
Sovict Stats. In ro ply to the bitter clanor among the party ncrbership, Lenin
deeclarcd ot the Hinth Party Congrosst

"ALY these outerics agoinst appeintacnts, a1l this old and dangerous rubbish
vhich finds its weoy into rocelvtions and conversations nmust be QWVp aside,™
Sel, tlorks, Vol, V111 p. 92)

Thi
WCre SWaCy
duce pvolv
the protost gﬁln

1o Stﬂlin and other dictators pn01nuud by the Lenin-Trotsky regime

ing a ¢ cvery concrcte attompt on the part of the workors to intro-

omocracy, the head of the Govermment was deranding thot oven
t the systin of apnointed dictators should be atoppud.

he Comintern burocrats have beon capturing nillions of JOYP“ s throughe

ut the wnrld by tilling their victims thet the proscent Ruusiwn regime is run
bj the workers anc ie founded on vorkers denocracye. The Trotsky burovr abs,
of tha ortbndo 20 well as the anti- Connon persucsion he vo bp;n capturing
thousonds of the rore advanced workers by pcddling the st Lory that under the
L.nin-Trotsky rosins the Ruscian masses snjored workers denocracy.  To
Txotch ths syston of apwointing off1c1u 8, which Lunln ond he institutod ine
mediately upon assumption of power,was a nermal condition of "Sovict democracy.!
It baeane burocratic, on Lr“tSKY" n011tic al colendar only when Stalin oute
strinped hin in powire Thin lrotQky ceuld not uxercisc the "demoeratic!" prero-
gotives he enjoy:d when he had stood 2 step higher than the nore fortunate
rllﬂo»*, Stalin., Hore is Trotsky's tostinony to the cffcet that he r.garded the
syston of 1nd1v1du1 dictaters ns o fairly corrcet mcthod of Sovict ndiinistroe
tlcn- “huring Lenin s pordod the line <ms correct.® (Bulloten Ovpositsii
Hov oD c. 1929 1.9% And aszin: : ’

"Un@cr a uore or 1ess nornal Party ond State roegiro, such ns provailed
during the first noriod aft:r the October quoldLlOﬁ (1917-1922), th
tendeney I enqupnt would be ablc to find normal and logal chonnels of

0§U?ession within the framowork of Party and Soviet Denocracys" (The Casc
of Loon Trotsky, pe 269)

(Continued on p, 33)
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THE TROTSKY SCHOOL OF FALSIFICATION

S S L
#% TROTSKY'S ALLEGED FIGHT
s AGATIST STALIN IN 1923 *
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Historically the present Trotsky tendency originated in the Soviet
Union in the Autumn of 1923 vhen the ruling Trio- Stalin, Zino7iev and Kamenev
unfolded a sccret campaign to undermine Trotsky, Today it is génerally accepted
among anti-Stalin advanced workers that in that period Trotsky opened a struggle
-in the Bolshevik Party for the cradication of burocratism and the system of ap-
pointments and for the introduction of workers democracy in the Party and State
institutions, dIndced, the political and organizational structure of the prescnt-
day Trotsky movement, which includes various allied and branch currents such as
those represented by Shachtman and Ochler, rests on this alleged historical
rock of Gibraltsr of 1923,

An objective investigation of the testimony furnished by no less an .
authority in the Trotsky movement than Trotsky himseclf sheds light on this 1923
tradition and brings out the truc charactor of his line toward Stalin, Zinvoicv
and Kemenev, One of the best sources of information on the question is Trotsky's
autn-biography. In it we find that the Stalin ring had been carrying on an in-
triguc against Trotsky as carly as 1918-1919, (pp.L36-L50) that by the sccond
half of 1922 burocratic corruption promulgatcd by the organizztional department
hcaded by Stalin had reached frightful proportions, and that Lenin, though sc-
riously i1l, proposed to Trotsky a bloc for the struggle to remove Stalin from
power. (pp. L70-188), :

As v study the records left by Trotsky we see a picture that no amount
of lying can changc or crasc. Lenin was preparing to shatter Stalin politically
and organizationally, and chosc the aporraching Twelfth Party Congress as the
battleficld, However, about a month before the Congress, on lMarch 9, 1923 he
sufiered a sirokes At the Congress, Trotsky, according to his own testimony,
not only cid not come forth with a struggle against the hecad burocrat of the
Party but actually turncd over the leadership of the Congress to the Trio,

(pps 489~L90), As a mattor of record (Stenographic Report of the Congress and
the ~fficial Party press) all the resolutions of the Congress, which were drawn
up under the supervision of the Trio, were adopted unanimously, There was not a
single abstention,

As we continuc examining that period we sec that though Trotsky did not
fulfill the anti-Stalin agreement with Lenin and carricd out instead the policy
he had convey~d to a rcprosentative of the Stalin ring "I am agzainst rémoving
Stalin" (p. 486), thc chicef burocrat and his partncrs unfolded a sccrct drive to
toar down Trotsky. Reacting to this intriguc, Trotsky, in a sceret letter
complained of thc monstrous growth of burocratism but omittcd all reference to
the obvious rcmedy of removing Stalin and cvery othor Party burccrat and estab-
lishing workers democracy as promiscd to the masses in 1917, Parts of this lotter
were later revealed by Max Bastman and many years after that by Trotsky himself,
Officially, however, Trotsky maintained complete silence both about the burocra-
tism of the entire party lcaders and about the Trio's intriguc against him,

On October 15, 1923 a group of Trotsky supporters, called the Moscow Op=
position, sent a sccret message to the Stalin Central Committco stressing the
need of workers' democracy, but leaving out the issue of the removal of Stalin,
his steff and all the burocracy, The Stalin clique, profiting greatly by this
ambiguous line of Trotsky and thc Opposition started o discussion on-workers ! demo-
cracy in the official press, and under the cover of this discussion brought the
attack on Trotsky into the open, At this time Trotsky officially stood apart from
the iioscow Opposition and adopted a tactic of issuing a united rosolution on
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workers democracy which was signed by Stalin, Zipoviev, Kamenev gnd other Stalin
adheronts snd himself. During the Party discussion, the Opposition hgaded by
Precbrajensky introduced a resolution of its own. Th? Party member§h}p took the
introiuction of separate resolutions to mean a wide divergence of views between
the ruling Trio and the Opposition, and because the Trio conducted a vicious came
paign asgainst Trotsky, the revolutionary workers saw him as the head and the per-
sonification of the struggle against turocratism.

By 1925 Stalin had not only succeeded in elbowing Trgtsky from power but
began to undermine his original partners in the Trio, Zinoviev and Kamenevé The
actusl ousting of these two former allies of Stalin from power occurred at the
Fourtcenth Congress of the Party in Dec, 1925, and in the Spring of 19?6 Zinoviev
and Kumenev, in thoir new capacity of "oppositionists" formed a bloc with Trotsky.

Owing to their previous role as the foremost persecutor§ against tpc .
Trotsky Opposition, Zinoviev and Kamenev now found themselves in a very difficult
position, Thz Stalin clique very effectively cited their writings of 1923=5 in
which they lied about Trotsky's supposed underestimation of the peasantry.and
gbout Trotsky representing a variety of Mcnshevism, These writings constituted
a powerful weapon in Stalin's hands against both Trotsky and Trotsky's new allies,
The reply which Zinoviev, Kamencv and Trotsky gave to the Stalin gang adequately
cstablishes the true attitude of Trotsky toward his "fight" of 1923 and leaves
no room for doubt as to whether the Trotsky movement stands on a historical Rock
of Gibralter or on a sheerest mythe In Scptember 1927 the Opposition Bloc pre-
sentad to the Central Committee a platform ealled The Real Situation in Russia.
In this document the leaders of the Opposition decTared That thc 1923 ndiliercne
ces", which had becn pictured as Trotsky's struggle against burocratism had now
in 1927, lost their sigpificancels

e note as unfair fighting, the attempt of the Stalin group to distract at~
tention from the views of the Opnosition, as expounded in the present platform,
by rofercnccs to earlicr disagrecments between the groups existing in 1923 and
1925, These disagrecments have now lost their significance," ( pe 181)

What then was that Yfight" in 1923 2ll about if, with Stalin morec in ¢on-
trol than ever, that "fight® no longer had any significance§ What of the series
of articles, the so-called "Hew Course", which Trotsky had written in 1923 and
which, without touching upon the concrete burccratism of Stalin, Zinoviev and
Kamenev, spoke, in abstract, on thc subject of workcrs! democracy? It turned out,
according to the 1927 Platform, that Trotsky had exaggerated and erred, and so
had Zinoviev and Kamonev and, by implication, Stalins

"These disagreemonts have now lost their significance, The mistagkes and
exaggerations committed by both groups of Bolsheviks in the dispute of 1923«
2l as a result pf 2 serics of obscuritiecs in the state of affairs in the
party and in the country, are now corrected, znd offer no obstacle to a hearty
cooperztion in the struggle against opportunism for Leninisme" (Ibid,)

Thus, what Trotsky and his aides later presented as his big fight against
the Stalin burocracy in 1923, had beon mistakes ond exaggerations as a result of
obscuritics—- so soid the Platform of the Oppositions By 1927, the past mistakes
copmlttod by both sides had becn correcctedl  However, o further insight into the
"@15takcs",'the "exaggerotions" and Mobscurities™ of 1923 is given by Trotsky with
his revel;tlgn of the cdmission mede by Zinoviev that the whole 1923/192L anti-
Trotsky cffair had beén cooked wp by the Trio--primarily by Zinovieg in order to
tear Trotsky down ond entrench the Trio more firmly in powers Trotsky records a
conversation among the Oppositionists after he ond Zinoviev had formed a bloc:

"Zinovicv in his turn said: 'You must kecp the circumstances in mind, You must
understand it was a struggle for power, The trick was to string together old



-33m

s i n m
digngrecments with new issucse For this purposc "Trotskyism" wes invented.
(#ho Stolin School of Falsification by Leon Trotsky pe 92)

Thiz dishonoss game on the part of Zinovicy in 19237h Trstsky agreed to
doseribe in the 1927 Platform os Mmistakes® ond “oxoaggerations,

A word about ths methods of Trotsky's ocpologists. The Platform was trans-
1~ted into English by Mox Enstmons A davout Trotskyist ot the time, Eastmon took
the liboerty of plocing the gloringly revealing puragreph in brockets, to glve it
tho ~ir of unimmorboncc, As o matter of foct, he actunlly osked the reoder to
ignore it on the ground that it ropresented a concession on Trotsky's part to
thy oustod mombers of the former ruling Trioe In 2 note Eastman gaidi "The para=
groph in breoeksts should bs ignored by those who wont to know Trotsky's though?,

£ was insert.d in the Platform ot the instance of Zinoviev and Kemenev and their
followers, who fought ngainst Trotsky with Stalin in 1923 ond 1925,

The implic~tion is thot Trotsky did not reclly belicve what he said in
tho Platform but thot he inserted this poragraph to clear the way for the for-
mation of the Trotsky-Zinovicv-Kemenev blo¢s Indoed, Eastmon virtually soys as
much only he c¢alls Trotsky's unprineipled zet o "minor conecssion':

"Trotoky made this and some other minor concessions in gaining their adbercnee
to his plcoiform,

"he £-ct is, of course, that the issucs in this struggle hove boen funda-
ment~lly the some since Lonin's depardurc from political 1ife in 1923, The
Opposition surrounding Trotsky made no mistokes in principle--and lenst of

211 any “exsggerntionsM—< in 1923-2L%, (The Renl Situation in Russia p. 181)

The reader is confronted with the choice of cithor rogarding the state-
ment in the Plotform about exoggerstions ns o lic or Trotskyls fight of 1923-2h
25 o aythe The truth, which is quite osesrtoinable through Trotsky s own records,
is thot the disagrocments of 1923 nover had any basie politicnl significance ine
sofar ns the issuc of burecratism wns conecrncds Albthough the policy of the Trio
was an unscruptlons “theorctical' attack vwmon Trotsky, his line alwoys consisted
of sttemnts to moke porce with Stolin by agrocing to suppress Lenin's letters ohd
covaring up for Stalin ot every turn, He protoctad Stalin by denouncing Eastmon
for publishing Lefdnts Tustoment in which Lenin loid dovm the linc to roemove
Statin, Up to his wory oxpulsion, Trotcky's line os exproessly stotced in his
Flatform wos: unity with Stalin and his fictions  "Owr task is to proscrve the
unity of the Porty 2t 2ll costse" (Ibide pe 12564} This was Trotsky's consistent
ling, and no smount of lying by his sycophants con chonge this f-ct.
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Continucd from page 30)  Stalin A Pictabor In 1918

It is this systom of dietotors with virtunlly unlimited powers which, the
lowders of the Bolohevik Party plantod in Russia in fiagront disrcgord of thoir
own plcdges in 1917, That system, finally crystellizced into the rogime of ONE
dictator, The story which Trotsky introduccd after losing power, that the Sovict
regime had degonerzted, is fabrieated out of the whole clothe It nover degencra-
ted because 1t nover wos o henlthy regimcee It was burocratic from the momont it
saw tho light of doy, ond tho knowledge of this posce the problem of closcly oxe
cmining the true aature of the luadership vhich introducced this discased rogime,
Be it remembered that as early as the Civil War, not only Stalin buyall the
other high leaders had virtually unlimited burocratic power. ’Trobsky, testifies
for himsslf:"During the war I had practically unlimited power."(My Lifo, p.467)
The revolutionary task of tho workers is to axposc tho mytis about tho origin
of tho burocratic rogimo in Bolshevik Russin.

Go'fe



