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The L L P. in Tran31t10n

By TED GRANT

¥ o ‘ Tem »’ L PR .
The IL.L.P.-Conference this year provides instructive

material on the eolution and. direction of this Party. .

Under the influence of the beginnings ‘of mass radmahs-
ation of the working class, the I.I.P. is increasing its
membership and its Yinfluence fairly considerably. For

the first time for years the finances of the Partv are in -
Taking all these factors into consider- -

a sound position.
ation the leadership seems to-have regarded with satis-
faction the proceedings of thelr Jubilee Conference.

Thée changes in mass consciousness in’Britain are re- -

vealing- themselves in many ways. ~A. political ferment

and awakening is taking place -among Ia.rge sections of.

the working . class. - The ‘middle class is beginning to
break away from allegiance to'the traditional parties of
British capitalism, as the. growth and' success of .the
Common Wealth movement has shown. The by- election

successes of the anti-Government. candldates, orf 2 vague
programme of pseudo-Socialism or social referm, has -

shown the steady drift of the masses towards the Left
and  towards Socialism. Amniong the. basic: -mass of the
Labour workers a feeling of disgust and uneasmess at

the association of thg lepdership with the Tories in the .
Government has been growing. The masses are begin--
ning to discern the real meaning -of the coalition with.

finance capital. A movement for the ending of the

_wards the problems facing - the @working  class.

electoral truce is gaining momentam among .the workers .
in the Trade Unions, Co-operatives and within the Lab- -
It is on this background of the beginnings. ..
of ‘mass: upsurge, that the I. L P. has gained its modest
.§uccesses! :

our- Party.

A comparison between last year’s Conference and’ the

one just held indicates the effect that these. develr%)ments. F

are having -externally and mternally on the L.L

" THREEPENCE

BY M. MORRISON L

At the last Conferénce a sharp swing'to the Left was. '
to be observed among the. n‘rembershm and ap rocess of -

differentiation taking place. For the first time for vears

real lively discuSsion and a critical attitude on the part -
A tendency . to .seek -

of the membership could e seen.
a policy reflecting a genuine rev olutlonary solution to-

trefléction of this a Left wing tendency was crystallised,

weak and inexperienced ‘perhaps, but’ omentmg itself on.

the ‘platform ‘of Bolshevism.: Faced. with a growing op-

" position of -this kind, ‘the leadership revealed itself i in its

true. Centrist character though 'this time parbed in 2
cloak of sectarianism.  The basic issue at last year’s

As a .

f

Conference- was the question of the Socialist Britain Now

Campaign and the preblem of the Labour Party. The

- young Left wing put forward the correct Marxist pos- -

ition—the need {o conduct agitation among the masses o

*
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around a programme which would have as its key issue,
the demand to the labour leadership to end the coalition
and wage a struggle for power on a Socialist Programme.
The leadership of the LL.P. recciled from this with
_horror though refusing to face up to the problem of how
to gxpose the Labour leadership. i

| -Nothing could reveal the difference between Marxtsm
and Centrism better than the attitude towards this
question. In.it is summed up, the tremendous, gulf that
lies between an assimilation of Leninism and a serious
attitude towards the problem of preparing and organising
2 Party of the Socialist. Revolution, and the superficiality
and shallowness of Centrism. For this question.—the
key question of revolutionary policy for Britain—and the
methods adopted to approach its solution contains within
“jtself the necessity to understand and appréciate the
mode of development of the working class towards the
socialist revolution, an appreciation of the meaning and
Tole -of reformism, the necessity:to educate the masses
through their owh experience, and an aunderstanding of
the decisive role which a party armed with a correct
pghcy and method, can and should play in such a situ-
ation. : :

Despite the leadership, the delegates striving to find
2 way out of their isolation from the niasses which the
Socialist Britain Now Campaign signally failed to dispel,
passed the resoluntion of Tabour to Power on a Socialist
programme by a_hig majority, without perhaps clearly
understanding this policy. : : ‘

The twelve month that has passed since then has con-
firmed . completely the correctness of the analysis made
by - the Fourth Internationalists. Even the leadership
of the I.L.P. has become aware of the sterility of their
previous policy. The progressive movemerft of the Trade
. Unionist and Labhpur workers away from the stranghing

embrace of the coalition with Big Business and towards
. ¢lass independénce, has already reached such proportions

that they are beginning to observe what is taking place
beyond their noses. Large numbers of Union Branches.

Labour Parties and even some individual leaders of the

L.P. and Trade Union movement. under the pressure of

the mass feeling, have come out against the coalition.

Alas!

glance in the direction of
* Campaign.

not foreseen, has thrown the leadership off balance. A
Marxist leadership could predict, assess and help to
accelerate the awakening of the Labour, masses and

simultaneously warn and prepare them for the inevitable

sellout of the Labour leadership. In that lies the essence
of the policy of Labour to Power, Not so the leadership
of the I.LL.P. Trotsky once said sectarians were really

_opportunists afraid of their opportunism. That is espec-

jally so with the T.L.P. leadership except of course thab

their opportunism is really organic.” If their previous
. sectarian attitude had even a grain of sense or the
somblance of an argument in its favour it was in point-

the Socialist Britam Now

ing out the dangers of a mass reaction and disillusion-

ment and despair on the part of the masses at a new
betrayal on the part of the Lahour leadership. It is
- .precisely this aspect of their argnment that they have
cast aside. - Co . :

Maxton, at the recent Jubilee Conference, spoke of the

- *pevolutionary potentialities’” of the Labour ‘Party.
_ Brockway, at the public rally in the eyening spoke of
converting the Labour Party to Socialism. Thus it is

" that the leadership tramples on and hastily abandons the
position of yegterday. ‘One thing, and one thing “oaly
remains the same. The decisive refusal under any and
all condltions to exposs the real nature of the Labour
leadership.

Last year wh,en\the leadership: found itself in a tight

cofner over the question of why they refused to put

. indignation az the so-called

* the leadership this year.

They have not even given a single thought or a-

Naturally, this development which they had -

-the Labour bureaucracy.
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forward the idea of Labour to Power, while at the same,
time they refrained from putting up candidates against
the Labour Party at bye-elections, Maxton unctiously
explained that ‘‘they did not have sufficient money’’.
Brockway. gave the same explanation at a Socialist-
Britain Now Conference when confronted Wwith the ques-
tion by the Trotskyists. But if this were so the leader- -
ship had the responsibility raise seriously before the’
membership at the last Conference, the need to collect
money for the purpose. Their failure to do so was at
best, a dereliction of duty. However, a contrast between
the last Conference and the
dmonstrate that this was a simple but very unprincipled
manoeuvre designed to cover up their affinity to the Lab-
our bureaucracy, Brockway and the Centrists - inter--
nationally bave spilled no little ink in their virtuous
“‘amorality’’ of Bolshevism- -
Trotskyism. The tactical ““means’ of the revolutionists
are distorted and falsified and pictured as ‘dishonest”
and for this reason unlikely to achieve the desired “end’’.
But when it suits their own ends, the LL.P. leadership
are prepared to use precisely the ““dishonest’’ means
which ther so falsely attribute to the Trotskyists and
Leninists. o
Never under any conditions could Bolsheviks stoop to
methods such as this. The prime task of the revolution
after all. consists in the education of the masses and -
of the Party. Not having-any real principles the Centr-
ists cannot explain honestly their stand on a gquestion
of this sort because their whole position consists in
evasions and subterfuges. To make a principled stand
would force them 1o take outright the reformist or the
revolutionars position. The solution of the N.A.C. is
simply to avoid the issue and to deceive their own
members. Thus awkward thoughts and moods on the
part of the 'membership are avoided. In this way does
I.L.P.ism differ from Revolutionary Sotialism in its

_attitude towards the membership of its party and towards

the working class,

This_happy solution of the problem.was not open to
To nse the excuse of ‘‘lack

of money’’ would .be too blatant in face of the financial

- resources they hold, and evén the most inexperienced

0

delepate would not have-believed it. A resolution was
put forward from one of the Scottish Branches suggest-
ing that if the truce was xpheld at the Labour Party
Conference, the LL.P. “shoild contest bye-elections
against the Labour Party as well as against Tories.
Naturally, the platform opposed this with all the

. strength at its command. Maxton, in moving the rejec-
tion of emendments which cestigated the role of the

Lahour leadership; argued that the Labour leaders in the
main, -were decent, ‘well-inteéntioned,fellows and the rank
and file labhour workers were as much to blame as the
leaders for .the situation today! Thus the 1.L.P. places
the deceiver and the deceived on the same level. What
then, is the function of léadership?
Thus it is that

reveal their real lack of elementary Marxist training.
But the rejection of the resolution to put up candidates
on Maxton's exeuses at -this Conference, is a clear indi-
cation of the real policy of the N.A.C.—the policy of a
left flank of Labour reformism?

The resolutions which the leadership pushed through

“indicates that the realisation of the barrenness of the

Socialist Britain Now .Campaign and its obvious im-
potence to win the masses, has led to a capitulation to
It is clear that at the first
convenient opportunity the {.L.P. will re-affiliate to the
fabour Party. - This will probably come at the moment
when the sweep of the mass movement compels the
Trade Union and Labour leadership, reluctantly to end
the coalition with the Tories. From the point of view

Jubilee Conference will

Perhaps the leader-  *
_ship should follow the rank and.file.
_Maxton, Brockway and the other leaders -of the I.L.P.
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.- oppositionto reaffiliation.

" I.L:P. in.a state of flrx.

-

* blurred and-slurred -over principled issues.
.-ship nséd the overloaded agénda, which coutained dozens
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. “of thé Labour-bureancracy,, if'the T.L:P.. were really a
- revoluffonary force, tliey wouid oppose. re-affiliation tooth

and nail. . But it-is precisely the lack of a real consistent

reyolutionary policy which ‘would -entail as. ome of its

.indispensable prerequisites an implacable struggle ‘against

" the Labour Leadership, which will secure a smooth pas--

sage for the L 1.P. They will not and cannot raise the
quostion of affiliation by appealing to the rank and file
to support . them on a revolutionary policy, thus raising

opinion, but will rely on neggtiations 'with the -Labour

. leadership; negotiations which, all the indications show,

have already héen taking place.

1f ‘the ' I.L.P, were a revolutionary -pal‘ty- affiliation’
under such conditions would be- disastrous. But precisely.
. becanse ‘it is not revdlutionary, the mtve of the'L.L.P.

WLN . T SRR |

--has.heen moving steadily away from this position. X .
. parliamentary -group. and’ the N.A.C. betrayed by their: *

- 'the same issue as an important means of educating mass -

| .. Y . »’_. ) . '-‘”/
cussion did take place though, was sufficient te rev:

I.L.P

: ’l;he.'liaeiﬁst tenﬁéncy," though' obviously on the down- . -

ward grade, was -vociferous and still retained a substan-
tial support. - But the working class core of the LLEP.

‘speeches tHat nothing fundamental separates’them from

the reformism of the Labour Party. - The léadership i - .

- revealed itself as rather nérvous at the prospect- of a

discussion on basic principles. . <% " 7o oo I
The Left wing tendency .moving -in; the 'direction of

- Bolshevism, ‘thongh- young and inexperienced in the face

towards the Labour DParty is a. progressive step and can

- have progressive reépercussions. . It can promote a rapid

- differentiation ‘withiti' the LL.P: This:dves not mean of

course, that the revoliutionary wing of the I.L.P: should
regain from” fighting for a principled fusion and accept
the attitnde of the leadership as at all progressive. On
‘thé contrary,.they Thust intensify the struggle to expose
the capitulation of the N.A.C.' and educate the widest
sections of the party cadres.
Party, thd evelution and crystallisation . of the wings will
be speeded 1p. Thée leadership will be reinforced. by

Once inside. the Lahour

N

of the .old and experienced parliamentarians asuch .as .-

Maxton; made a far bigger impression than' at the
previous - Conference.

that section of the-Conference looking for a- genuine
Left lead.”

v
~.the heterogeneous character of the ‘composition of the’

The -

" They were clearly finding  their Ll
_feet and securing miore. support and clearer-support In.

In addition; they showed a growth of confi- ..

dence' it themselves and their cas¢ and . stood up well.

to the leadership, who tried: by numerous tricks {o put.

* them off their stride. Unfortunately, the Left wing in’

the I.L.P. is not homogéneous-and there is a }wea‘k “hut .

distinct tendency towards ultraleftism... - _—
The confusion within the membership; the hurrjed

" nature of the discussions, all led inevitably to the victory

such “‘Lefts” as Cove;'Messer and-others in the Labour. .

Party., - R ; . B o
© A big seetion of the Left workers in the Labour Party
will -tend to gravitate towards' the I.L.P.. “While the

_ leadership would .more-and more adapt itself to. the Left

reformists and the policy -of the LL.P, would swing
sharply to the right. This in‘its turn would inevitably
result: in_accelerating the education and regroupment of:
‘the revolntionary socialist “elements within. the LELP.-
With the petessity to wage, a struggle apainst the now
Left reformist leadership, the ideas of the \nascent Left

“wing would- be clarified. - It wonld,.if it was not to decay

and disintegrate completely, find the road to the methods

and ‘principles of Bolshevism,

. .
The danger is,” however that the confusion of the ultra-

‘lefts will add. further to the lack of ‘clarity, by their

in -this direction. .Although, of course :after an imitial

opposition the ultra-lefts will incvitably capitulate to the -
- leadership. - Unless the revolutiohary wing “succeed in

-clarifying the issues in the céming months, some .of thé
“best proletarian elements will be driven -along the road
‘of organisational adventures which can only retard the
building.-of the revolutionary party which in turn can
only be the. party of the Fourth International.

This -Conference, far more than the last, reveal;ad the
The discussions and the pro-

) | 1 The palpable opportunism: of -
* the leadership may drive a_section of the best elements

of the platform. . Voting at Conferences very often does.

_not. give a clear indication of processes (taking, place,
“and especially is this so where the differences are. not : -

clarified.~. On those issues where a fair amount of dis-’

‘enssion - took ‘place,. the Left wing opposition, in all its

tendencies generally securéd 40 or 50 ‘votes, that Bt

from a guarter to a third of the Conferentve’ delegates.

However, this would not necessarily be a clear assess-
ment of the strength of the opposition.. C
The confusion of the. leadership on even elementary

‘questions was indicated in-the discussion on Fascism. . Av.

Marxian amendment. was ‘moved. showing how faseisth
arose as a mass movement after. the failure of the work-

“ing class, to take power in a revolutionary crisis through

.

B

ceedings: revealed a state of tremendong confusion in the

minds of ‘the delegates and even more so in the leader-
ship. “Not a single. igsie was debated in a’ manner which
would ¢larify the Problems raised and lift the rank and

-file delegates to a higher political plane. . The time of:

Conference was wasted on trivialities while thg[%ea-dership;:

~of trivial amendments which could eagily have been dis-
posed. of through the Standing Orders Committee. The
result was” that -on -some -of thé basie resolntions and

amendments, - ho real discussion tock place. Half an
hour was allottefl for the discussion .on Inidia, “neluding
the speech :from ‘the platform!- Even on, some of the -
‘other basic resolutions no thotéugh diseussion conld take’

The leader- = )
“fascism ! - ; h ) .
Here, Comrade Maxton,; lies precisely the task of leader- -

the failiire and .sabotage. of its organisations; its differ-

ence with the. rule of capitalists under bourgeois demo- . '

cracy -lying' in the : complete destruction of all organis-
ations 'of the working class.” “As wsual with the.leader-
ship- they - opposed  this - amendment 'and .managed: to
confuse content with ‘form. - The -so-called . “‘planning’’

in the bourgeois democratic state machine at the present
time they have identified -as the essence of fascism, The .

-

‘of the State under fascism,-which has its counterpart

result .of all this confusion is-seen in the fact that a -

delegate” could get np on’the day after-the discussion

and- hlandly announce that . fascism, if the -masses were

not vigitant, could he introduced by the-Tories, and eveni .~

more ‘as'n menace, could: be introdused. by -the Labour
Party! This statement went by without disturbing the
platform in the least and wWithout any comment on their
part whatsoever. And why not?  Ridley wiites the same -
sort of arrant nonsense in the pages of the ‘‘New Leader” *
withoit comment or,reply:from the Editorial board. So

lightminded are the leadership of the IL.P.1 They are °

preparing to enter a party which apparently can impose
Thus they tedch afid edncate -the members.

ship. Conferences in.a Bolshevik Party are not: meant
for the purpose of merely plshing through reselutions
and policy, hut throngh discussion they act as’a means

of clarifying the understanding of the advanced elements

. in the party as to the basic problems facimg the workers.

“The delegates in their turn assist in educating the rank

place. The: result was to reduce somé of the Conference .

praceedings to: lHittle less than .a farce. - The leadership
has full responsibility for this sitmation; which -stited
them completoly. .. ; )

angther-as they would otherwise have been, What dis-

cayise ‘of this the tendencies at'thé”
Conference were not as clearly marked out from. one.

- the. Housé of Commons, whick difiers in no wise

and file on their return to the Br_.anc}ies a,nd_;-thus enrich

-and strengthen. -the Party.

The confusion of-course, armes__'._frmh “the posi:timj of s
the leadership. On the Beveridge: Plan they fook gn . -
op 10

‘out ‘and out. reformist stand,-exactly that of Ma .
m -

.




that of the Labeur Party or the Stalinists. Pious- refer-
" ences, after lauding the Beveridge Report, to the reslis- -
. ‘atien thet Morialism alore could solve the problems: of
.. thre workers; could easily be paralleled in the statemepts
of! these other organisations. = The leadership managed

restricted period given to .discussion

: Bhe only reference to C.P. affiliation to the Eabour
- Payty. was made by John MeGovern who. announced that.

“end. of the Labour Party. While we can agree: whole-
.héartedly -with. a_ denunciation of: Stalinism, such a
method of approaching the problem:is the worst: that can
possibly. be made.  Hundreds of ‘the mass organisstions

" of the weérking cldss have passed resolutions: in  favour .
of  affiliation. and the idea. of “‘unity’’. _Mere denunci-
ation of Stalinism will noj- convinge: the. workers - wha

., support or sympathige with their appltcation. The present
i pobition of the IL§P on_ this is even worse than their

| ' provious -silence. In its  Bditorial Column the *New -

* bupeaucrats to. disaffiliate if the C.P.. should-suceeed in
.geining a-majority for its:application.  Instead of casti-
'+ .. gating these leaders,  who are from a different angle just
1. p§ remctionary -as the . Stalimist. Jeadership,:.the ‘New
- Leader’’ quotes this as. an indication-that C.P. affiliation
“would -disrupt the Labour Party! This argument will
- cértainly render -more easy.a future application for affi-
lia%ion from- the I.L.P.- ‘But it -has nothing in common-
* with 'a revolutionary attitude towards the question. The
threat of these Trade Union bosses, who incidentally have
not consulted’ their niembers on the guestion, is reaction-
ary through and through. Their objection to C.P.. affi-
liation is not.made at all because of the present strike
breaking policy "of .the C.P. but from the viewpoint of
‘conservative bureancrats. .Certain sections of the trade

upion bhureaucracy, have come cut in favour of C.P. ..

“atfilintion largely because ‘they believe that the C.P. will

te force. i itk i inly -due -t6 the - b
“to foree through their. position again mamly ug to *1°. “the Labour Party at o later stage. ~Nothing co ald-he

+ #urther from reality. ]
" "next period the I.L.P, will enter oh a period of &
afliliation by “gangster Communism’’ would mark the

I TLeader’* quotes. the threats of the: Transport Union’s .

.

RN

 diffefent ‘rosults which will be entirely uiiexysetl
“the leadership. - O

"-This- Conference clearly indicates. that the
‘the I.L.P. ig béing speeded up. The léadordh _
illusion- that their -apparent victory :at the Cenference '
- has.ensured # big growth-and o pleasant haven within

Tt is virtually ceriain that if the

growth, especially.if the truce is broken and th B fiaie
* to the Labour Party. However, coming events jh Britaia
will pit every programme to.the test.. The rev#l ,
iworking -¢lass. elements in the I.L.P. will inevitably, as
~they mather. experience in’ the mass movement, come to :

. realise the real nature’of Centrism.:

The leading fignres.of the L1..P: never tire of intoning -
‘the “*‘internatienalisin’’ of the Party, This was.emphas-
ised: by every leading speaket at the Jubilee Conferenes.
In recent weeks Biockway has penred several ai‘-tigis
_on the question of the *‘New International™ which cotg- :
pletely shirk the issue.  Tastead i:r'f'raisin’g‘the'tmesm?.j
-of their interngtional relations and. international prgd- °
gramine for a full discussion at the Conference, the lead-
. ership evaded the issue-completely. The Standing Ordgis’ :
Committes, no doubt refleciing the posttion of the N.AE.

(since the issue is slid’ over in that body’s' report) - -

réjected a resolution fram a Londen Branch"wfyich ﬁ'otﬂﬂ
_have raised the whole problem. for. a -principled dis-
cussion, A reference back on-this question was defeated.

by a little over a dozeén votes. It is-no wonder that the - »

"1.L.P. leadership . avoids a_ diseussion on internationalism.

The fate of the essentially fictitious: Lendon Burean, to .

" which Brockway piously refers: as. the; IL.L.P.’s “inger-
national affiliates. speaks teo much against the I.L.P.'s -
methods on the irternational arena. The. American ‘affi-
liate of the Lovestoneites which the I.L.P. beasted was
stronger than the Trotskyists, committed -the. unpre~.
cedented step in the working- class moveément of ‘com=

kK serye: as a. means of diséiplining the workers. " There is ™ mitting suicide .and- dissolving itself.. The Norwegian .

not,p pin fo choose between all these bureancrats,” Our
attitude of supporting the affiliption as a means of facili-
" tating ‘the exposure of all thgsé gentlemen and the revol-
utnonary; regronpment of. the workers’ movement is the
“only- prificipled Marxist. one, and the only one' which -
“cap clarifv the issne. for the workers. o S
" "Incidentally, we notice -that the I.L.P. leadership has-:
_mo. qualms - in: denouncing . the treacherous Stalinist .
> o, Leadérship! In.this c¢onnection we may ‘note that the
Y  haoklet. published by the 1.L.P, 4o pelebrate its Juhilee,

proudly. quotes the LT.P.'s rejection- of Lenin’s attitude
on, this guestion, ; ‘ ’ ' o

Dugitig an interview ‘with “Lenin and -the Executive

. tormg.of affiliatiori now-known.ag “The 21 Paints’’, decis-
ivély rejected: at ihe .I.L.P. Conference the following.
yoar . . . (the following ideas wére devejoped). ' ..

DML, . it was not considered. essential: that the 1.L.P.
should’ leave the. Labour Party, but.if it remained affi- -
‘Hiated: it would -be expected. to continually -fight against
ity poliey and its personniel; acling Upon the assumption

© that:its lpaders were treacherously. betraying. the working
otass: ' movement.  Ta . this Wallhead replied - that 'he

- coult:not conceive the L.L.P. pursuing a pelicy of that -

~ desgription:. ... L7 ' ! .

~ " This. among -other things, prevented - the a.ﬂiﬁatio;i' of .

- the, LL:P: to the Communist International in its revolu-

‘tionary period. Much water -has flown ynder the bridges

. sinee - those davs. There’ have_ been revolutions and
-~ ‘eaynter-revolutions and -the “world has been plunged into
a: new -imperialist war. . But the I.L.P:: leadership has

“npt understood- or been’'changed by these events and =

- has not. altered-its. attitude. . In- 1920 they. rejected the

" Lefinist position-and moved “frem the middle of the road . -

- back to a reformist posifion.” On a new level"the T.L.P. -
*- sleaderghip is repeating its history. - But this time with

W

N

. Communist Party.

" of thé C.J. which Radek was then secretary, to which they -
submitted- a- series of questions and braught bagk the.

‘group-long ago reverted back to the Second Internationaly

Fhe: German S.A.P. came. out for support-of the. “demo- .

cracies” in the war. The French group of Doriot finished
up. in ‘the camp of fascism. The latest reporta indicate
that the former Swedish section has‘now fused with the - -

" The best and most resolute party of {hé'Centriﬁt's, thet
Spanish P.Q.T.M! proved incapable. of facing.the test of ~

tHe revolution and through its own vacillation .and in-' -

.decison, was. largely responsible for. -the . disastrous

defeat of the Spanish revolution and its own destruction. . - ‘

- Within the EL,P. tharé are as many groupings and

* - tendencies . moving in; different directions as there were . .

in “the “ill-fated - London .Bureau. The. fact “that -the
LL.P. will.in. all probability ! gain tremendously .in nuwm-.
bhers and. influence .is neo. guarantee of the futures On

the ¢ontrary, the process:of differentihtion and of sharp. . .

clashes between'the differing and antagonistic groupings’
~ would he intensified by the imeapacity of. the leéadership.

to. give a revolutionary lead to the. working class... The -

all-inclusive Bupeau ‘collapsed. “The T.1.P."s methods of
““building. tHe Tnternational s precisely -the same: as-its -
methods of hitilding the:Party: The allinclusive Party
will' suffer. a " similar fate 'as the. all-inclusive Inter-
nationali .0 _ U T
However, there is a large and growing left wing’in
_the I.L:P. composed almost exclusively of working class
elements which is sfriving.to transform ‘the I.1.P . into

- a revolutionary, socialist 'Party, The main task. of>this

. prouping consists in theoretical edfication, *raining and
hardening out of its-forces.  With: correet and system-’
atie work it should win.the heést elements-of the I.L.P.
workers tbwards-a gehuine Marxist policy. The debacle
of the LL.P. 'is inevitable. ~ But. the best elements will
inevitably break completely with centrism. and find that
the:methods and policy of the Fourth International alone
can build a revolufionary 'party as an instrument for the
emauncipation of the working class. :

albfiato "
utionary ‘
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The Class Meaning of the
~ Soviet Victories s e wokrow
| (}re:;t"‘l_;r,;:-é;(.es tiwﬁéé;hou% the “world are r_éjoi;:.i.ng atthe patches ;és'téf;iavy,;répc;rfting thattho Sovlliet Embassy’

victories of the Red:Army: Without a rounded theory - . is circutating an English “translation of an ‘editorial
" ‘hut. nevertheless with. a basically eclass loyalty, they . from’ Pravda, . assérting an- emphatic. claim to Bess-

understand that the Soviet victories-are their victoties arabia, Estonia, Latvia and Lithyania; on the gro‘l:nd
‘46m. ‘Thay ave definitely aware of a distinction between that they are legally a part of Russia. This Is.a claim
the Workers' State and its capitalist. “‘allies.”” . It is. = -that our -Gdvernmént has’ not recognised. © - . -
‘decply . symbolic ~that at: Cardiff, “Wiles,. in honour of ' s, ... Rugsia has agcepted the pringiples of the
! the. 295th anniversary of the founding of the Red Atmy,.  Atlantic Gharter, . . & = .. - Sl

the miners from the eurrounding’ valleys: paraded: with Tai, . .. Binging Russian. engagements - to. observe
lighted  lamps, * the: girl munitiop - workers - i overzlls, ~. these principles were laid down ‘in both. "the . Anglo-

while over the City flew the red flag. Of course, the Russian Muitual Assistamce aAgreement of May 26, 1842

_parade was officially sanctioned, Deputy Prime Minister and in ‘the War Aid Pact between -Russia -ami’ the
Attlee was tho chief speaker, and we can bg sure that ,United: States of June 11, 1642, and-it was. on the
the Stalinists sought to identify the affair as a symbol - basis of such acceptances that both America and Great.

of unity between the Soviet Tnion and British capitalism. Britain agreed to extend: material am;l other aid to.

- But-in-the essenceé of the matter the red flag and the® - Russia—ald which ‘she solicited. . . >~ 7~ s
lightod Tamps and overalls, so-diffigrent from the symbols i'in . these. circumstances 1t seems clear that further -
of the usual British celobration, signify that the workers: and more explicit Agreements are " necessary in order®

« were primarily celebrating for the Workers’ State. Cer- to/give congrete: meaning to the.jx_t{antlc'»chmte{ et

~ tainly mo. one’ can -serionsly pretend that the rejoicing - o - (New York Times, February -14; 1943.)

“in India over the Soviet-wictories is on behalf of Britain! These words are clear enough, 'The reference {0 the
No, at bottom it is a-class phenomenon. the feeling of  csfirgt fear’ akout Stalinist groups abroad is " obyigusly’
the oppressed: toward -the victories of the army-estab- . perfunctory, It is the ‘‘Gocond fear’’ - that is really at
“lished ‘by the October revolution. ' L issue: American capitalist has not recognised (and, the
. Fgually @ ‘class phenomenon are the first' frank-re-  tone of the * "Times” indicates) - does” not  intend ‘to
" actions. of -the ‘‘democratic!’ -capitalists toward .the Red ° yecognise the Soviet. Union’s claims for stra{{agi'c front-
Army successes. ‘These—the very first victorious battles! {ors: it was on. the. basis of .this pon-recognition as
-~ have already brought out into the press the anti-  emihodied in- the ‘‘principles’”’ of ‘the Atlantic Charter -
-Soviet’ sentiments—and activities—of the ‘“‘demoerats.” - that England and America _have been. “aiding’’  the -
Thé Nazi armiies are still deep.in Russia, are still intact Soviet -Union—and presumably only on this basis; it is -
. Zivet alreadv anthoritative, voices in the ‘‘democracies” time now to ‘deman from the .Soviet Union still more :
indicate their dismay: at the thonght of a decisive Soviet - hinding and material” cexplicit,’” ‘‘doncrete’’) guaran- - .
vietory over tl'le fhasqs’c, foe. o o R tees that post-war Europe -will. Be made up according = -
- " A leading editorial in the New York Times, undoubted- . to:specifications from™ Washington, -And if thess guar-
"y the. most: responsible and sober spokesman of . Amer- gantees are not fortheoming .v. ¢ ' During: the days . im- .
“ican. capitalism, nnderfakes “‘a frank discussion of the  mediately following this editorial, as the ““Times’ happily -
“problem.” - The editorial states: o “" noted in:another editorial on February- 17, %‘a -number -
© .- t8wiftly, inexorably, the Russian - armies ‘contlinue  of hills and resolutions’ looking forward to the post-war
. to drive towards the-west. One supnosedly Impregnable world have ‘been introduced in Congress.”” =~ Senator -
" Naz s_tronghold after anothér falls hefore their assault.  (illette proposed immediate negotiations for ‘‘a.post-war
.. “Bat as the:-'Red: Armies nlunge forward, they are - charter in orderto give .substance’ to: the Atlantic
1 alsa raising many, questions in many minds as to what . Charter. - ‘‘As matters stand now,”” he’ said,g“t:he're 18-
i -~ other. grder they have writtenon ‘their- banners; and no guarantee that. the declarations arrived -ab in that-
- .7 .the greater ‘the. Russian.victories zrow the more in- agreement will be crystallised into action after the war.”
sistent: these  guestions become." They are raised. in Representative Kee proposed. that Roosevelt " ‘‘without
: private ‘conveérsations. ‘in: the press, over the radio - yndue delay enter into agreemelits with . the " several
4 - andinCongress. . And these questions carry the danger  United Nations.and other members of the community of
;7 . _thap they- will' orovide a fertile zround far the latest. - soverign nations to secure agd mammtain law, order.and. °
. Nazi. propagamda. with which Hitler hopes to ‘escape - peace.” (Which “‘other members’ '« Finland - the-Baltic
-the -oohseguences of defeat—the propaganda which . states?) In short, the -American ‘hourgeoisie démands -
“raises the bogv of a Bolshevist domination of Europe = ‘‘without undue delay” new.: still - more satigfactory, -
in' an effort to scare the world, divide the United ' guarantees that the ‘Soviet Union will -submit to the
Nations and therewith pave the way for a compromise Peace of Washington. R
peace., - . , - - " Tinland, now lobms as the first case in which these
.,'f"tlm!_er thése circumstances it would do more harm  guarantees will -be - rigidly insisted. .upon.. Tadeed, this
~than_good- to ignore these questions . .". =~ T was long, foreseén: Washington never declared . war on
““The. fears and suspicions about Russia dre based. the Finnish'inyaders o8 Soviet Karelia. . For that matter, .
primarily _on: two considerations. The first is that however, the British declaration of war on Finland did
-Russia- wili use’ Communist groups in-other countries not -prevent -Churchill. from_meeting with the Finnish
- as instruments of idedlogical conguest. And the second  Minister to Ankara, Baron ‘Yrjoe Koskinen, during the
_fear 'Is. that the powsr- whioh’ has the greatdst “share . Englishiman’s visit to. Tutkey, as a United Press -dis-
“in vieterv. will also dictate the peace, and. that Russia, = patch of February 12" fromr, Stockholm ‘reported. _ Permit
‘having the power, will-also use it for corguest, or at - us ‘to recall that Britajn is still at war with Finland. " -
least “for- gaining .‘'strategic frontiers.". " In this con- . Yet . this -unprecédented, interview -between -ostensibly .
nection’ we cannot - fail to note the Washington dis- - warring ministers is Teported casually in ‘the American
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Tinnish capitalism against: the Workers’ State.

*Pinland, indeed, i§ well on the way to becomjng ‘the

40.  If we do not yet read of the -cocktail parties and
theatre ‘benefits and sirplanes and guns for Finland, we
© . already read declarations unmistakable in their import.
‘Presiderit* Risto- Rytt- made a speech which the February
~8 “New York Times" accurately headlined as ‘‘Finnish
Prosident Appeals to Allies,” and -which it was quick
to-hearken to in an editorial declaring: .-
- *1f ‘'the United Nations win there is a good chance

- ica has any say. in the matter:
~: February 5, 1934.) - - . )
i+ .+ ‘What are-“‘economiic ‘outlets” ? TFor the Finnish bour-

.geoisie’ it.-means a Greater Finland embracing large
- partions of Soviet territory; what is it for the American

bourgebisie? - In the February 5 editorial, Finland’s war

(“New York Times,”

“as ‘aggressive.”’ . Twelve days later, however, Finland’s
war gufferéd. a qiick sea change. - The term aggressive

" disappears; instead an.editorial tells us: - :
f o *‘Despite her . present . alignment, Finland deserves
our sympathy, for she is: one of the small nations

. wictimised by the power politics of her mighty neigh-

- hours . . . The Germans exacted from Finland ‘transit

-7 in. that couniry.

. .gaused Finland to. enter- into  the  ‘defénsive war'.”
PTRE o SR (“New York Times”', February 17,-1943.)
2. The ““Times” lies, and:knows that it lies. Why: did ‘the:
' . Tinnish bourgeoisie more. than willingly.agree to what

... change of territory 'to, provide  Leningrad with mdre

nish. bourgeoisis-prefer to fight on the side. of the German

., Finlaiid chose accordingly.. The *‘Times’’ is silent about

© 7+ .all this, and silent likewise gbouf the ‘‘Greater Finland”
- - expansionist aims fdr-which Mannerheim led thé invasion
- of :Soyiet. Karelip. gnd ‘for -which he provided the Nazis

.. with bases to gink American ships: bound for Murmansk.
Instead the:Times’ blames ‘it all on_the : “power . pol-

. ities’. not .only of Gepmany but. of the Soviet TUnion.

" the United. States is .presumably the -ally of the Soviet

“the Axis.,
. The atm
encouraged the

blish government-in-exile to drop. its

. minister, General Wladislaw. Sikorski,
formal protest to Moscow ‘stated:. ..

. must.be overcome. At thé Polish-Russian frantier not

.cragy. . :

*'station—is. always appealing to Poles for.a general

offect. 1 cannot give.an. order for a revolt, because 1

7 is:not the ‘time. . . ..

“The Russians have

press, which does not conceal its; class solidarity with

facilities' that enabled them to place German tradps .
=l These troops, again, were Russia’s -
- reason for. air attacks on Finland, Wwhich in turn.

‘Reading these editorials, one gould hardly discover that.

* previous pretence of harmony with ‘the Soviet Union. In
‘a_press interview .on. February 21 in London the prime -
announcing a

- "_"rhe'seoréj Russian r_adio m Poland-—the Késciuszkoi

~ would risk drowning my nation in a sea of blood. Now'

W. L N,
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Gentral and Eastern Poland. -They are not so much

. guerilla leaders as leaders of internal political warfare.

They have been organising Gommunist cells, but:so far,
however, without any results. S s
[‘Despite contrary reports; it is not - true that ouri_

~/ government has. given instructions for fighting them.

that the Finnish'-rights to self-government and econ- -
amig .outlets .will ‘be respected. ~ They will_be if Amer-.

" been sharply criticised by the anti-collaborationists, who.

. dgainstthe Soviet Union was still defined by the {‘Times’ .

- Nazi. Germany ‘‘exacfed,”’ in cohtrast to fighting a war
-rather than agree in’ 1939 to the Soviet offer of 'an ex-..

_ defensible frontiers against Germany? Why did the Fin- -

‘hourgeoisie rather than on-the side of the. Red Army?
Obviously .3 class, eriterion - was”inyolved and” bourgeois’

- Union.. And:indeed that alliance is as Wothing for the -
:~ .. American . bourgeoisie in. conmiparison to a cryfor help -
~‘fdom_their clads brothers, the Finnish capitalist allies of

' pherg m Liondon and “’a.s}_:ingt_on_hds' already

, . ““For the moment | cannot deny vtlha‘,t- there are ve;y -
great difficulties with- Russia. . However, they ¢an and -

" orily -the Polish problem is being decided but also. the

- question of peace “in Céntral and’ Eastern Europe, as
+well. as the whole attitude of 'the Soviet toward demo- .

dropped some parachutists. In

‘America and. elsewhere.

‘Red Army advarces,’ . .
- "In the press interview Sikerski

- Bureau of the Chicago “‘Sun’:

" actively,  If there are any local inci!lents_._they are
spontaneous. - ‘Undsrhand propaganda is Using falsely - .
this argument, but the . Polish' Government- has only -
had recourse to an official protest (to -Moscow) against -
foreign elements’ intervening in the interna! affairs of
the Polish state.”” (‘‘New York Times’’; February 22,
1943.) Lo . ' o :
This statement is particularly important since hitherto

Sikorski has been the official leader- of the Soviet~

‘‘collaborationist’’ wing of the Polish bourgeoisi¢ and has

tontrol most of the'Polish-language bourgeois press in.
His statement makes clear that
no real differences separate the. two wings; .only that,

_ hitherto, under British- pressure, Sikoiski has remained

.

silent, publicly—and now ‘that’pressure is released as thg'

demanded “ljestpmtioh
of thé pre-war Polish frontiers.”  This means that what
was formerly .Bastern Poland, predominantly :inhabited

- by Byelorugsians and Ukrainians suffering national op-
" pression undér Poland, and which in 1939 was incorpor- -
ated” into the  Byelorussian-and Ukraitiian-. republics of

the Soviet Unfon, would have to be surrendered to the
Polish ‘bourgeoisie: But their tncorporation into the
Soviet Tiion was immensely popular both with.the people -
inyolved and with' the masses of the Soviet TUnion; what
was disliked was that it was done by. joining with Ger-
many in dividing Poland; it is doubtful whether Stalin’
would’ darg risk rescinding ‘the -incorporation with which
his .prestige is so closely bound up.
the Polish bourgeoisie has not the sfghtest claim- upon
these: national  minorities - which they oppressed so
brutally. - .- to ) Lo

. “Sikorski’s real demands, hbwever, go far beyond return

of the pre-war frontiers. - Their real scope 13- indicated
by Frederick Kuh, the well-informed head of -the London- *
‘It is known that General Sikorski, during his receént
visit to. -Washington, handed President Roosevelt a & .-
memorandum dealing  with the future frontiers of -~
“Polanmd, ., . ° e IR, &
“‘What does Sikorski want? -Hig government in
‘1London is thinking of creafing a Greater Poland. - , =
“Would that :include - East Prussia, - the whole "of
Silesia and, in the west, a Polish frontier bounded by .
* the River Oder? Would Czechosiovak Teschen be In<
cluded in this blueprint of the future Poland? Viina? =
‘Would there be an ‘independent’ Lithuania under Pol-
. ish influence? « And would Poland’s eastern bouhdary
* revert to the 1921 Riga Treaty liné embiodying millions
of ‘Ukrainians and White: (Byelo) Russians? .-
. - -*‘These are definite proposals we hear from influential
Poles:in Lenddn nowadays.” (*‘Chicage Sun’’, Febru-
cary 5, 1943) - ST e -
Let “us snm:up the issue of ‘‘strategic frontiers.”
Wagshiigton and London refuse to recognise ~as Soviet -
tersitory Lathuania, Esthonia, Latvia, Bessarabia, west- =

ern Byelorussia and westein Ukraine and -the Finnish

territory which hécame -part; of Soviet Karelia. "On the.
other hand Stalin, in his Order of the Day of February ..

. 23 explicitly names as. permanent. Soviet lands ““Byelo- "

russia, Lithuania, Latvia, Esthonia and Moldavia (which
inciudes former Besgarabia) . . . and Karelia (which in-

s - 1pe | : “cludes the former Finnish territory).”
uprising .and: demanding that ‘1 -issue orders to that raE

. THE REAL ISSUE

-, So-far we have discussed the dispute on the: m@erﬁciﬂ‘
> plane on- which it publicly appears.

; Now' let us' proceed
to deal with the fundamental basis of the-dispute,

Morally, of course, = .
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'The “democratle” hourgeolsu ,pretends that the sole
issue iy one of safeguarding the national ¢ mdegendence

of Finland, Poland, Rumania and the Baltic states. This”

threadhare hypocmsv would be easy to see thrm.tgh—

© were ‘it not for the fact that- Stalin plays: into their

hands.., Thanks to Stalin’s bureaucratic and natienalistic
(anepmon of the’ defente of the Soriet (Union, the Boviet

“side of the displte is dlso presented to the worid working
‘class as one over frontiers and territorial acqu131t10ns -
Moreover, Stalin’s false policy preveuts hitt  from- ex-’

" platning .to ‘the "internatipnal proletariat the purpose of

the territorial d(,qlllbltlﬂl’ls

. period: of the Hitler-Stalin pact and: at present.
For “the. revoiutlomst the. first task is to arouse the .

* world

of the world revolution. But Stalin isgnot a rev olutionist -
Stalin' did not explain to:
“the-internationgt proletariat that the territorial demands

masses in defence of the Soviet' Union as a part

and that .is hot his method.

~ upon -Finland in 1939 were to secure the ‘defenctes of.

" Leningrad against an dtt.mk from Nazi Germany;
" stead he ‘was. pubhely assuring Rlbbentrop that
“cémented by blodd’’ shed in the joint -

.

" Union—a loss which, Trotsky pointed out, far outs

- are for the Soviet Union.

. H_mqet unity was

‘il'az.l-

ivision of Poland. - Under these conditions the Soviet
invasion of Finland and the partition of Poland alien-
ated . world. working clasy sympathy 'from the . Soviet

weighed the “territorial and strategical: gams achieved
by .Stalin's reactionary methods. . Today the world masses
But: tomorrow, if Stalin’ again
‘appears to be invading and dividing small nations, again
without explzmatmn, his bureaucratic methods are likely
o re-awgken the ‘suspicions of 1939:40, and ence-inore
alienate Yrom- the. Soviet Union the. sympathy o6f the
-working class of the world. Here lies a terrlbie‘danger
for the 1mmedlate;v£uture ot

Réaardless of at Stalin does, hmvever, ‘it remains

. the class duty of the workers to defend the Soviet Union;

.»'We ‘must explain to them, as Stalin does not and cannot,
! what is really at 1ssue in ‘this ostenmbk dlspute over
" frontiers.

.-

Againgt whom would ‘the d,esuecl frontlers gnard?

"Not primarily against the 'smiall gountries directly in-

‘volved—-Filand, Poland, Rumania, the. Baltie sta,tes

Neither - 1nd1v1dual[y nor in woalition’ could these eoun-

_ Here  one sees the.funda- -
mental continuity - between Stali’s policy during ﬂh,,

R A I

n’.»

" police force of the United Nations,

- .

‘ndme to such buncombe,

1

+

. We dismiss with the Lontempt it deserves the argu-
ment that the Soviet Union has no need to ‘worry -ahout
its - precise’ post-war frontiers. hecause, forsooth, peace .
will reign under the aegis of a permanent m‘bernatlonai
“It-is, alas;. traes=
not the least of his critnes—thal Stalin h'lS signed s
for example the “following -
clause in the December 4; 1941 pact Between the o S S R. -
and the I’ohsh govern.meut
3.

. of .the Allied States to ensure a durabie and just-peace.’

-~This-can be achjeved only through a new organisation. -
of international relations’ on-the basis of unification-of -

the demograti¢ countries 'in"a durable.aliiance. ““Respset ..~
for interriational law, backed by ‘the collective: armed - -
force of all the Aflied Stafes, miust. form the decisive
factor .in: the creation of such an: organisaﬂon Oonly.
‘under this condition can a Europe destroy®d. by ‘the -
German barbarians be ,restored and ¢an a guarantee be.
‘created that the. disaster caused by the Hntlerites will-
never he l‘epeated »

-Similar clauses appear in the Anglé-Russian T wend:y Year -

s‘smce he. signed. these,  quorulous voices - ‘of the .
emanding to- know, - why is: Stalin
Thus Stalin’s signature—

Treaty.
“democracies’’ are
worried about his frontiers? .
and the Stalinist propaganda in the “‘democracies’ along’ -
the same line—is heing used to create susplcwn “apainsgt

", the Soviet Union among the masses.-

tries by  themselves hope - successfully to ‘assault the -

Soviet Union.. Nor for many years could they hepe for

aid from a defeated and disarmed Gernany (not to. speak.

of the fact that, far maqre likely, after defeat revolution

will bring Germany 4o the side of the Soviet Union).
That is’ why Walter Lippmann; dealing -with -the post-
war, ‘‘problem of carrying eut the obligations of the

' Atlantic. Cliarter on the western horderland: of the Souet

Republic,”” is not. telling the truth whet he writes: .
“’For Finlahd and for Poland the paramount reality

“ will_be that they are the weak neighbours of a. very.

" powerful Russiay - ‘Both countries fear Russin and-both

of them are seeking the support of Britain and Amer- .

.ita’ in oppoesing what they believe. are Russia's terri-

- torial and political designs. They are disposed to argue

s that if ‘we do not align ourselvés with them against

‘Russia _they will end by throwing themselves into the
‘arms of Germany.’’
February ‘6, 1943.)
Throwing themselves into’ the arms of a defeated Ger-
many. is an‘ empty threat; we doubt that the Finnish
and- Poh§h bourgeoisie utter it. ‘They are 16t, indeed, in
any position to threaten or to ba,rgam with A'erica and

: Brltam ‘they are merely" appealing to the class sohdarlty

of Washmgton and London against-the Workers’ State.

Apnd this fundamental appeal is being ‘answered and,

indeed, - instigated: What appears superficially as dis.
putes over frontiers between the Soviet Union and its

. small neighhours are in¥reality the steps being taken by
the Anglo- American. bloe. to prepare new super-Wrangels '

against the Sovnet Union.

- fer twenty miles from Leningrad.
p ‘concerned about the danger . to America and Brazﬂ from

(“Vew York I-Ierald Tribune’’, _

. preparing. to safeguard the American frontier . .
At his press conference in-W. ashmgton 1mm~ed- -

it lms been since 1917—an outpost of lmperlahsm on fhh

Stalin of . course has no faith in those claises and:
neither has Churchill or Ropsevelt, although if’ they ‘can
arrive at a temporarv ‘settlement - among themselves, )
they will. join “iu using those clauses against defeated.
Gemnany' and others. But at most that conld only be a
very temporary and unstable arrangément. .As for &
longer-range perspective, Roosevelt has” so little-faith in.
an- internationl .polige force that he is already - openly
L
Atrical
iately after Classablanca

“Notice. was served by the President on our allfes

as well as our enemies that this couniry and Brazil -
were determined to eliminate in the post-war ariangg- -
-ments any threat.from the West African coast to-the

- est point. - He said it was well to -have it -understood -

" now by the people of ‘this hemisphere and those who' ..
hold. territory on the West African: ¢oast that all ‘mili~ . ..

tary, naval and air threats from West Africa mns( m .
elimiated.
““Asked  if thls maant post-war demwtarlsatmn of -

.“/West Africa, the President said it was difficult to.state.

the method of achieving his goal ‘since the- method:
had not yet been ueelded upon. it might be demilitar-.
isation or any other of ‘a half -dozen solutions, -he
added.” : (“‘New York Times’?, February 3, 1043.)
The 1nternatmnal ‘police force. is pap -for the multltnde ot

-and a talking point against the Soviét. Union’s seeking

strategic frontiers, Roosewlt refuses’ to  recognise. a’
dangér to the Soviet Union in a bourgems Finland front-
But he i terribly-

the frontiers of the “British, and French possessums in
Welt Afrwa “only 1,650 .miles distant at. the ° nearest
point,”” * No satirist conld *invent _a crieller -joke. * It

. certainly illumines” Boosevelt’s Fa,lth in. the. 1nternat10nal

police force and all’ other thethods. for post-war ‘‘peace.’
Are there politically literate people who rea]ly beh‘eve

that Roosevelt and Chiirchill are.interested in preservin,

the national independence of small nations? Try to tel

‘that to the Ceylonese ‘and ‘Burmese ‘nations, the Porto
Ricans, the Negro peaple it ‘the southern- states and the " =
West Indies as’ well as Africa, and +the four, hundred .- .

millions. of India. Washingtor and London wish te pre-
serve Finland; not, as an. independent nation but as.what

A[ter the victorlous war. and appropnate pum--
ishment of the Hiflerife. criminals, it wiil be the task =

‘bulge’ .of Braznl, only 1,650 miles distant at the. near-
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borders ‘of the Workers’ State, & dagger at Leningrad. -
. /l'vithe :same’ role they wish to return the Baltic states.
- :Ag for. Bessatabia, never éthnically Rumanian and forc-
- /ibly seized from the young Seyiet republic in 1918 while
“ it was beseiged by.the imperialist. armie¢s:of intervention
.- -=wwhat-argument can be: made: for returning it to. Ru-
" mania except to strengthen that kingdom as an imperial-
st outpost.on, the Soviet border?  If the issue were .
really mational unification, what claim can be -advanced
. for Polish _sovei'ei_gritﬁyﬁover the.Byelorussian -and Ukrain- -
" ias population of “‘Eastern’ Poland”’? - - S
. +Theése -in. the ‘‘democracies’”’ who deny these. terri--
‘toried to the' Soviet. Union .do_so'enly to seek them as
springboards againsy the Workers' -State. . They would
7" ‘Iike at soen as possible to repeat more successfully what
~. ‘Chaurchill, leader of world imperialist intervention, did
\in 1918-1020. They kuow that private property and the
- nhationalised property: .of . the -Soviet. Union are two
* ‘fundamentally antagonistic Systems and cannot. indefin-
itely continme to live side by dide. One or the other— -
L cag‘%a}ism orthé. foundations of socialism—must congquer.
I Thé ipregent: disputes over frontiers may be resolved:
The - temporary - relation ‘of ‘forces between the ‘‘demo-
" craeies’’ and the U.8.8.R. in cage of further Soviet vic-
. ‘tories, or.Stalin’s agreement.te help try to-crush a pro-
* i :lefarian . revolution in Germany, may digtate to Churchill’
. .and.Roosevelt .a° settlemeént. recognising as:Soviet some
" or 'pérhaps even. all the territoties now in dispute. ' But
.. -they. will-do 30 in the: sense  that*Hitler agreed to the
- - Soviet: occupation of Eastern. Poland and’ thé Baltic
. t'states—in exchange for Stalit’s serviceg (including those
- of the Comintern)*. and to await a more propitious .
*moment for assaulting the T.S:S.R. If the* ‘‘democrats’’
. sthus - have ~to " surrender “outposts in-  Eastern Peland,
" Finland and Rumania, then they will find new ones in
: Central Poland, Bulgaria; the Scandinavian peminsula,
. . “ete.  /This. incontestable fact also demonstrates’ the basic
- fallacy of Stalin’s bureaucratic and nationalistic method -
oo of, defending -the U.S.S.R. “Vain is 'his “search for
- tshrategic’” frontiers in the epoch of the bomber, para-
- chutist and tank. The Soviet Union’ will remain in"
- mortal danger 80 long as-capitalism remains the stronger
W power ‘on a° world. scale. . Only successful proletarian re- .
. volytions in Europe-and the establishment of the Social-
_ist United States of Europe can assare tlie existence of
. -.the Soviet Union. L o e

' THE'DISPUTE ON THE MILITARY PLANE

< . - - . L. - ' . .
" Let us now go ou to analyse the immediate military. -
- “implications of the class -antagonism - between the Seoviet
"+ Alnionand ‘the Anglo- American- bloc. ' This is not at:all
g ~qriestion to " e settled  at. the ‘‘peace’ ‘table after a.
_defmitive victory over Nazi Germany. 1t will be settled
o e the course of -the war, . Precisely for this reason the
Lt esdemogracies' are perturbed by the very first Red Artny
. vigtories over. the Nazis, = ' '
‘They remember ‘what - ha

i

pened when  the Red. Army
‘a8 advancing. in Fastern Poland n 1939. -As the Men-
. ¥ gheviks and the bourgeois. press ddmitted dt- the’ time,
7 "the workeérs .and poor peasants argse in a revolutionary -
7 fwave as the .Red Army neared, identifying. their class
.& 2 intérests ayith these of the Soviet Union, The same thing
~: happened "in Bessatabia. - In a somewhat different form
s eRed Army garrisons had first arrived by dgreement
" 4yith -the bourgevis povernmenfs and incorporation into.
i the Soviet Union came. later—Sovietisation of the Baltic'
. -states was: also ‘immetsely popular with: the masses in- -
I 'velved.* Moreover- in- grder  to -expropriate the . bewr-
- .geoisie -in those territories the Kremlin was compelle’
=" Yo ¢all npon the masses, no matter how cautiously, .o
take matters into their own hands: workers' commibtdes
“weised - the factories, peasants’ committees the land, they
“formed - provisional admimistrations which arrested the
capitalists, landlords and police; etc. Soon emough the
talinist -buresucracy proceeded to stifle the workers’

2

.and peasants.

7 *Stalin’s
‘joining - the

‘other side

guilty. ol contihuation of the war,

- tempted in’any. territory takehn by the Red Army so long
as - the . Kremlin bureaucracy remains dominant. The -

- “burcaucrafism. is, however, small comfort to impérialism-
- which understands the mortal danger to world: cia.pmahsgn v
n 1939 .
40 the tevolutionary wave which arose as the Red Army -,

from revolutionary expropriation” anywhere.

advapced was necessarily limited by. the domination of
Europe by the Nazi army, as well as the: still-intact
bourgeois srmies of Finland, Rumania, Yugoslavia, Bul-"
garia, Groece; etc. But now if the Rdd Army continues

‘to advance, the revolutionary example set by the work-
érs and’ peasants - of: Bastern. Poland and' Bessarabia is~
" likely 1o be- followed by great masses in the Balkans

and. Central KurBpe. This -thought is a nightmare in

Washington and London.and inevitably. they -must -seek ¢

ways and means of preventing its rcalisation.
That is.why the peace feelers from Finland

are still being used ‘against American and British con-
voys. But, even in defeat, Helsinki. hag no intention

‘of agreeing to a. Wiunish-Soviet settlement’ which weuld
_permit the Red Army and Navy to use Finnish bases.
" -against .the Nazis. - The' difference- between Helsinki's

attitude, toward the Nazis and toward the Soviet, Union
is a class difference; - Even if Stalin, Roosevelt ~and

.are elearly.
- formulated to rule out the use of Finland as a base of -
“"gperations against the Nazis. While insisting they were .
not taking part in the ‘larger war,”’ the Finnish-bgur-".:
" geoisie nevertheless supplied the Nazis with bases which
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initiative. and ‘to ‘gather all power into the hands of the .

" bupeaucracy ‘and the G.P.U.; and we_ must warn ~the -
workers” that: the same process. of représsion- will be at- ~

“Churchill “were to. guarantee the post-war invielability .
.of Finland, Helsinki fears that their . word  would' not.

prevent the Finnish workers and poor peasants- from |

“rising against the Finnishhourgedisie if the Red Army
. and Navy ‘enter Finland. Nor 1s Helsinld ‘sure—and fn -
“this it is profoundly. correct .in its- appreciation -of. the -
extenit of the healthy revolutionary forces in the Red -

Army—that Stalin hay the power to appease the Angls-
Ameriéan bloo by ordering the Red Army to aid the
Finnish bourgeoisie in an attempt to crush-the workers’
Hence it is. ¢ertain that; if Finland does
‘make - peace with ‘the Soviet Union; it will preclude the-

entry of the Red Army info Fiiland. ;Washington and
London are sure to.back Helsinki in this demand, despite

its obvious disservice to the grand strategy of défeating =
Hitler.- - Their class solidarity with ‘the: Finnish beur- -

geoisie will take precédence. Ca .
_ Now we can.also understand the . full meaning of

Sikorski’s protest, quoted. above, against Soviet ‘‘internal .
political warfare’’ in “Central and Easters Poland.” We -
do not_ know vet whethet he is acruraté in reporting
- Soviet-parachutists in those ateas engaged .in. organising

an_ uprising aghinst the Nazis, -Thab, such activiiles are
at least envisioned i§ indicated by-a February 22 United

Press dispatch - from Moscow regorthgjfa",le_tter Se]’:i[t to
e (ommittee of ‘the

Stalin by Dimitrov for the Executive
Communist International—this is  the first mention of

joinj Nuzi ‘‘peace offensive.’” The ‘“Declaration’ of the
Soviet and German: Governments’ .of ng)tember 28, 1930 atated:
“Atter the conclusion today by the

the disintegration of Poland, thus crealing 'a» firm basis for pro- .
tracted peace in.eastern Kurope, they express the.opinion 'in
mutual *-igreement. that’ the iquidation "of ‘the present war
between Glermany 6n ope .side and’England and ‘France on the
e would coincide -with ‘the intereat of all the ‘beoples.
T, however, theése efforta of bhoth Goverhiments are :un- -

dudcessful, then it will have been established that England and .-

France carry ‘the responsibility for the’ continuance oi:the war,
In -dase -of the prolongation of the war, the Governments of
Germany and. the -Soviet Union will consult with.each’ other on
necessary measures,” - (“‘Izvestia’', Sept. 23, 1939.)° Iy aecord-:
-ance with this ‘declaratiod the Coimintern during the ensying”
months branded France and ' England “as -the

T % Tolm ‘Stott’s “Duel for Europe,-
cription of all-the Boviet occupations, . ., ]
A . ™

1940”, gives & good des-

anks for the Polish territory took the form ‘of .-

. ' y erman. and, Soviet Gov- .
..ernnients of -an agreement regulating, the qiuestions- arising from -

“‘warmongers’’



L he Nazs,
- His demand that the Hed Army refrain from erganising -
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-creation’ of a. unlversa_i autx-Hltler war 10 the rTear of
.. the- Geurmn fascigts.”’ “Fhis resurrection of the Comin-
" tern is probably part- of Stalin’s ‘‘war of nerves’’ with
his allies. for better terms. Quite apart from Stalin’s

"- plans, however, .the workers and peasants -of Eastern..

- Poland are certain to repeat again ‘their "revolutionary

* actions® of 1939 as soon”as the Red Army approaches ‘
: _'lius is what Sikorski fears.

Fromi the point of view -of effectlve stru{,g,le dgamst
Stkorski’s protest is. of “course. “preposterous.

uprisings in Central and Eastern Poland—i.e., in Hitler’s

" rear—-is on z par with the position of the Beck govern- -

ment during the Franco-Soviet pact and the subsequent
. Anglo-Soviet negotiations, when Beck was réady to agree

to a Polish-Soviet pact “again Germany—bqt only on -’
the condition ‘that the Red Army must not enter Polish -
Absurd as that
_it was tacked by London and was one

territory to confront the Nazi invader. .
condition - was,
of the cduses. for the collapsé of -the ‘Anglo-Soviet nego-
< tiations.

London—his governmgut-in-exile hias in itself little bar-
_gaining power. - But whatever concessions Stalin might
be tempted?to make, it is plain that the advancing Red
‘Ariny.would never agree 'now. to Sikerski’s demand to
-abaudon mtcmal political walfare”
fines.

o iorebtall a Red Amn advance mtn Polanid ‘and_the =
“Balkuns, -Sikorski is urging: Washington and London to -
As Fredenck Kuh

copen-a second front in the. Balkans'
* reports from London: -

“Sikarski is known to favour strongly the earllest
‘possible  Allied exgedition inte the Balkans 'go. that.
American, British and Polish troops could reach Eastern-
-or-Central. Europe-at ‘least as soon as -the. Red Army.

. These tendéncies are certainly heightening Russian
- suspwions *. (Chifago ‘Sun’’, February 5, 1943.);

Saviét suspxcmns ‘that such a move is in prospect are
also-citetl that sdme week in an, editorial in the Bntlsh

x ’ Liberal weekly, the ‘‘New: Statesman’’:’ v
/ . 4“The. Russlans fear that when. the contment is ins

" vadeéd by -Allied armies -the blow may.be so delivered

as io be -indirectly aimed at._ the Saviet Union as well:

as against Nagzi Germany. '-To. many ;such suspicions
may. ammd exagserated, but let us- not/ forget what no
- Russian-ever forgets-—that the last- war ended with
- Allied intervention ngt in Berlin but at 4rchangel."
That. Soviet -objections to such a plan. have® gone
through diplontatic-channels wasdndicated s early as last

" November by Edwm L. ’James, managmg editor: of the-

“New York Times'’: .
. % “There are raasons, well known in diplomatic circles;
< to . beliey
- sacond froht in Western Europe.

< .could be established in the Balkan States it would meet
in:full- the desires of the Russian chteb"
Times’’, ‘November -8, 1942 ) .- ~

Pubhcly the Soviet opposﬁ.lon to the. Vorth “African-’

- Balkan plan was indicated only in indirect forms: extén-
- mive ‘reporbs ,m the Soviet press about ‘‘second-front’’

) demonstratmns 1in Trafalgar and Union Square, the in- -
sistehce of the Stalinist press that Roosevelt and Church-
il in:January 1942 had promised a second front in Europe

- during- 1942, Stalin’s letter of Qctober 4, 1942, to A.P. -
) correspondent Henry  C.  Cassidy, msutmg tha’o the -
e Alies fulfill their obhgatwns fullw)r and on: time.’ None -

‘of this, howeyer; made clear to the world working. class
" the danger to the Soviet Fnion which would arise from a
second - front'. ju. the Balkans.
.press_evep did on ‘this question was 1o argue that a

o second front would be more posmble and mpre eﬁectlve"

v that body smce ‘Fune 22 1941 [—-m whlch they ”promxse.
to exert-even greater effort so .that at the .moment of

’,kdnh
“the  decisive hattles - we may - successfuliy aid in the *

; -Sikorsk: apparently has reason to believe that’
- his ‘present ‘demiand *will be- bicked by Washington and-

behind ° I—htler 8 -

- African expeditxou
Cassidy, . which said it, *‘radically changes: the political
and war situation in Furope

. awareness of the situation.

that ‘the second front  Stalin desires fa a
{ o 4cin faet, the ques= -
tion-arises as to. whether if from Africa a second ‘front

f New 'York

The most the. Stalinist -

against the NleE in ‘Western Europe than in bhe Ba
Thus-when Wiltkie on October 26, 1942, made hi
“‘report to-the. people,’’-and in advogatmg a wecond
in Europe. suggested it m]ght be ‘best. to- have it in,

_wrote in the Stallmgt press:

¢ (of -Wiltkie) . .

% “The danger turks in the words free Novgh A{ma"

: from Axis domination. and hegin an assuult an the soft
spots of Southern Europe.’

w:.n L s

ont :

Southern Europe-~Italy or " the. Ballmnw——_“.& "Veteran |
. Commander” : N
- “Therevis a flaw—a mmtary ﬂaw—-m thls spmh §

- It means that ‘the second fmnt in Euﬂpe is eaty :
. to foliow the completion of the ‘North .Kfrican -cam- -

paign—note the -word fnd’!—and. thaf ‘that Seco d N

“Front: will be directed against the weahest link of

' -Axis.and not against the strongest, as it shomd—-note

. ‘the words ‘soft spots of Southern Egrope’l:, .. -

“The African-campaign is. NOT zSeuond ant, am:l B

‘cannot be one, even'if successful.. . .3

“‘fgoess. of troopd and supplies to: Aféwa i it

“and eq|alls great-loss of ‘time and a’ lot of. shipping
“gspecially 'so for the Alfies,

‘It's, ‘almost - 15,000 mi!esv»

from ‘the U.S.A. to Egypt arourut -the- Bape af‘mmd;

-7 (“Worker”, Noveniber 1, 1942.)

~Thls cowardb a,rgumént callapsed . “when the North. "

African expedition did ‘succoed. Moreover. Stalm and his -

Union.-. Hence the Stalimist press hailed the North

so:did Stalin, in a second letter :to

.in favour of .uee. Anglo-

American Soyiet coalition.”” " Thus Stalin ceased even hiy

" indirect “warnings on the meaning of 4n Anglo- American
front in the Balkans precisely at the tinie -when its pre- -

liminary the North African, eﬁpedltlon ‘becamié a reality.
Here: sgnin we' see that Stalin’s methods are the polar

oppesite from thiose. of Lenin and Trotsky, to_whon' the . &
* first consideration in defence of the Soviet Union was to
-arouse the world worhmw clags bv exp]:unmg to 1t ‘che-

real aituation.

~Stalin is all:the mote to be condemned by. the workers:
.ior _deluding them hecause privately he showed’ thorough
I June 1942, Roosevelt.and -
:Churchill made thé decision for ‘the horth African ex- "
‘ped:tlon without consulting %tahn. and in. mid- Augush f
.Churdnll went to Moscow to break the -mews to his,
Something of what happened then we now know,

“ally.?
from -two -very informative articles by Forrest Davies

‘i the. Februarv 20-27 issues of ‘the “Saturdav Evening ..
Stalin vehementl:y protested to Churchill against.
-the June decision for «- North African xpechtxon and.
_insisted on a_second front in western 13

Post”’.

irepe;
course Churehill remained ‘adamant. . Stalin showed hxs

chagrin the next month-in an a.si;c'nysdhl.ng5 incident at‘a

. private dinner he gave to Willkie on: September. 20, 1942

- ““The Kremlin dinner was nearing its end whien an
n guest propssedha toast to the Russian and. -
With

Americ
- AHied .pilots, ' Stalin proposed an amendmmt.-.
. somé feolmg, he salutad the Soviet pilots who, “hé

» chatged, had -gone to-their death. while fighting’ m ‘the .

“:flunkies are committed to ‘justifying to thé Soviet and -
world workers his sagrifice of their . interests to the
Anglo-American: bloe in return for “‘aid”? to the Sovief

NESE

hiig'of - .

‘cast-off planes furnished by the Atlantic alliés. Whiile *

‘his guests listened in a stunned silence, the premier of

- Russia accused the British prime minister of. “stealing’ .
150 planes-—-Loekheen P-38 nghtnmgs—aut of Rus-,

sian-bound convoy.’

It i$ notable that Willkie thereupon answere& Stalm
ussia’s”
situation would have.been had-Britam’ been conqugred
.Ur gone over to- ‘the enemy at a time when Russm, for
aloof from ., the-
Willkie”s glarrel with: Churchill is an intra-class
g on the side of British: 1mportaksm

praising Churchill .and ‘asking Stalin.. “what R

“her “own - good. reasons, ‘was .standin

battle.”
argume.nt he sgtan
in the amore hasic'dispute with the Workirs"

-The- class ‘meaning
further ﬂlummed by the sxtuatmn in Rumanm, nlfy nf

Smteg Vi

of :the proposed Bualkan fromnt is
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- Rumanian. ally’ of -the
©wearef to bombing distance. The same Anglo.Afmerican -

~~—and even more so for, Y

_stronger power on e world ‘scale, ie.,
“does ot exist the Socialist’ United States of Europe.
The fundamental antagonism between the system of pri-
" vate -property and. the systemm of nationalised . property.
obviated by the ‘shifting of Churchill and -

“forcibly recalled to it by 1
* expand its armed forces to elevern. millions.

l “be ‘available for the Soviet Union.  T!

eracies’’ for the claims. of the, Rumaniin cambhrilla to
'Besdarahia? 1% is not ‘even being said that the *‘demo-

“eracies’’ would support ‘this dlaim’ only :on~ heball of a
‘dernocratised Rumania, -
“this,

There-is an obvious reason for
As-in Thaly, the ‘‘democracies’’ are seeking g
Darlan deal’in. Bumania. .That they have no perspective

of a full-scale military assailt .to knock Rumania . out

of the wir is mdicated by the fact that neither by bomb-

‘ing or sabotage hive they. touched the British and Amer-"
" itan-owned.oif wells in Rumania, now working: full-speed
" for' the Nazis. ~“This_significant fact is underhned. by the
- able correspundent, C. L. Sulzberger, formerly in' Ruman- .
' ia, ‘in’ & dispatch ‘from London:-, .. = - :

7 .“Many. Rumanians are inclined to blame’ the Allies”

for this (the tack of Allied- sahofage in Rumania) be-
-cause #f an alleged lack of desire to biow up wells
-~ owned by United WNations  interests . . . —and the
- writer never - received a _satisfactory answer to this
‘question from the British:group of oif men who used
to frequent Bucharest's Athens Palace. . .

. “‘When Russians get within easier bombing range

it-is lagical to-expect that they will concentrate their
-efforts on devastation -of refineries. "’ (“New York -

. Times’, February 17, 1943.) . .
Fo put it more plainly. than Mr. Sulzberger's broad hint:

" the Balkan-front-and-Darlan-deals is being pressed ever

-more. hastily in ordgr -to. forestall, Soviet bombing of the

e Axis as the Red Army advances'
‘considerations hold equally for Hitler’s Bulgarian frisnds

‘back the: foya,list_l\%ikh-aﬂdvitch against. the successes of

» 'the pro-Soviet Partisans: N

PR

Furthér. developments may, it is possible; do away with-

the' specific ‘dispute between. the .*“demoecracies’” and the -

Soviet Union over a Balkan front.
the disputes over the

<an fro As in® the -cdse of
“‘strategic. frontiers,”’. Roosevelt -

" -and. Churchill .may find it advisable to “appease” the

" Russians and open a second fromt in - Western. Europe

first instead of in the Balkans. This shift may be dic-

+ tated if Rommel’s army rémains in being on the South- .
-~ ‘ern - RMeditteranean - coast, making extremely risky an
v ' The Balkans -

would be closed off,’tob, if Hitler seizes Spain and Gib- -
. raltar, ¢losing off the Meditteranean. from the Atlantic. -

Auglo- Amefican. crossing to the Balkans:

But- whatever happens cannot blur the class' meaning of -

- the preoccupation .of the “democracies’” with. the idea. of

2 Balkan front which would cut the:Red Army off from

. Europe. " Basically, too; this class meaning will dominate -
.-any other front opened by the Anglo- American armies.
. Just.as vain as Stalin’s search for. ‘‘strategic frontiers’? s

iz his search for a “good’’ Anglo-American second front.
At best Stalin’s false policy can succeed in leaving the
“‘democracies’’ ‘holding relatively poorer oittposts on the
Soviet borders. ' We repeat: the Soviet Union will remain
in mortal danger' so long ‘as capitalism remains the -
so:long- as there

will ' not be
Roosevelt: from plans'for a Balkan front to plans for a
Western European front, IR
. It we were minded _to: forget. this, we have just been -
the decision’ of Washington ‘to.
) it This ‘de- .
cision’ unquestionably means curtailing civiliah man-
power to the point where considerably less supplies will -

out: by the Social-Demogratic organ here, which writes:.

- !'There is the suspicion that our Army men are, for
.:reasons of their own, underestimating the: importance

“ of Lend-Lease.. - An over-sized Army-of our own would =

o

WL N -

: _the Naiis. Wh} the touching solicitude of the “dem(_)~.

" period of aggressions and: a_nnexitions.”
“the Gencral would do by an -

ugoslavia where they. must -

.. What the ‘‘New. 1
stand was. very well understood in plain-speaking’ bour- .

g

is fact 18 pointed.~

.
#

" May, 1644,

~ limit our suppties to Britain, Russia and China. Russia
and China have millions of men eager to fight who heed .
‘equipment. There may be. good reasons.-for. building L

- Up-our forces at the expense of our Allies, but if there
‘are such reasons; they should be openly stated. Do.we. -
fear that- some of these friends will be ‘too powerful -
at the end of the war?" ° (“New. Leader’, editorial, -
February ‘20, 1943.).- "~ T : :

We suspect that the “New Leader”# ediﬁor,_Pretend's tor .

be a little ‘more, naive than he actually s in .real life:

‘Undoubtedly he remembe:s the sage ddvice given by -

Aver to Edward -Bernstein, when the “lafter too early -
and -too” openly revealed the “anti-revelutionary content "
of his revisionist doctrine: My dear Eddie, one-does
it but ome shouldin’t say -s0,”” ., Naturally, General.Mar- .
shall cannot at this stage say publicly for what purpose .
he wants an ‘‘over-sized’” Army. Incidentally, the sle. -
difference :between the General and the “New Lpadel

i3 concernjng the meuns of putting the-Soviet Union in its
. Plage.

In the 'same issué an article ’on ‘the Soviet terri-.- -
tofial claims suggests thdaf Russia, with its “terrible -
wounds to ‘heal,” “will face a tremendous. task of re-
construction, and 'she will nced help.  “An effort should
be made to persuade her. . . . Obvioysly the point of
departure should be the sitaafioh existing before the
a In short; what

vover-sized”! Army, the -
Social Democrats préposed to do by- economic :coercion.

But, since the Social Democrats are not_pacifists, we, can .
-be-sure they will eventually .be converted by the General,

since they already agree with him on' the ohjective. The

-counter-revolutionary role of Social Democricy - against

the Soviet Union is certain to be repeated here and
everywhere.- . o . et
a2der’’ pretended not quite to. under--

geois circles.  Arthur Krock, the Washington corres- ¢
pondent. of the “‘New York Times’”, wrote on General .
Marshall's secret testimony to a Congressional - com-. -
mittee: 7. . . ‘ R
“The answers of the War Départment are’ uttered
in private and they may be good ones. . 1t is’ possible
-0 speculate that one of. them is: to -assure the-kind
‘of peace ‘that will-prevent-a new war the United States:
must have overwhelming military 's‘t_reng\th behind its
‘delegates fo the peace conference. ‘A’victarious Russia, - -
imaster of Europe; may need more than the sermons. of ° .
Henry Wallace to refrain from seeking too high-a price-
' Yor its eontribution. . .. .- N Cte : o
. “That would be an answer calling for serious ton-
sideration. . ., » (“New York Times”, Febrnary 12, -
lodz) ~ S
Likewise the Luce press reports: S . oL
‘‘George - Marshall’'s testimony: was ‘deeply secret.- -
pérhaps his programme . . ., was insurance against the. -
__hossibility that a victorious Russia might dominate the . .
entire continent of Europe. ' Perhaps the expansion,: -
unquestionably approved by Franklin-Roosevelt, might- -
have been planned to make U.S. weight felt at the .
. peace table.”” (*:Time”’ magazine, February'22,:1943.) ¢ -
And theé military expert, Hansbn Baldwin,. writes: .
-« {'America’s voice - at the - (peace) conference. tabie
must: be an important’ voice if the whole job of the war
is not to be repeated .in another 25 to 50 years; yet -
the American point of view will be only as authoritative
as the military strength béhind it. “This is not' power . -

politics but realism.”” (“Neéw York Times”, February =~
L22,1943) - 0 7 e " o
These days do not permij, one to.savour ‘the "Homeric
‘laughter worthy of these splenn ‘statements that. while. .
.the Red.Army is bearing the ‘whole brunt of the -wir -
thes American Army is being readied to fight the peace.

* American New Leader,

*
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In truth the references.to the use of American military
:puwer, at the peace‘table are net at all acenrdte and ate

-designed to Blunt the sharp fact that this power is being

expanded to- face tHe Red Armny on- the continenh of
. Kurope fong before apeace conference. ‘

Meanwhite the first victories of the Red Army, have -

been followed by a furious ontburst of diplomatic-moves

~in neutral capitals' where both Axis and  “United Nat- - -

aons’” d. ;
diplomatic circles at the Vatican, where Roosevelt was:
thie tirst American” president. to mamtain an envoy. .Is
1t ‘nierely a coincidence that the American Archbishop-

- Speliman {he saw Roosevelt before he left, according to

" the March 1 ‘“Iime’’} arrives in Rome the. same week

that, Mussohni’s son-m-law 1§ accredited as ‘Ambassador -
- to the Vatwan? the Vatican’s own diplomacy is quite - and wniitary defeat.
A . thiey will be guite ready t6 drep
of *-liberty’t " They witl ‘certiiny prefer to save capital-

trankly anti-Boviet and it has ‘‘some’’ -support here, -as.
the Lice press; vreporting_Spellmg.n"s trip, wx_’ite,s:. U
- ““The -Church regards the spréad of Communist doc-
trine and ‘Russian influence as its first problem. . .

. ““One means of opposing a Russian sphere of influ-
ence would "be a'-Gatholic. ‘Federation, : pivated on_a

"~ Catholic’ Austria-Hungary, supported -by - Darubian -

-agrarian parties and "possibly. jhvolving: exiled Otto

Habsiurg, who apparently has potent friends .in high
"places.  Poland would be: a ngrthern anchor, Italy the .

- southern apchor of such a federation. .But, should
restoration of the Habshurgs meet with too great re-
sistance from . 'socialist ‘Freemason .Czechs and pro-
Russian' Yugoslavs, an-‘Eastern European Gatholis
- Federation might.be contrived, binding Catholic groups

-"together “in a’ Balkan cordon sanitaire from Poland to
the Mediterranean, : SR
~ “‘Invasion of Hitler's Europe may be aimed through

" the Balkans. - IT so, one result.could be misunderstand-.

’ .IC,urdpe' étallé§ “today aﬁ thé ‘political,  economic . and

military crossroads.of the world.  Aiid the crossroads are -

“husy. " It'is not merely a matter of the interrelationships,

© struggles and: manoveuvres of the two dozén countries’ of

the Contiment itself; it is a imattér also of the 'interests,
. rivalries amd- contradictions- of the great’ Powers of the
entire world. i - i R o

America .and Britain on the one side, and the Soviet, -

- ~+Union on the other, have perforce had to take an inter-

- est an Kurope’s . affairs.

And toguy they surround the’
Continents waifing for the moment when' they can at-
tempt to imposentheir- regimé upon it; and meantime

discussing the -character of that regime, the method of
"« imposing it, the timing. of their. blows, the role of -the

various elements in the YAlliance’. "German imperialism,
for -its- part, has left little donbt as to-its interest in

~Hurope. ' Tt has occupied almost the ehtire continent,

and now "crouches  ready -to. ‘defend its plunder ‘from
“allied”’ attack. A pipantic clash over the body of
Europe is imininent. "And with this clash as the basis;
with the United Nations ‘‘Alliance’ - as superstructure;,

~ . with thé activities of all the quislings and y'“Free Govern- -

. ments’’ as ornamentation, we have a by no ineans simple

L picture. ‘But ‘when we add.to this the' real esséhce of

diplomats. dre gathered. Especially -active are -

. decision,

-of view that the plans and. actions of

. north vihile, Alfied 3rmies Word fiioving in. from the
- South. “The best hope of avoiding such. a misunder« -

- standing is a’complete rapprochement with -Moscow. -

~ Lacking -that, the plans credited to -tiie - Vatican- ap-
peared:fo be among the few under-real consideration.

', some U.S. support had:beén

{‘“lime’!, February 22, 1943.) - .

‘drama one of the. chief actors will appear—phe Junker

“dristocracy who-coustibute Hitler's general stait. Urilike .

most of tne generats of the' western worid, the Junkers

are extremely able politicians in their own right, with’
-a long tradition as rulers. . In 1918 théy threw the Kaiser -
~overboard 'Im order to. weather the Tevolutionary stormy .-
Ay revofutiog and defeat loow again -

L.!litler and’ don the cap -~

ismt by calling in the’ Anglo-American’ arinies than permit
‘the Ked Army to crogs  the German border. And let us
recall that the defeated .enemy iin 1918 was instrycted in

. the Allied armistices terms to retain General” von: ‘der
Goltz’s troops in the Baltic states, where they criished - -

the Lettish soviets. .

country’ -demonstrates its bankruptey, and this fact is
“bewmg underlined for us ‘every day by" the responses of
“ the bourgeoisie to.the first victories of the Bed Army.

The almost untouched armids of the United States’ and

Britain have stood by -while the. Red Army. has. been bled

High sources in Washington reported that at least
given to these plans.”

We can be sure that .at some stage of this-diplomatic.

In war'as’in peace Stalin’s_thedry of “socialism in one -

white. Un the military, plané the Soviet' Union cannot.'fi..:
hope to. prevail against world capitalism. - Only the

‘shock ‘treops of ‘proletarian. revohition  can” redress. the .
balance. ~ ln spite of Stalin and - against: Stalin, we are.

-confident, the stra

led - Ogtober. revolution, which has
S0 often. demonstra

v

i

, nsirated its persistent vitality, will -find
-ing with the Russians, whose armies would be In the * the'road to um‘tygw-lth,.the Kuropean reyolution,
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Furope's - position—the class staggle; and finally take - .

into account, not wh'ati\the Grand Alliance has in common -

but that in which it differs, then we are faced with a

state of -affairs which it would-'be the - grossest urder— ..
. Statement to describe as complex. : )

- It-is principally’ with thé clash of the great powers in

" Earope that we intend to deal here. For the small :and .-
the medium sized, Powers: of the Continent .are -
-now. merely in the position of Yés-mer to one or other

of the .great aggregations ol
" power whose paths - cross in -Kirope. FEurope’s immedi-
ate -destiny is ‘being forged by the hammer blows. of .

ove

industrial and military

Germany on the ene side, and of America, Britain and
Russia on the other.’ Tts ultinfate destiny will-be fash=

ioned by miilions of workers and peasants. .-The capital-.
I countries of the Continent .
stand between these forces inept, fearful,. incapable -of -
scurrying to the side of whatewer Power looks - -
Awfor:
Hitler's “New Order’’ no one any. longer believes, that' .

ists-and landlords of the small

best. able to protect them from the revolution.

this will .last .& thousand days—let alone _a " thousand

‘vears! ‘What is the main point 4t issue is not the “New .
from this peint -
the Albos ke

Order”” but-the. alternative to it. ' Tt -is

‘
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on importance—for “fhiey are. taiming to be. dbout.

liberaie Eurupe\ from “Hitler and establish a genuine New .
alists the chief ~
t-primarily how
Furope making
‘And-that means
ng apother bid: for suprem-
gld mstrument for keeping
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“only - Power that: can .possibly gqualify: for the-position 18
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- This: dilemma 1
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‘their theoretieians.
© .~ glism i8 ready to @

. . ally,and. as

~ 18 httle supp
. capttalists “shew. much
. gecupation of Germany, an
.- Fest of Europe by weans o

£ this policy, as manifes
the hopelessness: of:
Any Power ‘that’ is suppor
revegl itself as
alism was. afraid

. Wal,
- almost inevitably:
. " later on." British imperialrs
. ..too strouig, in case it achieved
ce; and.in the: crisis
valueless as an ally:
fear of Russiaj an
‘the more .formida‘ble a foe:
Do th p]a:ns_bémg:.di
. -¥urope; the contradi
- sharper. than ever,
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- And yet-—such a Power ma
_threat than German imperia

tself is  already causing -dissenstons
-American imperialists and
rful section of British: capit- .
t.the Soviet Union as a ¢
neing factor in . Europe. -
the in. Ameries,
usiasm - for - ‘a -direct
Tule over. the .

ort :for this sche
h ‘more enth
d -2 semi-direct Tu
{ .the most. open and

" - British imperialism is. desperately anxious to retain its
Furopean market.  Before the war “betwéen . 30 and 35
pep cent of ‘Britain’s exports went~to Europe. But at
 same: time ‘it knows that it is oo weak to keep ordér
in Earope dlone. " If, howevef, American trength 1s -
invited to collaborabe for the purpose of ‘ocenpying: the
Clontinent, that same American strength will see to: it
that its efforts do mot go unrewarded. That is, Kurope
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will ‘become mainly an American and not a. British phar-
ket. ‘It is for this reason that the ““Times’ has fomie .-

out for -a sort -of Contirental ‘‘Montpe Doctrine’'-—an
.arrangentent whereby ‘Burope  will. Tie a, British preserve
and. bhe "Western Hemisphere an American preserve.. -
 Phe' writer of the ‘Times’ Editorials expresses the gen-' "~

_eral idea delicately that ““in any future world grganis- = .

- ation of sécurity reasogable account will hawe to be taken.
of geggraphical proximity.”’ .. .o o
" This still leaves Britain with ‘the neceséity to find ‘& .
partnér -in Kurope to balance against Germany. . .The’
“Pimes’™ makes it cleat that this!partner is to be Russia,
and so also does Professor Carr, the Editorial writer of-
“the” ““Times’” in-his " book “Conditions. of Peace’”. In -
regard: ‘to Eastern . Europe the - *“Times’) says: - | -
~ “The nucleas of military and economiw power, which -
‘is ‘the only effective instrument.of security, must in
© . that region, within  the general frauiéquﬂ{, “be' pro- -
vided ‘primdrily by Russia—the sole country edast of
“Germany, possessing industrial resources and- dévelap- -
‘mefnt .on;a scale In any way. equal to the ‘task.. - Thig
_is a hdrd-fact. which cannot ‘bt overcome by wishful'
. 'thinking or overlooked without dire peril. Tt.is a fact
of which the British and Athérican peoples have become
increasingly aware in' recent inonths. . Reecognition of
*its implications and conseguences is a condition -ef the: "
_establishment of -relations :of -lasting confidence with
Russia”’ = R R
But the implications of this - policy - have. hot’ been
“welcomed-in Wall Street.  For it means a strepgthening -
of Britain in Western Europe, -a strengthening of Russia i
in Eastern Europe, and a shutting out of Ametica from -
both. . A few days after the ‘Times” -outstanding Edit-
orial on the subject had been published, the American
Correspondent of the ‘Economist’” réported: . . - T
' “‘Some exception has been taken (in the T:5:A) to -
“the proposal for. joint Anglo.Bussian- guardianiship of
.Furopean security and what.is interpreted as a 'demand
‘for advnce approval of Russian frontier demands; -
_ and, a disclaimer from Mr. Fdep was necessary to allay..
the tear that Britain.was relying om a post-war Anglo-
 Soviet Bloc rather than on a .concert of the United
. Nations™” . . . ) B A
-~ But: Mr. Eden*s disélaimer - was not jvery strong, and -
‘it did not alter the fact that the most powerful section .
of British capitalism are afraid of an American. dowin- -
ation of- the Continent. To be sure, the American capit-
alists :attempt to disguisestheir policy as a defence. of the
rights of all the small nations of Earope, and recoil in.
_ “‘horror” at .the thought of Russia’s frontier being ex-
onded at-the -eXpense of ‘Poland, ‘the Baltic - States, -
Rumania, etc. The “New York - ‘Times’”; in -a highly -
eritical Fditerial, sai: T . . . - TR,
“ American - epinion will. not look favourably on. any .
- proposal_to.put - the small nationd of Yurope on the -
* guetion :block -in: order, td purchase Russian confidence:
“and co-operation .. . . Appeasement of Russia 18 1o’
~more likely to succeed -than appeasement of Hitler.”
’l’zhe general - scheine of the . international manoeuvres
“begins to‘enterge. ~Stalin -has assured the British im-
perialists. that ke is'a safe ally by his struggle against-the .
Tevolution throughout the world, -and not least by his:

‘cynical ~Massacre of the entire revolutionary leadership i Rusgia, .

" guislingism.’
" The. differences

; iees “have “their rootsm the oppééh;g; inter:
ests of British and .

riean impetinlism’ ip Burope, and’

ifference in.-strength -bebween the two. powers.

It ‘is. the.tirn of British—und American~—imperialisin
to assure: Stalin -of ‘their sincerity by ‘guaranteeing .the.
sacrecdness of Russia’s extended: frontiers: - British “Tod-
~ perinlism, for its own reasens, /is ready. ‘to, do .this.
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_American_impenialism is not: . To ‘accept these frontiers
would only be part of a general acceptance of Anglo-
- Russign domination of Europe. B So Washington “comes
out. againgt this scheme with a defenve of ‘the principles
of the Atlantic Charter! This only means. that. Washing-

‘ton is deterininéd to. impose its own regime on-Europe,

. From'" assuring Russia; British imperialisin has now. to
turh to assuring America.. The “Fimes’ tries to smoath
_things over by pointing cut that, its. policy - ‘‘does mot
involve a balancuig of Britain's friendship with -Russia
against Britain's friendship with the United. States.”

Professor Carr amphifiés the matter in his book. He indi- -
* cates that, after gli, Russia iy not'so very*dangerously .

- gtrong:

“Fust.as- there ‘was a:tendency before June 1941 o

", “underestimate her. (Russia’s) - military. capacity, so there

may- he a danger of cxaggerating. it’in "the closing
© stages.of the war.  Fifty years-hence Russia may haye
beéome . a' great induastrial Power. But at present,
Russian * industrial “devélopment judged™ by~ Western

skilted: ind#istrial nian-powsr in the Western. sense of

tory remains to be- proved.'’ . I

" But although this may reassiire British imperialism;
it ‘has little “efféct on ‘the other side of" the. Atlantic.
For it still leaves Wall Street- out in the cold so far
ds the Eurepean sphere of influence is concerned. £
- Further ‘warnings are conveyed by Carr, He

nlarges

on ‘the dangers-of a- policy. of smashing  up. Germany’s -

“industrial machine,. as American imperialism. has so. often
threatened to-do.” “Kurope,”” he says, “‘cannot maintain,
«_much less increase—her present standard of lLiving
without German productive power .
" to weaken Germany economically without' producing a
serious scthack. to the prosperity of Europe as a whole.”

" This. is by.no means an example -of  dny heartfelt ~

‘voncern on theé-part of Prgfessor Carr or British imper-
jalism for the poverty-stricken masses of Eurepe. ‘It
> .is an-appréciation of the fact that the deéstruction of
Germany’s industry would carry with it 4 triple menace
~“for ‘British imperialism. - First; - by - lowering. Europe’s.

.. ,-standard of living still further it would ‘bring about the

. danger of Continent-wide revolution.- Secondly, it would
leave Russia. relatively too powerful on-the Continent.

"7 Thirdly, it would in' large measure destroy Europe's value -

..as a market. -For “an agriciltural' or semi-agricultural:
Europe could not absorb a fraction of what an. industrial

Europe c¢an absorb in -the way of imports from Britain,

And. in ‘any case such a destraction would imply -a
permanent occupation .of both Germany -and -Europe by
Allied forces.
might sucteed for a limited -time, owing to- America’s

- ‘strength, in keeping ¥urope in subjection—but it would

" he- American -imperialism _that would derive what benefit
- there was, not British imperialism. ™ And if the troops
- were -British, “then- the occupation would jtust not -be
.- possible. Carr states the matter mildly when ‘he says
‘that--“nothing - is more . certain than that the British

- people would be unwilling; "if indeed they were able,
" to “wndertake -responsibilities . involving a permanent

‘British military occupation of Germany and permanent .

After -

. British- control- of the.German administration:”

the " last ‘war the British froops of-occupation in the
“Rhineland  gave so: much of their own food ellowance to
“the starving womer and children of-Germany that their
* . health hepan to suffer and the ‘Army chiefs had to de-
“mand that the Government should raise the blockade.
But if it is fatal for ‘British’ imperialism to have Ger-
“many’s industry destroyed, it is equdlly fatal to leave

» ¢ a place in the world by etbowing its way into the pesitions

" already occupied by Britain. And it can only carry out
‘its ‘“‘elbowing’ by means of a third world war.. The

s

standards -is still' limited; Russia 15’ relatively weak in .

... Tt is ‘not possible -

Tf these were . Awerican, they certainly -

it ‘intact:~ For that swiftly ‘growing giant canonly find .

"Pfofessq;’s new balance Qf DOWEF,

, with Tussia taking the
place of France could no-more prevent this than-did the

- old-balance of power. Indeed the working.out of the:

. some -stability -were. ‘possiblé - after  the - war,
.industrial development . would rave ahead at a pace.that

contradictions of the new-balance would:-be ‘a ‘thougand -
times stormier than that of theold.” For, assuming that
UsSia s

- would shock the-iniperialists of “Britain-and force Fhem
“not only tu refrain from- destroying Gorman . industry

~

~“but to help:to build it up.

), And “between - these two -
swiftly revolving ‘millstones British interests in Furope

“would ,be’ ground exceeding sinall.

Meantime, desperate efforsy ure being. made t.o‘.{i'-x'ui a

_gcomrmn denominator of Allidd poticy in. Burope. - Hden :

" has pai

the ferm; her capacity for sustained military action °
beyond the limits of Russian or former Russian. terri- & ! [ i ) md is
“the fact that all the ‘“AMiés’’ :are vpposed to-the Revel- -

d’ aspécial visit® to the United: States and :
biick- enpty handed. “Stalin ‘has edlled Litvinov bick to

~.‘Moscow,; and has re-einphasised his: déand for:the ex-.

tended frontifs.. The diplomatic break -has’ taken: place
bétween Russi and "the Sikgreki. Govermment.: 1t s
clear that Litvinov's departure is hot: unrelated to Hden)s ..

failure to sédure  America’s agreément ‘to “Anglo-Soviet - L F

plans.  Stalin is making -efforts to ferce 4 decision. in

his favour. . v~ =7 K AR .
The “only- common. denioninatoer: that- ¢can bé -found is

ution in Europe. - Nothing more positive can be achieved,

“All of themn are interésted in Europe only for the satis- -

‘faction “of. their -own - inberests, -und ‘these interests are .-

- .mutually- antagonistic. Thy cahmot afford: to; 'h&llg 101:_ SRR
Front

cacli other’s interests in Kurope; herice:no Second

“to ‘emable’ Russia ‘to me#teh into: the disputed border. * .
regions;. hetice no promise by Amériea to-agree tosthese

tegions being -incorporated "in. the U.S.S:R.- A - joiut -
Anglo-Soviet domination of* Burope might work “for a °
Timited -pericd. ‘But an Anglo-Seviet- American ‘domin- -

.ation. is beyorid- the bounds of -possibility,  America will
ilnpose her -.own terms- if- ‘'she-‘comes .iir. )
" apply no matter, what. temporary promises or paces ‘the - -
S U.S. may make with the Soviet Union. And the Amer-

.ican plan for Furope not oily glashes .with those of -

. Britain . 'and Russia but -~ dlso olashes "with the: very

- -povsibility of putting it into :action. Jf it were -only &

quéstion of occupying and holding-down Europe. the task’

woutld - be “‘grandoise -and- difficalt -emisgh: ' But the rest

- of the world” will present to' America in one degree or

another - pre¢isely the. probleins with * which Europe *is -
presenting. her.” And- Anlerican -imperiajism- will: be
forced to. attetpt the’ same’sort” of action agamst the .
rdst’ of the world as against: Kurope,: Not even mighty
America can hold down  the millions of Eurepe, Asia,

- Africa~-and - América. What ‘are these pioblems? - Some

. of thém have been stated so. clearly and so dramatically.

" powers -of thought, thougl ts impljeations

by Walter Elliot in an article in ‘“The Times” that no.

. apology 1s tieeded foi -quoting “him -at length:

““The .problem is this. The .non-industrialised_sworld -

iy dbout to° embark upor the industriul revofution, - .

* though whether it iy wise to do this is. another matter
. . . The industrial -revolutien is. going to spread all *

' ‘Q}v(,ar-the world, like, it ‘or not. Tt.is impossible for one - -

portion. of ‘the planet to:take a mortgago. om the rest
for. showing it the way how” The forces are too big.
We are about:to withess, for. instaumce,. the greatest
exodus from the countiy to.the town that . has :ever -
" been seen—for this is Asia - moving: This will he Africa -
moving. A far higher ‘percentage of the world’s popu-
lation 1s engaged ‘upon’ agrieulture than iz megessary . =
to sustain it; and .the world is beginning to find. this
- out. Imagine 60 pér:cent of India im cities. Or, if
that is teo distant.and unlikely, riot o say appalling,
‘imagine 60 per cent. -of China . in- cifies—industrial
cities. * Or. if .even that seems foo iinlikely, though it -
" 19 on the maréh now,<imagihe 60 per cent. of Russia | -
< in cifiey, It is pot a very gredt demand upon epe’s
ape. oo
d: off, :to -

- The tap of all this pewer, to turn on

“come. S

And this will




control: and direct, s for the froment in the hands of
the Western demogtacies, which,. for practical :purposes,
mieans Britain and America. “Tt'is a respornsibility -and
a strain quite large-énough ‘40 engross the attention
“of all who will have-the time for/it. - Tet the Keynes
and the Morgenthau plans.have dué time: and attention
but no more. - Fof there are other problems, urgent
and rearing, and their proportionate deniand upon our -

power of -work -and thought.is many_times as great.”’ -

.. Walter Elliot, like the whole breed of tapitalist. states-
o men, - is. uneasy hefore the gigantic stirrings ~that are
taking place throughout the- world. - They are afraid not
.just of thé indnstrialisation. of the -bgckward continents.
but of the implitatians of. that process. - For who will.
carry it out?  Against whom -will it be. carried ‘out? By
what methods will it'be carried out? Jmperialism.-knows

well that the only force in~these great areas capable of

beating. out- & path to - modern industrial civilisation is
the industrial proletariat; that their method will be the
method. of the Octobet- Revolution; that their allics will
be the millions: of poor peasants;. that- their struggle
will - be. aimed against - foreign’ imperialism and mative
capttatism. - The British capitalists know this.. They
know how India will -move, how China will mceve, bow’
) . Afriea will move. But many «f them are mad’ enough
T to imagine that they can prevent Asia- moving, prevent
Africa- moving-—and at the .same fime. plunge Burop:
hack to a state resembling that of the backward con- -
tinents and hold its masses of workers.and peasants in
subjection. - * : . ' o

«. Europe’s proBlem differs from. that of the bacin\ﬁ_n‘dj v

“continents; In most of itg countries the “‘industrial
- completely, What is at issie is ‘ot so much the build-
_ving up of“industrial power as the feleasing of it: from
the shackles of :the nation states and of capitalist-control.
Millions .of - people. have to find a_ way of uging that.

penury -and. backwardness. _ L o

* Pre-Hitler Huropean tapitahsm built up and main-
© ~. -teined national boundaries which succeeded, not in build-

ing up economy, but in strangling it. Post-Hitler Euro-, -

> -

* -

=0 Ewvery crisis in society finds Jewry being used as‘a
-+ scapegoat by reaction. “The ¥ulnerability of "its position.

. madé the Jews an easy prey for every refictionary regime
.- _Bpain, Poland, CGzarist Russia, and mow Germany.
- ¢ In holding the Bermuda Conference Britain and fhe
. United States have brought the problem of Jewry into’,
. the arena of warld politics. ;

Conferepce haye not vet been made public, sufficient. has

heen  indicated by the spokesmen of both :Britain and

" America, b0 reveal in advance the futility of Jewly ex-

“pecting ~ succour from this assembly. Mr. Law, for

ritain, had proclaimed before the. Conference that not

. much was to:be expected from it. The Jews were warnod

* against ‘‘premature hapes.”’ "~ The difficulties of rendering

" assistanpe were: heavily stressed. ~ All.that was promised

W LN
' péan » oun
‘down-—but, the result has been, -not that economie pro-

economic
“is to march forward, the next

TFurope in a wgy that will release -economy

"no Jonger possible.

erty, slavery and degradation
- "And the task of hringing this
- the ‘Furopean antt the internitional proletariat.
. revolution’  has already been _accomplished—even if in- -

" heur; Stalin

industry to drag. themselves out' of the. dark pits* of - planned economy;

as minerities within other national states has co_nsitzin_tly :
" national; orginisation and discussion.”’

Although the results of the -

. from the sympathy of the -present Allied statesmen,:

Lgt, 1943,

capitalism has smashed most of these boundaries -
has: overflowed them, but only the black tide of
hackwardness, and pelitical reaction. Jf Euarope
step must be the smashing .
unification of . *
from all ifs

gress

of these mnational boundaries, and the

artificial réstrictions. - o : .

“Not only - Hitler, but. also the Britigh ‘and’ American
capitalists, know that 2. Burope.made up of a sories of -
independent or even ‘semi-indépendent nationdl states 3s |

. - Hitler's “nnification’” has been seen

in action.. An indication of the: British attitude was’
given by “Thé Times” when it said that, ‘“the small
nations may want to paddle their own cances, but hoace- -
forth they will have to do so in convoy.”. - What is at. .° -
issue in Hurope among the squabblirig bands ef capital- -
ists-is who is to control the. convoy. But ho atter
which band wins in the long yun, the direction i which"
the convoy sails will -be constant—toward intreasing pov-
for the mass of the people.

The only alternative to $his is a Europe whose economy - -
is planned as a single whole; .and planned ‘on the basis -

of “socinlised property freed from. national boundaries.’ .
ahout i the task both- of

- The syualid-details of present-day” capitalist and Stal- . -
inist diplomatic manoenvres are: working themselves out

in accordance. with their own laws and the relationship

of forces between the “‘Allies™. In the future all sort
of  permutations- and cembinations "are: possible on”this. - :
road. . American inperialismi may dominate . Enropé by
open force; the Anglo-Soviet balance may have its brief -
in ‘desperation, may engage in further -
flirtations with Hitler. -But nob one of all the possibil- ..~
ities of ‘‘Allied” . intrigue  can “solve either . Europe’s -
“internal’’ prpblem—that is, the dchiievement of a unified - -
or its ‘‘external’’ problem:i-thatis, --
‘the ‘co-ordination - of that planned egonomy with world. -
economy as a whole, " Only the Buropean’ workers ‘in
(;%n,junction sith the . world .proletarfat can accomplish ,
these tasks. |- /e o o : P

Y . . ' - ]
: : e L

' The Lefe Wing Zionists and
~ the Fourth International -

" By ROSE CARSON. . . =

. *Where joint action may be possible, we nmay. hope
to "lay. the foundations for -such -action . . . Wesmay |
be able to work out tentatively some biisis for .wider
intérrational duscussion with- a view to wider inter-

- Y

- Corncretely;  this ‘means yet another, canférend, and g

Robert -Waithman,
respondent, . writes: R .
{’Phe impression here is, that a number of cautious -
~gentlemen. have conducted a series ¢f formal meetings .
in an atmosphere, defined in advance with the aid of -
gach cliches as ‘exploratory conversations and the’
formulation of preliminary propoesals’.”. = i
From this it can:be seen that nothing is %0

“News Chronicle” Washington- cor-

be e)épe,cﬁ_ed

t‘.) .

which Jewry is looking -fer help.. = : T
Buat the brutal Nazi persecution: of the Jews, the re-

lentless slaughter and inhuman torttres perpetrated upon

- 5
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" helpless Jewry, and Hitler's threat. to . annihilate the

. majority of the race.in Europe poses the gquestion once
. and -for -all, "of a real- solution Eefore ‘the workers and’ -

*- Perror -and’ more “intensffied’ terror.
* Jewry is Hitler’s horrible example to Burape, ~ The Nazis’

.

intellectuals’ of all sections 6f the Zionist movemient. -
* Hashomer Hatzair, the extreme left wing of the Zion-
ist' movement; which was, until the present catastrophic
period, the hope of Jewish socialist. militants, has failed

- . together with the rest of Zionism, to .nnderstand and -
" develop a real programme for the solution’of the Jewish

problem. The systematic destruction.of Jewry is. not .

, -~ Merely the result of bldod lust and insanity: it is rather.

the calculated example by which Hitler hopes to stun -
and terrorise the conqueréd peoples of Furope. ~ It is a
continiiation of the dame method arnd pelicy by which
Hitler succeeded in Germany. The resistanée of Russia

.and the peoples of Europe, the. growing strength .of the -

Allied iniperialists, “have shown the hollow mockery of

. Hitler’s boasts of a thousand years of the New Order. -

Hitler knows only one method to stave off disaster: .
The. treatment of
thoice of the Jewish race. lies primarily in expediency

rather’ than any special hatred for the race, Not only

ha¥’. Hashomer Hatziar failed Ao understand ' Hitler’s -
" mptive; it-has failed also. to show the Jewish millions the,

way out of Ithei‘r"oppression'. . -
HASHOMER HATZAIR'S 'DIFFERENCES WITH
THE_FOURTH_INTERNATIONAL

Two claims are repeatedly made by Hashomer Ha;tznir.‘: i
. One: they are -Marxists, and two: they fully comcur

with anyone who says that the ultimate solution to ‘the

~ Jewish question lies in the gocialist. society.

- Tt is necessary; however, to examihe. Hashomer Hakt-
zair’s ideas and methods in order, either to snbstantiate
-the-above claims,. or refute.them. .= . o .
The main and mogt oft repeated criticisni -by Hashomer
the following: manner: . o :
O wiewirg ' the policy of the Nourth -International
. o our question, we ‘have never found, an honest_at-
tempt . to. formulate a transitional programme for the
‘Jewish-masses, based upon their specific: situation. .

Fr,om the above the following conclusions must be drawn:

Hatzair of the Fourth International is ysually voiced in-

“that Hashomer Hatzair regards the Jewish question as -
a,-special problem quite apart from the. problems facirfy
the international proletariat; that this. special: problem’ -

demands ‘a specific  transitional programme. for Jewry;
and that this problem: can be solved prior to, and. in-
dépendently of, the. problems of society.as = whole. In
order to establish whether these conclusions. are: corréct, -

-3t 18" necessary to restate, however hriefly, the history .
~and development of modern Jewry.., - R
During -feudal: times, and*even durihg the . earliest

period of capitalism, Jews were: herded  into ghettoes -
and pormitted only certain - functions within -Soclety.
‘These were: trading, finance and non-guild bhandicrafts.
Their.rigid exclusion from the craft guilds, their common’

‘economic status and lack of civil rights prevented them.

from Integrating.into society at large, thus forcing them
te remain & caste:, While possessing common customs,
religion and even']a.ngllage {Yiddish), they could not
form 4 self-eontained nationsl unit with class formations,

- but became of necessity, minorities within other national

sociéties. © Tn.its' early progressive stage; capitalism

‘liberated the Jew from the Ghetto, and permitted him, -

"to enter’ commerce. and' the consumer industries, (where

Jews ate to be found primarily today) in all class layers
* ——workers, petty boureois and big bourgeois. - )

‘Owing to the uneven - development of capitali,sm,r in

- Eastern Europe,.evén this jnfiltration inte the life. of
- society, was impossible. . Consequently the Jews there
" 'were. less emaiicipated and retained ‘their caste status -

and . quasi-national characteristics to .a_greater dégree
‘than elsewhere, . In the decline of capitalism, we see. the

. Ghetto.- He is not permitted any. function'in socigg;y ;

' colonial slaves in India and elsewhere,

process reversed. ‘The Jéw - is forced back. into ‘the’

he is the scapegoat—_signifying capitalist society’s inabil-

ity to solve its organic. problems—and finally,  he is :

threatened with extermination, . - - . o
From. the above it is cleat that..the  economic, social

" and .political developmerit of the ‘Jews has been -part ot

the general- development of modern s__opletg‘-—qpppr’t_,umty_
dnd rights in the era of rising capitalism; restrietion of
rights and persecution; and finally threats of extermin-
ation in the period of the decling of capitalism,. ="
Even ‘a bigoted Zionist cannot- but agree, ‘that. the
conditions’ of the people as a wholeé are mnot so very
‘different from this, The smiashing of the working class

organisations, loss oftrights,the threats of mass exter- . - "

mination by war, civiLwar, and famihe: these are general .
to Jewish and non-Jewish tnasses, ~even. though theé- )
problems are sharper and. more ‘personal to the Jews, - °
who are more vulnerable tp persecution as prinorities. - .

Thé . repression and.persécution of the Jewish niisses,
handicraftsmen. and middle c¢lass elemeénts of Eastern

"Europe, in the latter half of the last century, drove thet j

leading intellectuals to find a. solution for. their plight.-

Y1The best of. these intellectuals turned.to Socialism and

played and still play, an outstanding role in the working
class' movement. ' The idea. of ‘‘territorialism’ ,fonlnd,
expression, -however, “among another -section of Jewish -
intellectuals.: This idea gave rise to all kinds of fantastic
schemes and reactionary utopids.. Baron ﬂirSol:l with ‘his.
Angola project, and Baron Rothschild with his scheme
for Uganda, first_gave concrete expression to territorisl- -
ism, Eventually, Dr. Theodore Herzl amalgamated the
various tendencies -into one political movement: modern
Zionism. foT T W . - "
After the last 'war, Zionjsm seized its oppertunity of
demanding a Jewish national home in Palestine through -

Dr. -Chaim ‘Weitzmann' as its reward for financialand -~ ~
-military” service rendered. to British imperialisni dulflng» .

the last war.. . ) ] o
A -Jewish state surrounded by a hostile Arah world,"
would be forced to look to 'Britain for protection. Such
an outpost in the Near East was essential to the British .
Empire, guite apart from its value for trade and invest-" -
ment: In the Balfour Declaration-of 1917, British Im-*

_perialism promised the Jews_ a mnational home in Pales-.

tine, - In 1922 the League of Nations granted a mandate
to Britain—and from then onwards Zionism becamie part’
and parcel of British ‘Imperial polcy. - Ce

-

As soon as‘it beeame clear to the native pbpﬁlatio‘n that

-a Jewish state signified a Jewish majority, based upon

British bayonets, there was an ‘immediate . onthreak of ©
struggle which culminated in open warfare for nearly
three years. (1936:1939). British imperialism resorted to
aerialfhombardment, - razing’ -villages, collective fines,
martial law, concentration camps—togéther with brib- -

“ery; intrigue and corruption, such as is constantly em-

rialists .to° subdue her,
Al these meas-
ures, however, failed to subdue the ATab people in- their
strnggle for national liberation. = Fifally, in drder to-
avoid arousing sympathetic action from the entire Arab
world, ,Britain' was. forced to fhake conecessions to the
Arabs, : co : AR Coe
Partition was offgréd, but was unanimously irejected'by

ployed by. Britain as all other im

" both Jews and Arabs. After various other attempts to

arrive at a -compromise, the Woodhead . Commission of.
1939 was set.up, and on'the basis of its report, Britan
decldred a new policy. The mandate was-“modified’’. and

.@ ‘“‘new interpretation’’ was given.to the Balfour Declar-

ation. The concrete result. of this was that the immi- .
gration of the Jews' and” the.sale of Arab ladd was
restricted, o L ) S o
. The growth of Jewish 'nationalism -is .of .course, a,
natural out¢ome and natural reaction to anti-Sernitism.
In general:the nationalism of ‘an oppressed people is

- recoguised by Marxists as pmg;essive. . But in the case

+




" side, since- it depends

“\inable to -assist in overthrowitt

" class struggle.

- federation of 1 ]
isb wtate-as part.of the British Empire.

" In the. first

T

I { Jewish natiopalism, Zionism has also’ its: reactionary
ince: i for. the realisation of its ams,,

upos. Britigh imperialisme. = 0 o0 R
- During, the: Atalr strnggles, the Zionists amply demon-

" - gtrated-the eactionaiy consequences of théir d;epgudence
including the .

- upon . British: Tmperialism.. - The -Zionjsts,

 This is-a.wanton distortion of the truth. ~The fact is, o
* oF course, that the Indian and Chinese movements, atbeit - - .
. dominated by treacherous bourgeois leadership, are based -

Labour Unien, Histraduth, and our ““Marxist’’ Hashomer

- Hatglar, supported the suppression of the Arabh national

strivggles by open scabbing and strike-breaking ‘of every
political, strike cdlled. by . the :Arabs in protest’ against

* i British. brytality, tmprisonment, martial law, ete..

A Bon-Iscael;-in ‘‘Whither Zionism”, states: -

¢t Thust e now -clegr. from all points. of view, 'tliat:'.

. this complicated - task -of transfopming “the abnormal

"~ Jewishlife into a hormal one . . . can_only be broight
Therefore international’,

about with: world assistance.
firancial: support is necessary.’’ ST
To. justify. the: estahlishment of the Jewish _na_.tmnal

" siate; Hashomer Hatzair states: S,
T Qnly. the ¢otonisation of Jewxy ~will permit: the
" development of a Jewish working _class and peasantry. .
' idn of such a proletariat and Peasantry makes

.-, The creation o _ v
" the. role: of Jewry arnormal-one:’’

. imperialist -oppression, whereds Zionisn cahnot struggle”

battle for the Tight of seff-determination of nations.”

‘on real existing social classes within real existing national ™
societies. . The emancipation: of the Tndian and Chinese
masses .depends upen “a. revelutionary: struggle, against -
against impenalisi since it 18 forced-to rety upon it for
its very Tealisation. For Zionism Ato};gtrugg]e against

" jmperialism, it"would be necessary to appeal to the Arab

: Zionist movement. would ‘have to- give up its first-aam: © -

" realises that :this' is unreal.

‘- From this we gather that the Jowish masses, being

. b i “the . bourgeoisie' of

* the particular conntry of. which: they. form_a. minerity,

theeir: first. task thevefore, st ‘be - to’ obtain, térritory;

segondly, to’creatd a national ‘hourgeoisie and proletariat;.
© thirdly to lead the latter to overthrow the_foriner. Such -
s Marxisnt @ la-Ziowism ! ~This 1% a>farcical caricature

of-the Marsist conception «of - thé. development- of the
Serionsty. to advocate. such a programme;.
believing that it will thake Tewry's role a normal ‘oné;

- _exposés’a'n;ntt'er' Inck -of anderstanding ‘of - the: }List_gqgical .

‘pocess. and the, nature of the ‘present period. i

Tn reality all that Zionism can signify is not a Jewish
national  home; not:a refuge for. persecuted Jows, not a- .
t{gopialist communes’”, but a Jewish capital- -

<

I Moreover, g,ail;ed
‘gt the expense of the Arab peoples. The idea of ‘buying

_century. 1§ is evident thab it Pulestine, a tiny stafe: is

" 4g. he -built up-economically o as to ‘créate.a proletariat
-~ capable of taking. power; it will have “to qompete_wlﬁh

B

“-states: -

. to Palestine. immediately ’ after

world, -which constitutes the majority in Palestine ‘and
the surrounding territory for a jomt struggle for inde-
penderice against imperralism.  To do this, the whole

a Jewish majority, - In: actual tact, Hashomer Hatzair
In - “Whither Zionism’’ we: "~
read: : D ' .

“The grandiose. plans of transferring millions of Jews
e “wasr are,
quently? nothing -but' an illusion: - We bave to make
constructive plans over, a long period:of vears, in-order -
‘both o absorb-in Palestine, and preserve in the Guloth . -
(exile).” - . .7 . L

This statement . clearly: reveals the futility of Palestine
offering - & _solutidn, to the Jewish .problem. = From the
foregoing it is obvions -that- Lenin’s diétum “The fate of

“thie Jews in every country is intrifsically bound up with~
" the fate of- the working class’). has been “amply borne

gub.  Common problems demand. a common Programme,

: Revelution. .. - .

such. & programame can only he. the -Transitional - Pro-
-gramme_of -the. Fonrth International and the Sociabst
. HASHOMER HATIAIR’S ALTERNATIVE.

Hashomer Hatzair claims to conduct a genuine, str_ugglé

“against bourgeois Zionisni and presents its programine

" attitude’’.
lgnd, of acquiring empty spaces on a ‘scale commensurate ‘
with the problem, s completely. fantastic in the fwentieth #

the great imperialist . powers, and this- on ‘a. shrinking -

world market. - Since. these great powers are ab “the

morment engaged in the most ‘destructive war . in bistory -

‘for a redivision of this market, it follows that Palestine
cannot Kope to-take part in such. a_ scramble. independ-

~ “ently,. but -must of necessity; ‘heécome a pawn within the

- opbit - of: ozte or other imperialist power. . = . .
" Palestinie. earinote hope-io escape ‘the world :i_%ﬂrlca-l :
ls to.:
acceniplish. the social revolution, -then inevitably fascism

.. pracesy:./if the: irternational - world. . proletariat.

will trhwnph. - The Ge man --debacle : will.-be re-éhacted

" thronghout the: entire world, and “Palestine;* being part

of > this: sphere, nnist ‘inevitably. suffer:a like fate. . '~

_Z1ONISM'S- DIFFEF ENCES WITH BRITISH

ism," ‘‘Hashomer’ Hatkziar'' states:

“THegal emigrations'orgagmsed"hy -Z\ionism: is pmdf '
;. that Zionisme.is. actively fighting against British. Im-:

“perialism.’? .

‘Saeondly, weé characterise Zignism; on its general political
charaifer. 7 s
diversity ‘of interests or serious opposition.

S iOmr stritggle 1S part “of ‘the same struggle’ which
- “thé Chihese-and: Indiah ‘hasses ‘wage today dgdinst the

B - foroes:of Imperialisn,- Qur struggle is -the  socialist -

To p_rdve thiat Zionism s not a tool'oi'; 'Brifish Tmperial--

: , Hlace, ¢ muist . be_ understood that these.
“ittega} immigrations are necessarily on a very small scale..

as a Marxist alternative. -Hashomer Hatzair criticises
the Fourth International for its ‘‘nnreal approach’ to
Jewish prub{efns‘ and . for “its lack of .a: “‘eongtrictive
Tt is. necessary to analyse ‘Hashomer Hatzair's

- %rogrammatic cantribution to-the solution of the problem.

he  Edjtorial -of - ‘“Hashomier Hatzair” of Fehruary

“We as ‘Jows and socialists will' take ‘revenge for
this slaughter of ‘our people by the creation of a‘new .
#ife. through Chulutzuth.” = . o
Through - this. Chalutz movement,” (this’is, the Pionser’
Movemernit),” Hashemer Hatzair will create a* new life!

 Since thé Chalatzim are mainly farmers, this. means that

-Hashomer Hatasair believes that by training a number
: , | Capitalism .
_has braught. mankind ‘to an .impasse -in the present im- .
. perialist. “the '

of farmers it can solve. the .Jewish problem.

slaughter. which engulfs the whole world. It
wipes out the populations of immense areas and “effects. -
the masses. of every race and creed. - This situation can

only be.solved by socialist reyolution and. emancipation
of all the gppre‘ss'edtpeoples. - In ' such a situation Hash-
ome Hatzair offers’ not tested and trained Tevolutionaries

“walded under the banner of revolutionary socialism, but

.~ . 4 few farmers'. - Farmers; moreoyer ‘who have very
little possibility of evel tilﬁng,,_ the soil of Palestine. To..’

“such absurdity, Hashomer Hatzair has the ‘temerity to

Friction on fwinor points is na: indication of -
: ‘ i -The editorial -
. of “Hashomer - Hatzair’!’ February 1943, states:

prefix ‘Marxism’ and a “‘real approach’?,

. The reactionary character of this wtopian programme
is properly seen if it is thken in conjunction with the -
Bi-national state which.is yisualised. by’ the Hashomer '
Fatzair, - In ‘Whither Britain’’'A. Ben Israél has ‘this

o say: .

. ““Firgt our_ political "programme is ahove ‘all, baged -
upon the right of Jewish mumigratien into Palestine.
Our claim in_commeon with all Zienist§, is. to see the
.- majority - of the Jewish people in Fretz Israel.’ :
A;ud‘.f&r;hef!;,_, zlu;t o S .
B be: is “historically -linked wp with Palestine—
whether-the. Atibs like- this or not,” and we- therefore

J

s

conge-. °
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- policy . with.. revolutionary sounding phrases’ with the

. Teft cover,.the Hashomer Hatzair:
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can-have me compromise on this. question.”

In actual fact the world Zionist Congress _detiands 4

“commonwealth based npon British imperialist’ bayonets,

and. Hashomer Hatzair demands a Jewish majoertty with.

spfeguards for “the Arabs’ based wupon an International

’ Commissﬁn.; There is merely a difference in.forranlation,
at ‘Hashomer . Fiatzair cover. its .reactienary

‘object; of  attracting the left socialist thinking JFewish
Fouth:' e T ‘ :

All the idealist elaptrap. written . and spokey by the

. Zionist. theorists and apologists - has béen colnpletely

“exposed by the economic development of Palestine.. The

Jewish state which was to have heen so different, the.

ideals of ‘‘righteousness”. and ‘‘Gustice’’ learnsd i the
hard  school of - experience has- heen - exposed  in. all. its
threadbdre poverty: !
Ruthenberg Electrical Scheme, the Dead Sea Conoessions

- Yo the LO.I. are but.a few of the large. seale capital

investments. in 'Pglestinej,. Palestine. has Jreen developed

" in-the same oldcapitalistic way. - Speculation in land,

over capitalisation, extremes of poverty and wealth;-the
same greed, the same exploitation of the national popu-
lation, the same use of the dispossessed peasants, as a
-source of cheap labour. " There "is ne ‘‘difference’, o

~‘&ighteousness’™,  nor ‘can there - be

A false/'perépectivé-»“;mﬂ{a 'f:tlse'poliby. fait ffoﬁl' 'assisltv-v

~ing Jewry, can only help reaction. The Jewish. youth
cmust turn away. from the bhind alley of Zionism and its

: They must learn to
understand. and - see: dhie “Special Jewish question’’ “as

“.part of the general crisis of imperialist capitalism..

.. In'Britain and in the other ‘‘demoeracies’’. there is a
- widespread sympathy for the Ruropean Jews who ‘suffer

under. the ninrderous. regime of Hitlér. "But despite this .-

'

- Europe
. | Ei’)ﬁ‘()ﬁ’ g N OTE; ’Con'ti: »

national guestion in Burope.

The ‘terrible oppression to which"the peoples of the
occupred -countries are subject has naturally. led. some
‘very serlous. comvades. to propose that.the &logan . of

" -national liberation be adopted for all:countries in Europe

now under the heel of German “imperialism. = A’ close

‘study ‘of ‘the  connotation of the. slogan and: of 'all the -

factors involved in the present European. situation is

necessary hefore - deeiding whether to accept or reject
the :proposal. ) R - ‘

Now that a victory»fdi‘ Hitlér amipéars:much less likely.

- than:it did'a vear or so ago, whén a few ‘comrades . pre- -

sented the <“Threée Theses™ (published in the December
1942 issue of “Fourth International”), it may be argned”
that the ‘question rieed no lomger be .discussed. * This

. argument 38’ not” at all. convincing:  Tor,, in_ the first
' ‘place, "the same preblem ‘may arise with -the occupation

-of ‘Enrope by the forces of the Allies and, in the sccond’

place, the proposal involves a question ‘which, since. it

has. been raised; -should be discussed for, the 7sake of

" theoretical ‘clarity;

..

The Trag 'Petrolelim.,ﬂorgpany,. the -

nuing the distussion on. the :

fact, anti-semitism, farfrom diminishing, is growing |-
among the reactionary sections: of the capitalist and -

‘middle class and. even: backward sections pf-the warkers.

But the next period will not be.one' of inCreasing reaction-
ary measures against the Jews.. Tf will ‘be a period- of..’

_civil 'wars and- secialist  revotutions:. ‘Only those  whe do

+not and -will- not think ‘can close thewr ‘eyes to: ‘the.
"inévitable _progreesive 'réyolutidnary’ movements which

will sweep Eurepé: and - shake. capitalist Britain and the

- capitalist world. to its foundations. -

Headed by the workilg class, all who are progressive

in_the miass of the populiations will march forward and

solve.the common task: the Socialist Revolution.

. Without' & revolutionary perspective, withont a revolu- -
tidnagy ‘programme: and without. a- revolutionary party -
to teach ‘and lead this forward.march of the masses, the ;
revolptions: will he -defeated. singly and: collectively and’

followed. by disoriéntation and apathy. In such an event

‘the. “‘Black. Hundreds” "of imperialist reaction  will rise
again. Military dictatorships and vicious fascist regimes
-will. become thé deminant form of capitalist’ government.

Fven in the present day. “democratic’” metropslitan
- cenfres in Britain. and. the T.8.A., ‘anti-semitism - will

hecome part of the 'reactionary cement. The furbher
enslavenient-of the Jews ang passibly. their .almost tobx
annihilation, are- the inevitable outdome, of such a per-
spective. " All the programmes. of reformism will e torn
to'shreds in the coming battles, .. - "~ . .
- Serious ‘Jewish. youths will: not tobeggan. down the hill
with closed eyes behind the banners of, decadent and‘nan- .
_Jewish -reformism. They must base themselves on the: .
perspective .of revolution:and turn to the Fourth: Inter-:
hatienal, . whose programme, the Unitéd Sovialist States

" of Europe alone -can tear ‘mankind. from. the path of

destraction. . Ouly on this road lies. the solution. to the
Jewish: problem. - . T T .

t

e National Question in

By M\ MORRISON -~

» Alfp}&rties adheriné to of sympathetic with sthe Fourth S

International have as part of their: programme the.right.

- of all nations to self-détermination. . This principle of < °

the right -offinations to gelf-determination is of eourse °
also applicable t6 imperialist” countries .that. ‘haive: beer -

“defeated. and ‘occupied. by - Hitlers  army—France,:. for

instance.” France is now in’ the category of oppressed’

‘pations. It must be understood, however, that recog-

nition of the, right. of France 1o national freedom does
not mean that revolutionary Marxists wonld support -
the war carried on by any, section’ of the. French ruling

- class against: Germany. - When the war hegan #  was -

imperialist in charaeier and the defeat of .ons of “the

- imperialist nations. does not alter’ the character of .the

war, [

Tn the Tight of the fact that we accept the principles
of independence of nations and the right of self-deter-.-
mination; it musg be assimed that those in.our movement

who now propose the slogan of natienal liberation for the -, --

occupied : countries mean something more than. g e .mere .

recognition of these principles.. The slogan ‘of national

liberation is raised. by us in China, in India and in other = -
colonial and 'semi-colonial - countries. It must bé as. . e

»

] A




" sumed that the comrades who propase the raising of the.
slogan -for -European. countries “mean that we apply it
in the same. way in these countries as weé “do in China
" and India.. This is not -explicitly. statéd either by .the

" authors of the ‘“FThree Thesés”’ or by Marc Toris in his '
September and. November 1942 issues
Tt s ‘almost. certain that -
Tt is"mob -
50 certain .as far ag the articles of Loris aréconcerned -

. articles. in the’ :
. . . of “Pourth International”. 1
“ such is. the case. with the ‘“Three Theses:'’

_and therein lies onc of their ambiguities, L
Whenever Marxists have adyanced the slogan of
national liberation it has heen upder circumstances where
they were willing to. support a
‘even when it was under bourgeois leadership. < In -China
- we support the-struggle for national liberation againgt.

- JapaneRe imperialism in spite of the fact that:it is under ;"

the leadership  of .Chiang Kai- hek . representing .'the
Chinese capitalists ‘and. murderer-of ‘tens - of thousands
_ of tevolutionary workers: Tu India - we : suppord the
. struggle . for national independengs
" perialism regardless ‘of -the- fact that
geois leadership. ' .True,
that leadership and we ‘give ~it
Nevertheléss we support. the struggle. -

" Our suppert. of ‘such struggles is based.on “the pro-

position thit the struggle of colonial and senticolonial

.

"+ eountries for and achievement of independence wenkens -

-7 the imperidlist system and furthers the growth of the-
.. " productive forces of the oppressed-nations. In: addition,
national ~freedom . is a. democratic demand and any .

- .struggle for national freedom is- one which Marxists are

- in -duty bound to support even though it is . led by,

" capitalist elements. ~At all timies, “socialism must. stand
oppressed masses and nations. . i1
‘Were we. to adopt the slogan of national hiheration for '
~the occupied eountries of Burope, consistency would de-
‘inand.that we pursue the same course in these countries
as in China and India, that is, that we support the

“steuggle for independence even if led by representatives -

+ of capitalism. . Assuredly;-encugh quotations ¢an be found
in the writings of Lenin to show-that when a nation is-

“..subject nation and to, support such, a struggle .even:if

] under the leadership of hourgeois .elements. - But it is
.. - - quite elementary for all, Marxists that -to solve a new
probletn. it is not at all sufficient to guote WMarx or Lenin’
-or Trotsky. What is necessary s to nse . the method
that our .t

.- crete-and analyse all the factors of a given situation.

THE CENTRAL FACT IN EUROPE: THE WAR

- The central Mactor in the.-Ellfopean_ situation at the

.ot AnglofAmeric'an imperialism is to control Europe and
- the- coleniial” world. = Revolutionary Marxists -refuse to
_support either one of the imperialist camps. They refuse
“to -support . the. ‘governments of the - small’ European.

nations invaded by  German imperialism, Not because
. the governments of theseé ‘small nations ‘represent a class
- whose interests. are inextricably tied wp with the inter-
| -ests of the big .imperialist powers, Had -Germany’s’
" invasion &f any small countrv.been independent of the
..~ imperialist conflict all revoluttionary Markists would have
wone to the defence of the small nation. .But ‘it is
impossible to separate ‘the current gtruggle of the small
nations of Europe from the imperialist conflict and be--

P op

struggle fof independence

-againgt” Bratish im- .

it is: under bour-.
we - distinguish ‘ourselves from .-
no’  political- support.. -

out.as the champion of freedom and.democracy for the®

inder ‘the heel of an oppressor, ;revolutionary Marxists .~
_are obligated to struggle for the independence of . the -

seachers -used, that is.. to:start from.the con- .

_présent mothent is that an imperialist wav is still raging -
" in fhe world to determire-whether German imperialism’

" . cause we refuse t0 be’ jnvolved. in this conflict we_ refrain -
. from giving support to tite small nations-of Furope, * .~

- thiat is, the sénse in which
it is ‘difficult to' see how

“agamst | ;- even
‘allied with Anglo;American imperialism? "

-present, have given to

-
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"If we retain-the meaning ‘that - Marsists, up to the = ..

the slogan of national liberation, .
Wwe use it in China and India, - -
its adoption_would. not. ‘entail’
supporting those sections of,;the‘]aoq_r'geofsie of the oeccu="
pied - countries: who are participating n the struggle :
against the German occupation. But the struggle of the
bourgeoisie of the small nations of Eurape, at the present

time, is part and parcel of “the imperialist. conflich. . Tn™§ .

effect, “then, to adopt the. slogan of “national Hberation :

O

" ag an independent slogan, retanng its historic. meaning,-

would mean to change. our course and support the-small
nations of Europe in the imperiahst. conflict. I do not
think’ that anyone intends to propose such a change in
our .course. | - Co Vo Tt

v

"Are Wwe not, however, supp&ﬁt’ihﬁ the Chinesé, 's‘E?uggle~
apanese imperialism, ‘even thengh  China 187
‘We have ex-

. plained that our support of China.is predicated on ‘the <

-the small nations of Europe

fact that the Chinese struggle” in .its brigin was clearly.
one .against imperialism and that China’s formal alliance:

_with* the Anglo-American imperialism has not. as vet:

changed the essential character of its war. - Analvsing
all the factors in the war China is waging against Japan -
we_conclude-that’ it continues to he ‘independent .of .the
intperialist ‘war; <oing thie same thing. with reference to
Sgrope we conclude.that their war

continues to be part of the -impéria_list conflict:

“for- Eurape 'is similar ta

.and the small countries o
distinction made by Lusemburg, Radek’ and’ others. They . &
falsely held that-the slogan of self-determination i ap- -

" its adeption means,

When asked whether the slogan of national liberation -
i or analogous with the .same’
slogan- in China, comrade,
distinction between the. European
Phe digtinetion. which
must be recognised. at- the: present time . between China

. of . Turepe is not.the general

plicablg to European ‘countries,. The distinction T ipsist
upon is onme between a country ‘where the.struggle for
national likeration can be eonsidered as independent. of

the imperialist conflict and countries where ‘the -struggle

by. sections of the bourgesisie against German imperial-- - -

ism is inseparab]‘e;fmm'the imperia]'ist conflict. - )

T f the slogan of national lih'erafi(in medans to -fsuppo'r:ﬁ
a. struggle-even theugh led by bourgeois elements then
under present conditions-in Enrops,

%o support.a struggle which we refused to support when -

~Yugoslav ' govergunents at the time’ of

" Now that

1o come out with the slogan

‘clear from his articles.
questions  (published. in an Toternal Bulletin of the Nat. -

Hitler first invaded the ocenpied countries. Ts there any .-
sénse in refusing to support the Greel

) 'tg?e invasion ant
them after the countries have been occupied? -
_ the countries are occupied the. struggle pur-
sued by the fallen governments or their representatives
within the occupied countries is the same struggle. waged -
by’ them when their’ coyntries were invaded. Were we
of _national liberation it .
would appear as if we are nat willing to” defend: inde-.-
pendence befpie it is lost. but only to ‘regain-independence .
after it has been lost. T R ey

supporting

4

Tt may be contended that Lcrié. .atb ']eaéf, does, noi;‘

- mean to use the stogan of national liberation as justi-

fying support-to any struggle within the oceupied coun- -
tries fed by bourgeois elements, That is not at all
Tn “previons answers to written

joiinl Committee of the ‘Socialist. Workers Party) he -

. strongly im%]ied that support of the’ struggle led by

Mikhailovitch is possible. [ think ¢ has changed . his

mind on this guestion as he 'is -careful, in -his articles
written subsequently, to avoid saying anything implying

sueh support, .

Loris. went off bn s tangoent” -
ty show that Lenin criticised Rosa Tuxemhtirg and other *
- Marxists for naking a
- countries. and the eolonial world.

Norwegian or ..
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~ The Mikhailovitch exaniple shows how dangerous it
;!;]ouliil be to adopt ttl_le slo%fan of national liberation for

e European -countries. we support the struggle of
Chiang Kai-shek, why not that of ﬂ)i(;:hailoviteh ?gglt 50

" happens, however, that the latter is the minister of war

»-of the Yugoslay government in London and that the
‘war he is carrying on is only a centinuation of the war
which he waged at-the time of the invasion. Mikhailo-
witch is no worse than Chiang Kai-shek but the war led
by him cannot be ‘distinguished from the Imperialist war
‘while that led by Chiang Kai-shek is independent of the
imperialist conflict. )

L N.

It should not be concluded that it is impermissablé, ‘

under all circumstances, to support a struggle led by a
Mikhailovitch. Lenin mentioned the. possibility of the
. -politieal subjugation of all of Europe by some imperialist
- power, in which case the struggle for national liberation
would come om the order of the day.
victorious, it is quite possible that after a certain period
the struggle for national Jiberation would. even in
Europe, become the central struggle. with the revoln-

. tionary Marxists wholeheartedly supporting it.
But a definitive victory and the subjugation of Europe
is only -a historical possibility., It is as vet far from an
_actuality. It seems that the -authors of the ~~Three
Theses’’ as’ well as comrade Loris, when proposing the
adoption of the slogan of natjonal liberation -for the
occupied Furopean countries, could .only have done so
by assuming Hitler's yictory as definitive, Thex do noz
take into consideration the fact that the imperialist war
1s still going on. To ignore that factor is to ignore the

most important factor in the whole situation.

Loris places great emphasis on the fact that the
struggle for mational - liberation is “now being waged
Tlargely by the workers; and he states that Germany's
occupation of the European countries raises.the national
problem in a. unique manner. These statements indicate
that he does not‘view the adoption of the slogan as
necessarily implying the support of a struggle’for nat-
jonal liberation even if led by bourgeois elements. - In
“this he separates himself from the authors of the ‘‘Three
Theses” who appear to he willing to accept. all the logical
implications of the slogan. In fact the phraseclogy of
the. “Three Theses’’ is so vague ds to justify the infer-

Were Hitler_

ence that the authors intend to ignove all tlass distine-

tions. If that is what they 'mean, it constitutes a
fundamental break with Markism. < e
- There is of course ho law making it obligatory to give

the slogan of national liberation a meaning which would
necessitate the support of a struggle led by capitalist -

elements. . But certain difficultics arise if one insists on
the use of the slogan in a sense different from its histor-
jcal usage in Marxist literature.

In the first place, it.

will be constantly necessary to explain that:we are using-

the slogan in a different sense than that given to it in
the past. Confusion will also. result from the fact that

© in colonial and semi-colonial countries we mean by the ~
we support.a nationalist struggle even if

slogan th
led by a Chiang Kai-shek or a Gandki. In general it
is advisable to retain the historfe mesning of a slogan
and to give it the same political content everywhere.

Furthermore, to nse the slogan of national liberation
in the Furopean countries, independently of the slogan
of the Soocialist United States of Europe, is actualiy to
place hefore the eyes of the workers the goal of national
liheration under the capitalist system. °As indicated
‘above, it might be that we shall in the future be com-
pelled to do that very thing, but to do so now would
constitute a serious error.- . :

THE SOCIALIST UNITED STATES OF EUROPE °

”

Socialism has been on the order of the day, as far as .

Eurape is concerned, for many years. Objective con-

ditions “have been more than ripe for the unification of '

Furope on the basis of proletarian regimes in the various
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countries. - This does not mean that a struggle for nat-
jonal independence was éxcluded in the isolated countries

where such independence had not been achieved. It

means only, that revolutionary socialists emphasised over
and over again that the national problems confronting
‘the Kuropean masges could be solved. only by a Socialist
United States of Europe. ‘Tﬁe hetrayals by the official
socialist leadership of -the European countries, -parti-
‘cularly of Germany, permitted the reactionary force of
fascism to gain the adherence of the middle classes and
bring to Europe the agony which is now its lot.

No doubt, .thé masses of the occupied countries prefer
that which they had prior to Hitler’s conquest to the
misery which they are eéxperiencing” at the present
moment.  But it would be a mistake for Marxists, at .
this time. to shift, in' the slightest degree, from the -
central slogan of their propaganda in the past years.
¥or in the minds of the masses there must also be a
serious doubt that the restoration of the conditions
*existing prior to the conquests.of Hitler will in any way
solve their problems. "They have not yet forgotten their

misery under the pre-Hitler regimes and, while they .-

nay now know and understand all the reasons for the -
rise and success of fascism. they know that capitalist:
democracy did not prevent the fascists from gaining
power. More so now than at any other time is 1t neces-
«ary to stress the idea of a Socialist United States of
Euroepe.

The fact. stressed by Loris. and we accept it ‘as a
iact. that it is the workers who are putting up the
fiercest struggle against German coppression, makes it all
the more pecessary for us to give the struggle a socialist
character and aim. What shall we tell the workers to
struggle for? TFor national libefation implying a return
to the pre-Hitler period or for the proletarian revolution
which would give them both national and social freedom ?

Loris speaks of the necessity of having independent
statés before proceeding to have a Socialist United States
of Europe. Ignoring the schematicism inherent in ‘such
‘a formulation, it tends to imply that the workers, in

_their struggle against the German imperialist oppressor,

should aim at national independence under capitalism
before going over to the task of the proletarian revolu-
tion and a Socialist United States of Europe. It is
difficult to see why. if the workers are the mainstay of -
the struggle against the foreign oppressor, they should
not aim to achieve a Socialist Unjted States of Europe.
At the very least it is the-duty of revolutionary Marxists
to concentrate the attention of.the workers on that aim

" rather ‘than on the aim of national independence. Even

assuming, for- the sake of argument, that the workers
«dre  struggling only for mnatiomal independence under
capitalism, it still remains.our duty to raise a slogan
which would. direct them into' the right channels.

It would seem that Loris agrees.with this viewpoint,
for he expressly states that ‘‘to speak of freedom now
and to remain silent about the only means of attaining
it, by the proletarian revolution, is to repeat an empty .
‘phrase, is to deceive the masses.””. But if, at the same
time, he proposes the' adoption ef the slogan of national
liberation without expressty stfting that it should not be .
used independently, he practically nullifies bhis statement
about the necessity of the proletarian revolution to
attain freedom. R : i

It goes without saying that under no circiimstances
should a revolutionary party ignore the natural. and -
justifiable sentiments of the masses for national free-
dom.,” The masses must at all times see in socialism: a
champion of the right of self-determination of riations.
That is true during the imperialist ‘war as well as before
or after it, Tt is not at all a question, as Loris puis
it, of -abandoning the demand for national freedom during
the war. - . . : : .

Tt does not at all follow. that, in order to. be the '’

- champions of national freedom, we must under all c¢ir-




-
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cimstances use. .the -slogan .of ‘national liberation. At
occupied: eontries we must

.-the present moment, in the
_congentrate on three things. We must refuse %o support
‘or participate in any way-in the imporialist- war;
. must stand out-as thé champion of -national ;. we

must ‘emphasise the” necessity -of socialism ss the solu-.

tion " to “the -problem confronting the B

urepean MRIVEq.
Insofar as one slogan is capable -of indicating 'these
manifold ‘tasks, the slogan of the Becidlist 'Umteg - Biates -

of  Europe best serves that purpose. ! Co
* Po any question whether we are for national indepen-
dencs,. an unhesitating answer in the affirmative must be
forthconiing,  with -the explanation  that . in order to
achieve it the masses .must struggle for pewer,, to the
w(__ir!'{ers_. o e A N
‘We mist. be careful .not to confuse the question of the
.proper- political slogan. with -the question of whether we

o ghould support - particular group of workers struggling

» against German  eppressien.

Under all - circumstances

" revolutionary Marxists are obligated: to support workers

._in the imperialist war and support of such a

struggling against either a foreign or.native oppressor.

Where there are groups of partisans offering resistance -

"to. the German -imperialist congqueror it is necessary- to

‘partisan - group’ before revolutionary
atives of the official government, then it is parh
Toup .is

out. of the gquestion.  If it is a group of workers and

- peasants who are driven to take up arms against - the

foreigir oppressor, it may be advisable and nécessary te
join and -support such a parfisan group and try to give
_the struggle the direction which we would like it to_have,
try to. educate thg workers and pessants to ‘adopt- our
slogans. * In the extremely complicated conditions existing

at -eresent. in the occupied countries there 'can be no
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agldformula wcrked ont 4o serve under all ‘and -any. |
- wna iﬁ"aﬂ _ L. .- " . . - v

nS: . 7 N
“There -can also be no guestion about-the necessity of

iightfliizgg‘for asd gupporting’ demaeratic demands such as

' the righf 'of"free spéech, froé press and frob assembly.
Pempkrptic- depiatids are to ‘be -supporied fégardiess of
whether-ane

-

_study the composition and leadership of -a particalir -
1 Marxists: decide to .
join or support it. . If it is a group led by represeat-
1pating -

1 ‘e‘}fgépté 4 proletarian ‘or bourgeois democratic.
révolation ‘to follow the reign ‘of fascismy. “When the -
miisses” begin the revolt against the fascists it will be

 our -duty-to urge them to establish’ soviets and take

over the governmental power. They may not follow our :

afivies.: In 4ll probability the- parties of revelutionary

Marxism will hot be strong enough, if the revolt against

- fascism should break “out in the near. future, to have a
“denizive influence over, the workers at first... A comhin-
ation of liberal democrats, reformist socialists and Stalin-

ists' may -gain control of the masses before they agcept
the leadership of revolutionary Marxism.  No ome is in
a position ‘to predict the exact course events will take.

At all times-we participate in the struggle of . the.
masses for ‘greater freedom and-at all. times we point
out tg the masses the }%at_h which: they should follow to
attain -that' freedom. The masses mmst know that our
central aim is to estiblish a Secialist United States of
Europe. Any slogan which at this time wi}l tend to o
take away the utténtion of he masses from this central
idew is incorrect and harmful to the socialist revolution.

We cannot say, what changes we shall ‘'make ‘in our .

-. programme if ‘either one - of the imperialist camps suc-

ceeds in syhiugatipg Burope; \politically and ecanomieslly,
We.can only say that, while the ‘Imperialist war is stall

Fwgang and -while in the memofy of the masses the con-. -

ditions prevailing hefore the eengueésts of Hitler are still
fresh, the slogan of the Socialist United States of Europe
must continue to be the central po_litica'l» slogan of revol- -

‘mlongtry Marxism. -
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