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THE REAL REASON BEHIND THE TROTSKYIST "LIQUiDATIONS"

4 / HEN THE TROTSKYISTS FORMED t h e
Workers Party 1in December 1934
"they expressly stated in an offic-

ial document that "the revolutionary
party must at all iimes maintain its
own political ani orgauirzational integ-
rity and indepsudence" (Workers Party
of the U.S. - Declaraticn of Principles
- The Militant, Dec. 8, 1934. Our em-
phasis—LdL.)

The principle o0f indepcondence of
a revolutionary party was ofter stress-
ed in publik speeches hy the leoaders of
the Workers Party and in the Fariyls
publications. "It is always essontiial
for the revolutionary Party to maintain
its political and organizotional indep-
endence" tuey reiterated in the New In-
ternational, Octoter 1925, p.18l. Con-
cerning tae nature of the Sh.:rialist
Party they stated in the Vorkers Party
Declaration of Principles: "The Social-
ist Party is not a party of revolution
but of reformism and pacifism."

And in the April 18, 1936 issue of
the New Militant, John Vest, writing on
the attitude revolutionists must take
regarding Social De&ocracy ponned these
clear words:

"It 1is necessary not merely to
understand that s ocia l-democratic
roformism is bankrupt, but,positive-
ly, to break sharply from social-
democracy."

When six weeks later the Trotsky-
ites, including John West, 1leisurely
Jjoined the ranks of social democracy,
their pretor.tions ¢0 Leninism melted
away. They concretely demonstrated
that they did not take soriously a
single word of what thoy thomselves
wrote about the character of Social De-

.mocracy and the

necessity “to break
sharply" from it. They showed that all
their resounding '"revolutionary" talk
about a rovolutionary party maintaining
"its own rpolitical and organizational
integrity and independerce" was a dem
agecglc trivute copporiunists pay to Len-
inist principles. They indicated
throagh their ligquidation of the Work-
ers Party that its Bolshevism was but
a rythical entity. Last but not least,
their ac*ion, despitc the vigorous dis-
play of "Marxist" phraseology and sham
struggle ageinst Social Democracy and
Stalirism raised serious doubts in the
minds of many workers as to the validi-
ty of the Trotskyite leadership's claim
to 3Bolshievik integrity and political
independence.

Indeed, at 1ts source and in 1its
continuous development the Trotskyist
leadersaip at no time led an indepond-
ent political existence. Up to 1934
they officially regarded theuselves as
a facticn o¢f the Stalinist Comintorn
and clanored for readmigsiorn. Finding
this course definitely barred, although
for certain reasons firmly remaining
tied t5 Stalinism (Sec IN DEFENSE OF
BOLSHEVISM #3), they made a sharp turn
towards Social Democracy. In framing
the arguments for the French orienta~
tion, Trotsky completely abandoned Len-
in's thesis on Social Democracy that it
is a petty-vourgeois party serving imp-
erialism and gave the following anti-
Bolshevik evaluation:

"The destiny of the proletariat
depends, in large measure, in our
epoch, upon the rosoluto manner with
which tho social-democracy will suc-
ceed in the brief interval which is
vouchsafed it by the march of devel-
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opmeat, in breaking with the bourg-
eois state, in trunsfarming itself
and in preparing itself for the dec-
isive sgtruggle aguinst Fascism."
(The New International, September—
October, 1934.)

denceforth politically the Trot-
skyist fountains of ‘“revolutionary
purity" were contaminated with  both
Stalinist and reformist bacteria.

Having set forth the utopian task
of transforming centrisr into Bolshe-
vism, Cannon and Co. entered the Soci-
alist Party; and after hibernating
there for about a year and a half they
were expelled. Thus the American Trot-
skxyites again became indcpendent by
compulsior.

Given no choice, Cannon and his
friends with much fanfare and trumpet-
ing procliaimed the arrival upor the Am-
ericun scene of & new, truly "Bolele-
vik" party-—~the Socialist Workers Partye
Much lapor was exponded in working oub
the Declaration of Prinzeciples, funds
were collected and a weekly organ was
launched, +tke publication of The INew
International was resumed ard the Soci-
alist Workers Party in all seriousncss
-—3in s0 far as the honest members were
concerned—was rigged out for a life-
and-death fight againss Stalin, Love-
stone, Normar. Thouas and atove all ag-
aingt Awmerican imperialism. How remine
igceat of the early Cays of the Woerkours
Party — may it rost in peace!

Put incxhausiible,it seowms, is the
Pandora's box of opportunict wondors.
No soonor did tho Trotskyito lcadors
strut triwvarhantly forward in their ro-
furbished feamiliar armor to "challengo"
tho onomies of the masses, than tleir
sharp eye caught sizut of un attractive
reformist morass— the Amorican Lator
Party—and a tonder spot was tcucled in
thieir hearts. They resoclved to induce
their followers to enter the Amorica n
Labor Party. Were Carmion and his col-
leagues Marxists and the Socialist Wor-
kors Party a Bolshevik Party,they would
propose the. entry into the A.L.P. of a
narber of thelr members to establish a
fraction inside +this reformist strong.-
n0ld witl: a view to facilitating the
tagk of battering it down by blows from

vithout, maintaining at the same timo
the independence of their own organiz.-
ation. Instead, Carnon arnd Co. have
rade a move closely paralleling the cne
in 1935 whicl led to the liguidation of
the Workers Party. To cushion the shock
ané prevent the loss of their memtars,
Cannon and Co. veiled their new react-
ionary step with a "Marxist" justific-
aticn which they labelled "The Decline
of American Capitalism and the Revolu-
tionary Transitional Programx for the
Next Period".

It would bo a perfectly futile oc-
cupaticn to attempt to call to the at-
tention. of Cannon and iLis opportunist
co-workers the fact that in the present
epcch, wien capitalism 1s on the dec-
line, only the formation of a revolu-
tiorary party cen he regarded a s a pro-
gressivo development. No¢ amount of ar-
garcntation could meke them admit, once
theilr conecious purpose is out of har-
moay -witl. trutli, that in the period of
imperialist wars and proletarian revo-
lution & Labor part, is nothing bul a
rackine for the nrescrvation of capit-
alism. For ysars opportunists of dif-
ferent strines have been promoting the
idea of a Labor party. For years Love-
stone ras Deon kecping alive the fraud
that tle Americun workers need a "Labor
party® to strueile for tlelr interesis.
Stailinisr invariably advances this pen-

etrating pizce of fakery overy time it
exccutes & turn to tle light. And when

Brovder returned frou descow in 1035
cnd in hie Yrazenly deraecgic monner
daeclarel "Wo r.usi cl.ange our nsgative
position towuards the Labor pariy quest-
ion" {Daily Worker, Janw.ryv 19, 1935),
the Trotskyite leaders showed that they
are quitc aware of the fact that the
whols Lullavaloc atout tho risc of Lab-
or parties today as being a prosressive
factor is in recality a vicicus decep-
tion of the workers. They declared
that Liarxists have no business in help-
ing to build Labor partiess

“"For, it is not the business &
the revolutionary Marxists, a b ove
all in the present stage of the rel-
at¥onshir between capitalist disint-
egration and social reformism, to
initiate or to help orgunize and
found in addition to their own party
another party for thoe ‘'second class
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gitizens!, for the !dackward work-
erg!, a !'Labor! party, i.e. a third

capitalist ty, even if cormposed
predominantly of workers." (M. S.,
The New International, March 1935,

p. 36. hasis in original.)

And although
views and outrizht
tions on a whiole
the Trotskyltes
that

Lolding incorroct
opportunist posi-
scries of quostions,
quite correctly stated

"eeevs..0as all history provos, a
Labor party, even when it has a gen-
uine trade union base, is a reform-
ist party and nothing else can be
expected from iteces. Its main func-
tion would be to0 canalize the ils-
content of the working class into
nore or less futile reformist en-
deavors and to swerve the movement
from the revolutionary path." (Arne
Swabeck, The New Internaticnal,
Au(‘;'ust 1935, Pe 146.)

It required throe more years of
universal capitalist decay and intense
crisis whicah has Yrousht the world to
tiie brink of a new iuperialist war, for
the Trotskyite 1leaders to cast over-
board the corrcct view on the Labor
Party. Precisely at this grave histor-
ical hour ¢the labor agents of American
imperialisa have founded a Labor party
which is a cor in tue vast political
machire of Wall Stroet—a fact patent
to every rovolutionist. 3But the Trot-
skyitc leaders in their ‘Mtheoretical
analysis™ have Cistortod the real mean-
ins of this reactlonary  developnent
within tho American workingclass. They
brazenly call it a "pronressive move-
ment" and declare that "“tae provlom of
creatinz a labor party 1is placed upon
t.ae order :f the day tahrougkh the whole
course of development.”® (In t e r nal
Bulletin #2, p. 17.)

ot for the workers but for the
Armorican bourgeoisis and its labor
lieutenants is the question of having a
functioning Labor party definitely on
the order of the day. This refornist
angine will be brougnt into play in the
next war, and should the caplitalists
come to the decision that Fascism is an
unavoidable nacessity, the Labor party
will help paralyze tae worke;s while

¥Wall Stroet effacts the change of rule.

It is a Leninist axiom that n ¢
opportunist party, not evon the Leftist
of them, can pursus independent labdor
politics. The Bri6ish Labor Party, the
Russian Mensihioviks, the Social Democ-
ratic parties of Germany, Austila and
othor countries, 1in tihe most critical
situations nevor droko their ties with
the capitzlist state, but rather vigor-
oualy backed the bourgeoisic in 1 t s
desperate attempt to contime its dom-
ination. Under the pressurc from the
Right, German Socialists voted confid-
ence in Hitler. Bending to the revolu-
tionary storm of 1919 tho German Soclal
Democracy agreocd to the Soviet form of
govornment but went alicad with the for-
mation of the bourgeois parliament ary
republic, thus saving Goerman capitalism
and laying the basis for the Fascist
regime. Any party which 1s not the
party of proletarian revolution is at-
tached to and dopendent upon tho capit-
alist class politics.

But the Trotskyite leaders rejoct
this Leninist truth which has been con-
clusively provon by the oentirc history
of tho strusmzlc between the tourgeoisie
and the yproletariat. They deceive
their followers with the fable that
rolitical independence of a labor party
is possidle:

",.....a88 agalnst the present at-
tempts of the burocracy tc subordin-
atec tae workers to the Democratic
Party, wo countorpos2 tho slogan of
indepordent labor political action

tarovgh a lapvor party." (Intornal
Bulletin #2, pe. 15.)

Tho crass opportunism of Cannon

and Co. is further strikingly shown in

thoir plodging all thelr strength te
push tho labor party on tho road of in-
depondonce. In plain words, thoy have
plottod to squandor the onorglos o f
thoir trusting followors in tho labors
of creeting nir-custlos on the sands of
illusion,.

"Ws arse now confronted with tho
nocossity of concretizing this gon-
oral point of view and of taking a
@ircet part in the prosont develop-
ing movoment for a 1labor party and
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of working with all our aetrength to
push it on the road of Iindepend-
ence."(Internal Bulletin #2, p. 15.)

Concealing the fact cited by thom
before, that essentially the opresent
movement for a labor party is reac-
tionary, that "as all history proves, a
labor party....is a rofornist party and
nothing_olsae can be gxpecied from it.."
Cannon and Co. at lengta introduce a
perfcetly obvious dupery. In skilfully
carved phrases which would call forth
admiration even from such an adr oit
manipulator as Earl Browder, theoy un-
blushingly declare:

"The Socialist Workers Party ad-
vances its program of transitional
domands in order to fructify the
mass movermont 4n favor of a labor
party and lead it in a revolutionary
direction.® (Ibid., p. 17.)

Tho wizardry Cannon and his col-
leagues displayed in carrying through
the liquidation of the Workers Party is
being repeated in the work of finishing
off the Socialist Workers Party. Thon
it was:

"We obligate ourselves to work
loyally and devatedly to build the
Socielist Party into a powerful, un-
ited organizatiou in tie revolution-
ary strugzlo for Socialism." ( Now
Militant, June 6, 1936.)

Now it is '"push" and "lead" the
bourgeois Labor party movemont "in a
revolutionary direction®}

In their official publications the
Trotskyite paladins in America with
windy enthusiasm emphasize their oppor-
tunism:

“. eses s WC QYo Positively in faVOI'
of the pelitical organization of the
American workers as a class,that is,
of a Labor party......it is antirely

.correct, Lowever, and fruiiful for
our movement, to fight at the con-
ference for a candidate put forward
by labor itself, for a Labor party,
organized and controlled by the wor-
kors." (James Burnham,Max Shachtman,
The New International, Aurust 1938.
Our cuplasis.)

This outrageocus deception is writ-
ten plainly for all thinking workers to
rocognize. Even the Bolshevik Party
and tho First, the Second and the Third
Interna%ionals were not organized by
the workers but by groups of revolu~
tionists most of whom were not of the
working class. As to reformist parties,
they are being organized and controlled
by oprortunist leaders, lackeys of cap~
italism. To state that the burocratic
candidates of a bourgeols Labor party
are put fortn "by labor itself" 1is to
spread tho worst sort of politi cal
swindle.

A revolutionist spoaking to work-
ers 1s duty-bound to enlighten them
that only that party can thoy call
their owmn which leads them to struggle
for liberation from wage slavery. This
understanding rust be firmly fixed in
mind. The 7revolutionist must make it
plain that every party which is not
Bolshevik is invariably an instrument
sorving tho capitalist oxploiters and
in one way or nothor helping them pro-
serve capltallism. A non-Bolshovik party
the workers must be taught never to
consider as their own. Clarity on this
mattor is of supromo importance to the
workers. But opportunists within the
molotariat beclowd and poervert this
fundarontal Leninist thesis. The Stal.
inists during the Right 2zigzag with
easy cynicism agsist the reformist fak-
ers to corrode tlic minds of the workers
with the poisonous noticn that a Labor
party is the ‘"workers own." At the
close of the first Rightist zigzag they
wrote—

"There 1s but one way to end the
visible and invisible capitalist ty-
ranny and that 1s for the workers
and farmers to send bYoth capitalist
parties to the scrap heoap, Organize
their own farmer-labor party on a
clasg basis,fight for the establish-
ment of a workors! and farme#s' rep-
ublic, and set up a prolstariun dic-
tatorship to take over the induet-

ries and natural resocurces." (Daily
Worker, April 4, 1924.)
In 1935, the second Rightiat

swing, thiis was repeated:

"Waile fighting for mora relief,
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for higher wages and 1lower prices,
the people must organize their own
Farmer-Labor Party as tie oaly
trustwortiy weapon against the pred-
atory irtorests." (Daily Worker, No-
vember 23, 1935. Our omphasiss)

And after tlie Scventi: Congress:

"Toward a Labor Party. The work-
ers rust Lave a pclitical narty of
their own. A Labor Party....." (%a.
Weinstorie, Daily Vorker, March 18,

1937. Our emphasis.)
The synthetic "Bolsheviks" Burn-—
ham ond Shaciitmar, instead of exposing

the charlatanism of the Stalinists and
of the reformist agents ol Wall Street,
and instead oi warning the workers ag-—
ainst the pitfall lat:1llsd “Labor Parte
¥y, your own," actually lend support to
this vicious falsification:

Yo say to the workers: You want
to break from tho fapitalist parties,
to FORMI A PARTY OF YOUr OWK? Ex -
cellent! That is a stop forward..."
(The New Intcrnational, Avgsust 1938,
P &29-)

Burnliam and Shachitnan realize that
their followers know that tae prolotar-
iat cannot take rower throw:ii a reform-
ist projran. Tiey, t.ercfors, attenpt
to beiuile their nemtership witha a

pseundo-Marxist "pro;ram of revoluticaary

transitional derands.....If 122 workors
do not adopt it as a whole, or at «ll,
we continue to givo support to thie Lal-
or perty, tut gritical support.”

testin

History is tko groand of

policics, and history aas alrealy ab-
undantly roeorded how the Trotsigriics
throush tueir ‘“eriticel" support ase

sisted Stalin in dcliverins tho Gorman
masses 10 Hitler. In gmoin,; over tiae
records of "eriticall sujport givon by
"rovolutiunists" to roaction’ the iros-
canable conclusion is that such policy
is treacherous and counter-revolut ion—
ax‘y.

But it is hiphly instructive +to
discuss sone of thc saliont fewtures of
the "program of revolutionary transi-
tional denaonds," a program, waleh, th
Trotskylte leaders assert, is intended

to reforrm roformism, or in their own
words,"to advanco the Labor party nove-
mont toward class siruiizle and not
class collaboration."

Of cardinal importance, every rov-
olutioanry workor will agree, is the
qusstior of the State, the problem of
govornmment.

It is workh notings that since Lon-
in'e doatl, and osrocially since the
"Seventi: Congress™ of Stalin's Comin-
tern $id distortion of tho tocaciings of
Marx aad Leni:n on the vital gquestion of
State power has beon the principel pur-
sult of the planet's choicest “revolu~
tionary" hypocrites and swindlers.

A State can be cither bourgeois or
prolotarian. Any political force, any
govaernmont whalich is boins; institutod in
tho soat Of powor not upon the basis of
shattorir.: the capitalist stater 1s a
capitalist poverrment. Thoers 1s no
midie, no 4ransition government
from the 3dictutorship of tho toursooisie
to the dictatorsiip of the proletariat.
The Lavor goverament of Enxland, the
Socialist rovernroents of Germwmny, Aus t -
ria and othor countrics wore nothing
but Dourgeois povermients furthoring
tho interests of capitalism.

Waen Lonin spoke of workers and
peasanis (or farrers) power, he resard-
od tihis forrowlation syncnirous with
tihat of the dictatorship of tlie prolet-
ariate

"Soviet power assists tiic toilors,
strup les witi the landlords an d
capitalists. That is the reason why
Sovict power is called workers-poasants
power....there is no midile. There is
1.0 cholco: either the power of thie wor-
kers s peasants or tho power of  the
cipitelists .nd landlordsl®
(Lenin , Collected Works Vol XVI 7. g?g)
Trotskyist leaders quite rcadily
and without +the elightcst rescrvation
reeosnize that the agitational torn
Workers! and Farmors! Government moan s
Lo Dictatorship of the Prolctariat,.
They stato:

“Tiis forrmla, 'Workors an? Farm-
?
ers Government!, first appeared in
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the agitation of the Bolsheviks in
1917 and was dofinitely acceptod af-
tor the October Insurrection. . I n
the final instance 1t represented
nothing more than the popular des-
ignation for tho already established
dictatorship of the proletariat.”
(Internal Bulletin #1, p. 18i)

The statement above is distinct,
is entirely free from anything that
would dim or obscure its contont. But
only a couple of pages furthor, in
faithful accord with their traditional
contradictoriness,confusion and defile-
ment of Bolshovism, they attempt to
span the gap between truth and untruth
and proceed to whisper etrange legenda:

“0f all parties and organizations
which base tliecmselves on the workers
and poasants and gpeak in their name
we de..and that they break political.
ly fro. the bourgeoisie and onter
upon the road of struggle for the
workers and farmers government. On
this road we promise them full sup-
port against capitalist reaction.”
(Internal Bulletin #1, p. 20. Our
emphasis.) .

Instcad of telling the workors
that never will Social Democracy, Stal-
inism, Anarchism "“enter upon the road
of strugglas for the workers and farmers
government” thnat is, for the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, instoad o f
pointing out that theso. anti-
Marxist forces within the workers camp,
particularly Stalinism, promote rea c-
tion, the Trotskyites give rise to a
deadly illusion.

"Is the creation of such a gov-
ernméent by the traditional workers
organizations possible? Past exper-
ience shows, as has already been
stated,that this is to say the least
highly improbable. However,one can-
not categoricully deny in advance
the theorotical possibility that, un-
der the influence of completely ex-
ceptional circumstances (war,defeat,
financial crash, mass revolutionary
pressure, etc.) the petty bourgeois
parties, including the Stalinists
may go further than they themselves
wish along the road to a breuk with
the bourgeoisie. In any caso one

thing is not to be doudbted: even 1if
this highly improbable variant some-
whore at somc time bocomes a reality
and the 'Workers and Farmers Govern-
ment!, in tho above mentioned sonse,
is established in fact, it would re-
presont merely a short episode on
the road to tho agtual dictatorship
of tho proletariat." (Intornal Bull-
otin #1, p. 21. Our emphasis.

Hore is a vivid example of the pe-
culiar pattern of Trotskyist distor-
tions, ideological chaos and outright
emasculation of Leniniem. It is diffi-
cult to imagine a more hopeless tangle
than the one the Trotskyist 1leaders
present, and yet, it must be kept in
mind that they are no amateurs in poli-
tics. Instead of unequivocally stating
that the ostablishment of the workers
and farmers govornment (dictatorship of
the proletariat) by "traditional work-
ers organizations" is absolutely out of
the quostion, Cannon and Co. 1leave a
loophole by asserting that it is "high-
ly improbable." Instead of forowarning
the workers and forecarming them with
Leninist clarity, the Trotskyitc lead-
ers sproad the lethal poison that cro-
ation of a workors'and farmerstgovern-
ment by the Stalinists and Social Demo-
cracy, these perpetrators of unexampled
treachary and betrayal, "somewhers at
gome time becomes a reality." Only a
fow paragraphs above theoy speak in
plain words that:

"Tho expertence of Russia demon-
strated and the oxperience of Spain
and France once again confirm that
even under very favorable conditiong
the parties of petty bourgeois democ-
racy (SR's, Social Democrats, Stal-
inists, Anarchists) are incapable of
creating a government of workers and
peasants, that is, a government ind-

opondent of the bourgeoisie." (Int-
ernal Bulletin #1, p. 20. Our emph~
aBiSO)

The Trotskyites advance the '"new"

and "striking" idea that a war crisis,
defeat, mass pressure, will push oppor-
tunism towards the revolutionary path.
As a matter of fact the exact opposite
is true. Social Democracy is insepar-
able from the bourgeois State, as the
entire war and post-war period conclus-
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ively established. As to Stalinism, its
basic 1line within the intsrnetional
proletariat 1s to prevery prolatarian
revolution. Ané i¢ is r.oosissiy at the
moment when the capilailel clane faces
the grave emergencrs o1 war.ard ihe ¢on-
flict of class in%eresis Tecemas inten-
sified to a marked degree lcadiirnz to a
revolutionary crisis, thst reactionary
Stalinism and Social Democracy, siesped
ir crime and bespatterad with toilers!
blood, "go further than they themselvas
wish along the road" not o y:troulz-tat
towards closer cooperation w "1 th the
tourgeoisie. Russia, Germany, Austria,
China and Spain have proved this beyond
the psradventure of a doubt and :1c am-
ount of wishful lying and tricky vorbi-
age can alter this inconirovertibhle
fact. Camnon and Co. insteai of wnoint-
ing out that the progressive depunera~
tion of Stalinism and Social Democracy

runs parallel with the decay of capita~

lism, instead of striking a sharp note
of werning, are vrendsering ths workers
conzgzid2us of the tecrribls danger.

Cannon and Cd. are trhus assisting Stal-
inlsm and Social Democrasy to hatch new
monstrous crimes againat tho masses.

It is really amazing how many
falsehoods and contradictions poople
can pack into a single document. On
page 12 of the Internal Bulletin #1, as
we remombor, they odmitted that “'!'Work-
ers anl Farmors Government'!...reprosent-
od notuing more *than the popular dosig-
ngtion for the airecdy es%ablished dic-
tatorship ¢f tho proletariat." But on
page 21 M"Workers! und Farmors! Govern-
meat" is no lergor rcgarded as synoni-
mous with the formalac Dictatorship of
the Proletarist but "would ropresent
merely a sdhort episode on the

(Continued on Page 8)
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road to the actual dictatorship of
the proletariat.”

Like a bird hopping from twlig to
twig, the Trotskyite leaders have fin-~
ally alighted upon the possibility of a
"transitional govornment"™ formed “by
tho petty bourgeois parties, dincluding
the Stalinists" as a moere "“episodoe"
leading towards "actual" dictatorship
of the proletariat! This is purest do-
coption of tho workers. It is a brazon
distortion of Leninism,for Lenin stres-
sed that "thorc can be no middle ground
betwoon dictatorshipof the bourgeoisie
and dictatorship of tho proletariat.Any
dream of a third possibility is a ro-
actionary lamentation of a petty-bourg-
eoia" (Bourgeois Democracy and Prolete
arian Dictatorship, Thesis adopted by
the First World Congress of the Commun-
ist International, 1919).

In order to show that on this
point of basic importance the leaders
of the Socialist Workers Party arc in
complote disagreement with Loninism and
in a sense are tail-onding Browder, we
shall subject their "theoretical®” con-
tradictions to a closer inspection.They
specak of the establishment of a "Work-
ers and Farmers Govornment."  Sheuld
the workers support such a government?
According to tho position in the docu~-
mont on page 18-Yesl for that is the
dictatorship of the proletariatse B u ¢
according to the ypremise on page <21
such a government 1s not actual dictat-
orship of thec prolotariat bdbut an epi-
sode on the road to such a dictatorship,
and since Lenin points out that there
is either dictutorshiip of tho prolet-
ariat or the dictatorship of the bourg-
eoisie, it is clear that the "Workors!
and Farmers! Govornment" of page 21 mugt
be overthrown in order to establish the
dictatorship of tho proletariat. T h e
Trotskyites, nowewer, do not say that
the "siort episode" must bo removed by
revolution. Consecquently thoy are ready
to support bourgools dictatorship — in
some Left bourgeois democratic form.

The matter is far more serious than

it sppears at first sight. The Stalinist
reaction in the first proleturi.n State
to preserve its burocratic system has

bean prevonting the sproud of tho revol-
Holding an

ution in other countries.

Pooplots Frontism.

which proservos

wltra-Richtist zigzar, tho
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enormous soction of the international
proletariat wunder their sinister spell
the Stalinists have beon bhotraying the

workers through their zigzag line of ul-

tra-Leftist adventurism and ultra--—Right
They block the path
to tho revolution by settiny up a deadly
trap—the People!s Front Govermment—
in tact the power of
capitil. The Stalinist Judases in their
cold-blooded design to betray the masses
dopict thoir "united front government,"
a snarec to paralyze the workers, as a
government serving the intorecsts of the

prolotariat:

"If with such an upsurge of the
mags movemont it will prove possible
and nocessary, in the 1interests of
tho prolotariat, to croate a prolet-
ariin unitod front zovernment,or an
anti-fascist people's front govern~
nont, which is not yet a govermmen
of tio proletarian dictatorship, bdut
one which undertakes to put into of-
foct docisive measures against fasc-
ism and roeaction, tho Communist Party
st soe to it that sucl: a government
is formod."(Resolution of the Seventh
Congrees, Daily Worker, Septomber 14,
1935. Our omphasis.)

The exreriencoe 1in Spain where the
"antd~-fascist peoplols front pgovernment
sesees.put Into offoct decisive measures
agwinst fascisn wnd reactidon" by mai n-
taining the entire staff of Fascist gen-
erals and the bloodthirsty cutthirocats of
the Foroeimn Losion is o conclusive proof
of the basc treachory of Stalirism.

Tho Stalinists presonted the "unit-
od-front zovornment," - a4 counter-rev-
olutionary trap - as a bridgo lecading
towards thce sstablishment of a  workers
ropublic — or as tho Trotskyites put
it, "a short episode on the road to the

actual dictatorslLip of tic proletariat."

In viecw of the Stailinist prosent
scand:lous
work of Cannon and Co. of spreadins; the
deadliest Stalinist poison, such as
contuined on page 21 of their document

"Thae Death Azony of Capitalism and the

Tuglts of the Fourth International' stads

out clear in the noon-day sun.

Let us oxamine briefly the follow-



ing point in that document.

"The Fourth Intern.tionul demands
employment and decent living condi-
tioms for ALL" (p.4. Our capitals.)

This 1is the position of a petty~
bourgeois society of the Brotherhood of
Man, not of the revolutionary prolet-
ariat. In the process of ruthless class
conflict the workers are not concerned
with insuring decent living conditions
to their enemies,the modern slave-hold-
ers. And even after the workers over-
throw tho bourgeoisie they are not par-
ticularly worried about the condition
of the bourgeois generals, munition
makers, stock exchange sharks, jaller s,
detectives and other scum. Class
struggle exacts sacrifices. As a mat-
ter of policy the toilers nmst strivs
with all their might to shift tho burde
en of sacrifices upon the shoulders of
other classes before and also after es-
tablishing their own govornment.

"But we say that when it is the
question of freeing millions of
toilers from exploitation, the gove
ernment which would stop short of
placing the sacrifices upon other
clasges would be not a socialist vut
a traltorous government.” (Lenin,
Report to the VII Congress of Sove
iets, Dec. 1919.)

But the Trotskyite leaders, while
wage slavery and the power of the ox-
ploitors are very much in evidence, are
bent upon inguring "“decent living con-
ditions® for all, whican naturally inc-
ludeg the bourgeois vermin. And this,
the workers are told, is a line leading
"toward class struggle and not class
collaboration"}

On page 7 of Phlletin #2 we meet
the demand "Reopen Idle Plants." This
is but paraphrasing Browder'!s reaction-
ary cry "Put America back to work", and
recalls to mind the o0ld reformist dem~-
and "Open the factoriesl”

The "transition program" is fairly
reeking w¥th reformism and petty-bourg-
eois notions of "right" of labor. Lib.
erals who imagine that the capitalist
system is the final word in the evolu~
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tion of mankind, and sly watchdogs of
the btourgeoisie fearing the workers!
threat to0 capitalism, urge the removal
of the vices and abuses of their system
and become highly articulate in promot-
inz the workers! "right" to employment.
The Trotskyite "Marxists" write:  "The
right to employment is the only serious
right left to the worker in a socisty
bagad upon exploitation. This right
today is being shorn from him at every
stop." (Internal Bullotin #1, pi5).

Thus the "right" to be oxpléited
in a soclety based upon exploitation is
a "gerious right" declare quite serious-
ly the Trotskyltes.

Strangely onough, the capitalists,
under Roosevelt, are also bending their
offorts to rcestablish this "right" of
the toilers and reemploy the milliomss
of jobless. And even Fascist Germeny
is striving to roduce unemployment to a
minimum, thus "protecting" tho workers
in thoir "right to employment."

The workers through a century and
a half of struggle which claimed fright-
ful sacrifices on their part did win
coertain rights for thembelves. But the
"right to omployment" could never bYe a~
mong them because it is not a right, it
i1s the basic condition of their en-
glavement.

The Staliniste during the "Third
Poriod" did not hide ths fact that
Roosevelt 1is a tool of the most power-
ful trusts and Wall Street bankors. It
is only after the ©Soventh Congress
which gave "official™ sanction to the
ultra-right zigzag that tho Browd ers
began to reprosent Roogevelt as impot-
ently retreating bvefore tle big mag-
nates of finance and today as occupying
a position of struggle against Wall
Street!s interests. The Trotskyists
are giving full support to the early
Rightist Stalinist fakery:

"All the world was witness to the
dmpotence of President Roosevelt and
Premiar Blum against the plottings
of the '60! or 1200 families! of
their respective nations."(Intérnal
Bulletin #1, p. 8. Our emphasis-L,L)

Thus both the Staliniste and the



Trotskyites paint Reosevelt, who is a
conscious agent of American finance
capital, as an impotent representative
of the . "people." This. treacherous
illusion every revolutionist must blast
away through merciless exposure.

76 divert the workers! attention
from the fact that society 1is divided
into classes, that the proletariat is
exploited-and oppressed by -the entir®
bourgeoisie, not only by the mlti-
millionaires but also by the "cock-
roach" capitalists, the Stalinists,dur-
ing the ultra-Right line, blurred, al-
most obliterated, class lines by reduc-
ing tho entire capitalist class of Am-
erica and France to 60 and 200 families,
respectively.

"The Communist Party of France
yesterday concluded its Eighth Con-
gress with the issuence of a ringing
manifesto entitled !For the Welfure
of Franco,! calling for thc uniting
of the French people on the basis of
a progrum of action, against the 200
fumilies of financiors that today
dominate France, for a happy, froe,
strong France." (Deily Worker, Janu-
ary 27, 1936.)

The “unity of the people"
ainst" the famillies of financiers is
supported by Sociulists and some other
opportunists and mislcadors of ths wor-
kers. The Trotskyites carry this sug-
ary deception a step further and push
the Stalinist "program of action" for-
ward by introducing the following
"transitional demand":

"ag_

"Thus, in answer to the pathatic
jeremiads of the gentlemen-domocrats
ansnt the dictatorship of the '60
Families! of the United States or
the '200 Families' of Frunce, we
counterpoise the demand for the ex-
propriation of these 60 or 200 feud~
alistic capitalist overlords." (Int~
ernal Bulletin #1, p. 9.)

Anyone who studied Lenin's writ-
ings on imperiulism knows that financi-
al oligarchy through interlocking dir-
ectorates and participation in thous-
ands of coumercial, industrial an d
banking enterprises 1is rootcd in tho
comploto control of tho Stato machinery.
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There can be no expropriation of the
%60 Farmilies" without the overthrow of
the capitalist system, the establish-
ment of tho proletarian State and the
expropriation of the entire class of
oxploiters. To separate the "60 Famil-
ies" from the rest of the capitalist
class, to prosent the question of the
expropriation of finance capital as a
"transitional demand"™ on the basis of
existence of the capitalist State is
to stifle the class struggle of the
proletariat againet the bourgeoisie, is
to practice puroeet political fakery.

The trump card 1in the "revo-
lutionary transitional program®™ of Can-
non, Shachtman and Co. turns out to be
the following all-too-familiar reform—
ist baggage:

"Both to provide Jobs to all
those unable to find work in ordin-
ary industry and to0 supply t h e
immodiate allotment of twonty bil-
lion dollars (one-half the cost to
tho U.S. of the last war) for a
largce scale program of useful pub-
lic worke and for low rental modern
housing, such rental to be at a
figure to covor the cost of upkeep
alono, with all other costs covered
by public funds; all work done on
thke public works program to be gov-
erned by wunion standards of Liours
and wages, not to0 be less than$30
per wook."(Internal Bullotin #2 p.8)

It is only too startlingly obvious
that, when it i1s thoroughly siftod of
lofty abstractions and pompous revolu-
tionary-sounding verbiage, the concoc-
tion entitled tlic "revolutionary trans-
itional program" is nothing more nor
less than an odd assortment of reform-
ist panaceas for saving the capitalist
systom. "For a Bigger and Broader New
Deal" would be perhaps a thousand times
more appropriate title. Despite Roose-
velt's heavy borrowings from practical
reformism, it must be frankly said that
in his domagogic reference to "the
forgotton man" he does not rescrt to

"Socialist" language, neither does he
wrap hig program for the rocovery o f

American capitalism imte Rod eellophane.

Trotskyite  "Bolshovik—Leninism"
todvy, it 1s obvious, boils down to
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nothing more than a weary repetition of

Stalinist Popular Frontism.
k % k%X ¥ %

\NHAT is the fundamental nature of
Cannon's and his colleagues! Opport..m—
ism? Why this vicious circle of "inde~
pendence," liquidation, "independence"
again and fresh liguidation? What are
the fundamental tasks of the revolution-
ary proletariat today which aro shunned
by Trotsky and the Trotskyist leaders?

As we have brought ocut some time
before, Cannon's becoming a Trotskyite
was induced not by an innor political
conviction. After the Sixth Congress
of the Comintern, there are conclusive
indications that Cannon became certain
that Lovestone would for sonotime rer
ain the master of tho Ameérican Party.
It appeared that only with Trotsky's
return to leadership was there a possi-
bility of hoisting Lovestone out of the
seat of power. In such event one did
not need to be too perspicaciocus t o
grasp that a leader standing with Trot-
sky before victory would without doubt
reenter the Communist Party 40 becoms
its titular head. Whon Cannon and his
group were expaelled, neither:
the party members nor the workers out-
side wore in a position to suspect his
objective in supporting Trotsky. They
knew only what Cannon told them in his
paper The Militant,and in his épeeches,
namely, that he 4and his faction had
been gestating within +the Stalinist
Party to become supporters 6f the Trote
skyist Internutional Left Opposition.
"We were 'prepared by the past! for our
place under the Bunner of the Inter-
national Loft 0pp031tion.....The rich
experience of the international strug-
gle were realized for us,as it were, in
advance..."(Tho Militant, May 10,1930.)

This was necessary, for it was
very puszling to many people how 1t was
that from a position of voting at the
VI Congress against the reinstatement
of Trotsky (July 1928),Cannon in a few
brief weeks had bocome a Trotskyite
supporter.

But inside the Trotskylst organize
ation the truth was known. A very ill-
uminating internal document "The Situ-

ation in the American Opposition: Pros-
pect and Retrospect™ by Max Shachtman,
Albert Glotzer and Martin Abern, June
1932, rovealed certain unpleasant
thines,the very Opposite from what Can-
non was telling the workers outside.

"The Cannon group stood upon the
platform of international Stalinism,
sometimes a 1little to the Right of
it and sometimes a 1little to the
Left of it.......if anything, it was
the least 'international' of all the
party groups, and concerned itself
loss than any others with such ques-
tions as the British General Strike,
and the Anglo-Russian Committee, the
Chinese Revolution, or the struggles
within the Russian Party....it spent
moro time wpon secondary tactical
questions in this country than upon
a discussion of the theory of social-
ism in one country, upon which it
did indeed spond no time at all."

Thus according to the leading mom-
bers of his own organization who had
boen together with him in the Stalinist
Party,the Cannon clique of opportunists
made their unprincipled Jjump toward
Trotsky without even tho necessary deep
delving rescarch and study of the polit-
ical issues involved. Cannon and his
collaborators even after thoir oxpulsion
for a very long period wers wup to6 their
oars in tho Stalinist muck. To prove
tilat thore was no principled separation
from Stalin either, we shall show that
it is a matter of record that Cannon's
policies had ncthing in common with the
real issues facing the workers.

Stalin's uwltra-Rightist 1line hav-
ing brought ruin and havoc to the Chinese
massas, the Usurpor in the Kremlin was
introducing his harrowing"Third Periaci",
tho policy of btuilding "Red" unions,and
other ultra-Loftist features. But Can-
non and other Trotskyltes thon were so
wide of tho truth as to ronder valuable
assistance t0 Stalin. In the process o
gathoring powor into his hands Stalin,
after crushing Zineviev, Kamenev, Radek
and others, procecded with his machine
ations against the "Rights," Bukharin,
Rykov, Tomsky,Uglanov, employins organ-
izational repressions. With a tguch of
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satisfaction Cannon and his collaborat—
ors gave the following misloading exp-
lanation of Stalin's persocutions:

"The activities of this right wing,
have already noecessitated organiza-
tional measurcs in the Moscow and
other organizations of the Party - a
proof of the awakoning of the prolet-
arian masses oOf the Party to this
danger."(The Militant, Nov. 15, 1928)

Tightoning his grip upon the Com-
intern, Stulin was makirg ready to kick
out the Lovestone gang who sought a
measure of autonomy for thomselves, and
replace thom with Browder of the Foster
gang. Cannon, Saaciitman and Co. wholly
subjoctive in factional matters,"warned"
the Party membership in +the following
manner:

"The Lovestone group leadership,
by opportunist political outlook,its
potty-bourgeois origin, 1ts corrupt
factionalism, its careerism and ad-
venturisn in tho class strug;s;le, IS
THE GREATEST MENACE TO THE PARTY."
(Ivid. Capitals ours—L.L.)

Had Canmnon written this in 1925
when Stalin through his agont, Guesev,
burocratically imposod the unprincipled
potty-bourgeois intellectual Lovestone
and the putrid international adventuror
John Pepper as leadsrs upon the Ameri-
can section of the Comintern, there
would havo been &« measure of trutih in
his warning. But at that time, after
he had bitterly fought Pepper-Lovestone
— and his articles in the Daily Worker
prove to the hilt that he was fully
awaro of Lovestone's careerism and cor-
ruption — he wont over to Lovestone-
Pepper-Wolfeé: But neur the end of 1928,
when Usurper Stalin was preparing the
soetting for the campaign against the
corrupt Lovestone clique in order to
place at the helm the power-thirsty
political sharks and criminals of the
Foster-Browder band, Cannon and his
fellow "revolutionists" hastened to
“warn"the membership against Lovestonol
What greater service could Stalin ask
of tl;e leader of the American Trotsky-
ists

And that wasn't all. Cannon fur-
ther facilitated matters for Stalin

. and not out of rank idiocy either. He

manifested a perceptibly positive at-
titude towards the Foster-Browder-Bit-
telmon bandits. Although in thoir at-
titude towarde Cannon and othor Trot-
skyites, the Fostorites had acted the
role of dinformers Cannon continue d
clinging to the Fosterites politically.,
In the first place he printed in the
Militant the document "The Right Danger
in the American Party" which had been
submitted to the Bixth Congress b y
Foster, Bittdlman, Cannon and others of
the Foster-Browder clique. It was a
purely factional paper directod against
Lovestone, utterly devoid of political
contont bearing upon the vital problem
growing out of the burocratic central-
ization of the first workers State and
the Comintern. In the same issue of
the Militant Cannon attempted to con-
vince his former allies and cronies in
the Party of the impossibility o f
breaking or even weakening Lovestone's
grip. Later he criticiscd the Foster-
Browder clique for retreating from the
position of the document "T h e Right
Dunger in the American Party" and at-
tempted for a while to absolve the Fos-
ter "comrades" from rosponsibility for
tho gangster attack on the Trotskyites.
"None of the Foster comrades participe
ated in tho shameful gangstor attack."
(The Militant, Docember 15, 1928).

Wo have no means to astert~in what
passod in corrocepondence between Cannon
and Trotsky btut it 1is an interesting
fact that Trotsky also made a favorable
gosture toward Foster, who had distin-
guishod himgclf during the war by sell-
ing Liberty Bonds and delivering patri-
otic speoches, whose entire record in
the C.P.was that of an outright opport-
unist, and who wae among the first t o
denounce Cannon as a Trotskyist. Trot-
sky wrote:

"Foster......seemed to mo mnde of
more trustworthy material than Love-
stone and Pepper. In Foster's orit-
icism of the official leadership of
the Party there was always much that
wag true and acutes But as far as I
understand him, Foster is an impori-
cist. He does not want to, or is
not able to ocarry his thinking
through to the end."(L.Trotsky, The
Militant, June 1, 1929.)
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Thus Cunnon and Trotsky wore
¢loaring the wuy ‘for Stulin to discard
Lovestone and give tho Party to the
"Fogtor comracdes.”™ Fcester himsslf wae
put on probation, bec.use Stalin held
him responsiblo for the alllancoe with
tho Trotskyites in tho Party. Object-
ively tho Trotskyist loadors assisted
the Stalinist process of Yburocratic
centr.lization of the Comintern,

Cannon gave politicul support to
some of tho worst features of the Stal-
inist turn towurd ultru-Loftism. H e
and his group wero fuvoring tihe policy
of dual-unionism and selrf-determination
for Nogroes. "The Negro question ia
als0 a national question, and the Party
must ralse the sloguan of the right of
self-dctermination for  the Negroes."
(Militunt, Feb. 15, 1 92 9). Thelir
"{deas" led thom to the conclusion that
tho Negro massos must b3 lod not by tke
Amorican proletariat as a wiole but by
Nogro proletariat as against Negro
petty-bourgeois. (Ibid.)

Lovestone drow wupon himsolf the
fire of criticism of the Trotskyist
leaders because ho was slow in muking
the leftist turn 4in the trade union
field, and beczuso, in organizing a
Stalinist-controlled wnion in t h e
neodle trades e "unduly delayed while
opportunities were 1lost and the Right
Wing odvanced." (Militunt, Febuary 15,
1929.) All this dove-tuilod porfocily
with Stalin's sly campuign to oust the
"Rights."

There onsued a lengthy period of
opportunist attempts at "correcting"
Stalin and his Browders. Essentially
it wmas a policy of oxplicit intontion
of unification of the Trotsky and the
Stalin forces: at the bottom of this
policy lay tho hopeful waiting for the
return of Trotsky to power. Meanwhile

Stalinism was taking shape, risiag inan

ascending spiral of Stulin's personal
dictatorship.

The Cannon olique without ziving
an analytical attention to the develop-
ment of the burocratic pyramid and the
constant systematic contralization o f
the power of the Usurper witiiin the So-
viet Union  and the Comintern, tock
geriously Trotsky's empty hopes and be-

lioved that tho rounification witlh the
Fostor-Browder bYandits was a dcad cer-
tainty. Since Trotsky's utopian line
was "reinstatoment into the Communist
Party of tue Soviet Union with full
ri-hte, of Trotsky and tho other impri-
soned and exilod members of the Russian
Opposition" (Militant, Nov. 15, 1 §28),
it was necessary to spoak of Stalin'e
gonscious and deliborato betrayals as
"mistakes® in order to leave the door
opon for reconciliation.

There began the spread of the
costly illusion that the Stalinized Co-
mintern und Stulin's burocracy are two
distinct ontities. "Wo do not identify
tho Communist International with the
Stalinist burocracy" (L. Trotsky, Tasks
of the American Opposition) .

And oven wien Stalin!s Comintern
became a higliily efficlent ilnstrument for
preventing proletarian revolutiom and
bringing on Fascism, the Trotskyite op-
portunists blinded thoe workors! politi-
cal vision with the following st a t e~
nent

"Our differgnces with the Party's
policy, whiclk i1solates it from the
nassos and impedos the revolutionary
povoment in this and othsr countries,
cénunot eliminate the fact that the
Conrunist party is tho only working
class party in tho fiold, the only
revolutionary party, the only party
which stands for the intorests of
the working class TODAY and TOMOR-
ROW." (The Militant,Oct. 29, 1932.)

This powerful pro-Stalinist poison
was given to the workers at the momont
when Stalinism was consurmating its bo-
trayal in Germany, exactly thrce months
boforo Hitler camo to power! What more
effoctive aid could Stalin ask of the
"Bolshovik-Leninists"}

Thero has beon establishoed between
Trotsky and his opportunist hangers-on
8 systom oOf mutual shielding and comp-
lets political unanimty - wnprocodent.
ouw in a genuinely Leninist organization,
It is an Listorical fact that in  the
Bolshevik Party, which Lenin founded,
there were continmual differences an d
disagreements with Lenin, Lenin him-
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self never hesitated openly to oritic-
ise members of the Party even of the
highest rank and those closest to him.
But one has yet to live to discover
Trotsky criticising Cannon or vice ver-
sa. Like Stalin's line tho line that

Trotsky lays down for his opportunist

satollites is alwayg "corrcct."

After Gormany tho absurd and cri-
minal nature of tho pollgy of “oritical"
support of Stalin becamo all toopal-
pable. Stalinism stood out as a gruoe
some counter-revolutionary force o ¢
torrific powor. All tho thoories eval-
uvating Stalinism, including Trotsky's,
were subjocted to the tost and provod
wanting. The proleturiat wus hopalogse—
ly at sea. History, on peril of new
catastrophios for the toiling massos,
demanded that un oxhaustivo analysis bo
made of Stalinism to dstermine its pro-
cise churactor to traco ite developmont
and mako u thorough study of the intor-
play of 1ts two-fold mothods in order
to fight it corroctly.
ry to draw o balunce of Trotsky's poli-
cies, recognize their opportunism und
discuard the luaboriously propostorous
thoorstical gonfusion with which they
were backed. It was imporative to ac-
quitint the workers with 4he shamoful
rolo Troteky played sinco Lonin's last
illness.

But posople who exchango Bolshovik
boots for opportunist ones and lauve
the solid ground of Leninism cunnot ox~
tricato thomselves  from tae muck by
their own boot-straps.

Trotsky not only did not make an
attompt in the direction of o penetrate
ing, sober und frunk examination of his
policy since 1922 — u policy which as-
siatod St.lin to tho seut of power und
brought tromendous injury to tho world
toiling massos — but in actuality cov-
ered up both Stalin's and his own basic
policies, purticulurly on Gormany.
Without cutting the umbilical cord that
united him with Stulin, Trotsky added
to hiis bewildoring structure of half-
truths and outright fulsel.oods & dcand~
alous re-evaluation of Social Democravy,
thus becoming politicully tisd to doth
reactionary Internution.ls.

Mo.nwhile C.nnon and his cligue

It wus necessa~

without doubt must have perused all or
nearly :11 of Trotsky's writings ahd
also the Stalinist documonts and mutor-
ials and have becomo fully acquainted
with the hard, imporishable facts which
told the shocking story 6f Trotsky's
widetched policy of covaring up, peace-
making and capitulation. Woro thoy rev-
olutionists whose actions wero motivat-
0od oxclusively by tho interosts of the
prolotariat and all opprossod, they
would long ago have brokon with Troteky,
would have rovealod the whole truth ab-
out him, and have clearod the clutter
and confusion with vhich he has encumb-
orod the path to rovolutionary clarity
and policies. They would have oriented
toward gdvanced workers and consistent-
ly fought all opportunism, particularly
the Stulinist machine vhich is the main
enemy within the workingclass. T h ey
did none of thess things. They still
cling to Trotsky in tho vague hope of
Stalin's eventual fall and Trotsky's
return to power,whicli hope is a substi-
tute for the original "booutiful® dream
of pouace-muking wund reconciliation. It
mst bo kept in mind that while Trotsky
was dreaming of "correcting™ Stalin the
latter plunged the masses in the Soviet
Union and the masses of China, Germany,
Austria and Spain into a ghastly night-
mare. And if a Leniniet force strong
onough to defeat Stalinism, Trotskyism
and all othor opportunist curronts does
not arise in time,thare can be no doubt
that the present Trotskyist spoculati®n
will help bring equally ghastly results
t0 tho workorse®of Amorica, France and
othor countries.

By tho law of antithcsis to the
grim historical roality, the Trotskyist
lcaders, lacking Marxist armor and the
Loninist sword of truth, are unablo to
run tho gauntlet of fire of Stalinism.
With Stalinism growing more blood-
thirsty and ferocious, and Trotskyism
being its poronnial targot, Cannon and
Co. have no illusion of the possibility
of contimious orginizational indspénd-
ence without the danger of facing a
head-on collision with the Browdor
machine., To pursue the contral task
facing the workers und put up an effec-
tive struggle against Stalinism, with-
out at tho same timo exposing Trotsky,
is out of tho quostion. On the other
hand, an attompt to carry on indopend-
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ent "mags"™ work inevitably must lead ¢o

an open clash with Stalinism. Finding
themgelveés caught in an insoluble cont-
radiotion, there is really no other es-
cape for Cannon and Co., no safe "purt-
icipation in the class struggle" except
to take rofuge in some ‘“comfortable™
swamp for a year or two. It is under
_m_e_ stregs of this contradiction that
Cannon strangles in their infancy the
partieg he groatos, and Joads _.ti his
trusting followers on "girunge" tong-
ents as ‘tho entry .tm.. the Socialigt

Party apnd pow into the Americgn Labor
Party. The basic Trotskyits mclous

will not be 1liguiduted of course.
Visualizing their cheriehed droam of
Trotsky returning to power eventually
tuking form,the Trotskyite loudors will
endeavor to keop thoir forces intact
within the A.L.Ps To afford an outlet
for the pont~up cmotions, they will do
~periodically mobilising their followers
for a public meeting to "defend" Trot-
sky aguinst new Stalinist frame-ups..
Once thay bdburrow into the A.L.P. they
will attompt to remuin there for a
couple of yeurs~-if they ure not kicked
out befora.
opportunist objective in viow,they will
in picturesque Shuchtmunite 1 angu age
give a vagus outline of "revolutionary"
work t¢o thoir unsuspocting followoers.
And if
upon them thay will resume thoir gume,
spinning it into the fumiliar grooves.

* x % &

A word about tho line of C.nnon's

loyal "opposition" is in place. Hal

Draper and others do not show un ink-
ling of realization that therc is a
hidden motive in Cuannon's position.

Failing to grasp that Trotaky's entire
post-Loninist -policy 4is inscparable
from the 1lins laid down in tho "rovolue
tionary trunsitional program" and on
the labor party question, thoy divide
Trotskyism, accepting the promise with-
out a note of doudbt, support the rofor-
mist "rovolutionary trunsitional PrOg——
ram" but imagine they are execubing a
stroke of Marxist strategy dy bulking

at the accoptance of Cannon's Labor

Party line which is the conclusion
druwn from that "progrum®”  and whioch
flows directly from tho entiro position
of Trotskyism. Such incredidly nuive

Holding their own private.

"indepondence" is aguin imposed

“opposition" can be only welcomed by

Troteky and his satellites. Its existe

ence "proves" that there is "democracy"

within the Trotskyist erganization.

However, such spurious "domocracy" 1e

practiced with alacrity by Lovestone

and all other cunning Dburocrats who

have secured an unshakeable control of

the organisational apparatus. Execute

ing a carefully conceived plan, Cannon
Shachtman and Co., whose resourcefud-
ness of transforming myth into fust one

can only marvel at, will go on assert-
ing vohemently that the movement for a
Labor party evon in the period of colw
lapse of capitaliem 4is progressive.

Woeling up thoir batteries of sophistry,
employing Cannon's superdb t ¢ ch.znigue
they will with rolative ease demolish
their timid "opposition.”

* % & * »

0O the sincere mombers of the S.W.P.
who are vitally concernod with the reve
olutionary interests of the masses we
say: Trotskyiam is occupying an oppor-
tunist position on every important is-
sue confronting the proletariat. On
tho question of organizational indepen-
dence, on Social Democracy,. on the nat-
ure of a Labor Party, on war, Trotsky
has broken with Bolshoviesm. Trotskyism
sows confusion concerning Stalinism and
is spreading deception about ita own
movoment. Break with Trotskyisml Help
build an indepondent Marxist Partyl

The road toward tho building of a
new Comrmunist Party today lies not al-
ong the lines of "mass" oricntation ade
vocated in various forms by the Trot-
skyiste,tho Lovestonoites and all other
peseudo-Marxist groupa. There are no
ultra-short roade to the maeses. The
historical bridge to the masses is the
proletarian vanguard. T h e utopian
"mass" oriontation 1e advanged for the
sole roason that 1its advocatos are un~
able or unwilling to stand against the
aggrossive Stalinist tide. The correct
path to tho building of a now Cormmuniet
party with a view to reaching the mass~
o8 lies exclusivoly in the dirSction of
class~conscious workors distributed
within and around the Stalinist, Trote
skyist, Lovestoneite, Soclalist and
other orgunizations. Above all, the
policy must be directed toward freeing



the workers from the deadly grip of

Stalinism. Without destroying the Sta-
linist machine of counter-revolution in
at leagt one imporcant country un impe-
erialist war and tlLe continuoue rise &
Fuscism arc not meraly a possibility
but are a certainty.

In the conduct of imporiulist war
and in tho process ¢f introdvcing Fasc~
ism, the Amoricar vonrgsolsie wllli rece
elve from the Labor Purty vaiiuabls ass-
istunco. Rovolutionary workers must
exercise keon vision In thelr politics.
It is nadness to boliove (;armon,Snamt-
man and Co. that the Labokr Party can be
led "in a rovolutionary di rectio'z" "4 0m
ward class struggle not glass collabore
ation"; that they are pooplc performing
miruacless

These poople whose policies are
rooted in opportunist considsérations;
who care nothing whatover about the
revolutionary direction; whe never
thenselves practiccd goruire political
indepondonce, for yeurs hwrging cn to
the Stulinist #Party" who have beon
"pushing” Stalinism toward tho ‘“Lonine
ist path" 4n roality aceieting the Sta-
linists to botr iy the maszes?s to Fiaclism
("All eyes to tho Cumumnist Farty,"ecte;
seo IN DEFENSE OF BCLSHEVISM #3 and 5);
who in 1934 got buay “pushing® alao the
Sociul Demccracy; tlLese people who with

machino-like precision are warching in

a rcactionaly direction lLave sot out to
perform miracles aud "push" taenselves
and o reformist party whiea is ullied
witii Ropublicins and Domocrats, to inde
ependoncsg, to "lead" it in a revolu~
tionury direction! It 1s o thousund
pities that muny honost workers rerain
priscnors of the opportunicts wio oxp-
ertly hundle foggy, speoctacular phrascs
and for whose crimes the world prolet-
arlat is puylng o staggering price i n
agony and blood.

Once more: broak with bdankrupt
Trotskyiem! Join the Leninist Leuguel
Help to develop a poworful ocumpaign of

sexposure of Stalinism and overy othor
opportunism within tho working clags:

Romember Lonin's gwidinz w 5 cds
vhich, tostel in 1life, wore wriillariiy
provon correct in Ruseia in 15Y7  aad,
in o negative way, in otner courtries

"Tac imperialist opocli does nct
tolorate the existonce in one par.y
of both tho vanruard of the roveolu
tionary prnlatariat and the rewi-
pethy-sourgeols aristccoacy of  tle
workinz cluss which orjoys couvabds
from the wnrivileges of 'its! mnation
sitatad as a Groea’ Fower ' Tus
0ld thaecry about @portxmism being
a "Jogitimato shado! of a wiitad
party, & party that avolds
extromos® hag now turned into the
greatesy deception cof tns workors
and tho groatost hiandranco to th e
labor movement.” (Lonin, Collapse of
tho 'Second Iaternationals)

FIGHT FOR THE POLITICAL AND ORGAN~-
IZATIONAL UNITY AND INDEPENDENCE OF
REVOLUTICHISTS AND  AGAINST ORGANIZ-
ATIQNATL AND' THEREFORE POLITICAL UNITY
WITH OPPORTUNISM!

AGAINST "HE IECEPTIVE "MASS" LINE
AND FAKE POLICIES OF "REVOLUTIQVARY
TRANSITIONAL DEAITDS" CONDUCTED BY FEO-
PLE WHO TRAMPLE UPON LENINISM, AND FOR
A LEVINIST LINE OF UNRELENTING STRUGGLE
TO WREST THE WOBKING CLASS  VANGUARD
FROM THE OPPORTUNISTS)

FOR THE JEYENSE OF THE REMNANTS OF
OCTOBER - THE SOCIALIZED INDUSTRY - AND
A MERCILESS SIEUGGLE AGAINST THE USURP-
ING STALINIST BUROCRACY — BETH Z R E
PEACE OR WAR! o

AGAINST THE SUPPORT OF IMPERIALISM
ALLIED WITH STALIN AND FOR ITS REVOLUw
TIONARY OVERTHROW!

FOR A LENINIST - NOT A ®ROTSKYw~
1ST —= FOURTH INTERNATIONAL!




