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THE DISASTER IN THE SOYVIET UNION
AND THE TROTSKYITES

/C\§ matters stand today, the Soviet
Union, undermined for almost
two decades by the counter-revolution=
ary Stalinist burocracy, faces certain
destruction. The most crucisl task of
the advanced workers is to determine
whose policy can provide +the Soviet
Union with a genuine defense. It is
the Stalinist rulers and their reace
tionary political 1line who have
?rought matiers to their present trage
ic states They key point, thereofore.
in evaluating any policy which is ade
vanced as a defense of the Soviet Uni-
on, is to see what relation it estabe
lishes between the workers and the
Stalinist burocracye. Does the policy
place the workers on a clear-out line
of overthrowing Stalinism, or does it
teach the workers that for soxme reason
or other it is correct +to support
Utalin and his burocracy? Does it
make it umequivocally clear that wmder
Stalinist rule +the Soviet Union faces
irevitable and unavoidable defeat, or
does it pose the pcssibility of a suce
cessful defense and even victory for
the Soviet Union wumder  Stelinism?
These are the acid-test questions that
decide whether the policy is one which
actually leads to victory fr the
workers of the Soviet Union or to de-
feat and a bourgeois fascist nilitary
dictatorship,

In Thc‘gi}itant of August 8, 1942

t@e conditions ~For preserving the So-

zlet Union are stated in the following
ermss

"Po preserve the Soviet Union
the Soviet masses must rid them-
selves of Stalin, they must convert
this war into a revolutionary war,
they must restore Soviet democracys"

Is this formulation correct? Can

this line lead +to a genuine defense

and the possibility of victory for tke
Soviet Union? The answer is: Yesy It

is absolutely correct; it is the only

line that can lead +to a genuine de=-

fensse and victory for the Soviet Union.
Every worker is duty-bound to support

this position. It is stated in cryst-

al-clear terms; +the Soviet Union can-

not be preserved unless tho massoes rid

themsclves of Stalin and his gang,

transform the war into a war for pro-

letarian revolution .end establish a

genuine workers! democratic rogime, It

is a positive and irrefutable fact

that Stalin and his burocracy can
bring the warkers nothing but disaster,
The Trotskyite leaders themsclves ac-
curately observe this fact about the

Stalinist leadership: "These polid es

and this leadership camot bring any-
thing but disaster." ("The Moaning of
the Fll of Sevastopol," The iilitent,

July 11, 1942,) Thus far, the ‘irot-
skyite formuwlutions are  absolutely
correct. If these formulations rep-
resented the real and fundamental
Trotskyite 1line, every revolutionary
worker would be obligated to proclaim
openly that on this foremost question
the Trotskyite leaders hold to a truly
Marxist position,

A careful examination of the
Trotslktyite 1line, howvever, discloses
thet the above-cited correct formula-
tions do not at all represent the
actual positior of the Trotskyite
lesders. Behind these accurate formu=-
lations there 1lurks +the actusl Trot-
skyite policy directly mnegating the
line of these formulations. This recl
policy is embodied in a series of for-
mulations made at different times,

According to +the sensec of +the
above correct formulations, the condi=-
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tion for the victory e¢f +the Soviet
Unioa is the overthrow of the Stalin-
ist burocracy, While Stalinism rules,
victory is impossible,for the policies
of the ruling clique lead only to dis-
aster, The workers, while fighting
the imperialist armies, must bring
about the overthrow of Stalinism, and
thus ocreate the conditions for the
possibility of victory., But, a dif=
ferent farmulation given by Trotsky in
his "Good Snldier" thesis reverses the
whole matter and lays down the illusi-
on that victory is pOSS1bla while the
Stalinist burocracy is in power, The
thesis reads: ’

"In the Soviet Union, I would
try to be a good soldier, win the
sympathy of the soldiers, and fight
well, Then, at a good momnt, when
victory 1s assured, I would says
'"Wow we must finish with  the
Bureaucracy," (The Case of Leon
2323351, p» 289, Our emphasis.)

The chronology of the events in this
thesis is clear: fight well, victory
is assured at some moment or other,
end then finish with the burscracy.
Ctviously, according tov +this thesis,
this possible "assured victory" is
supposed to take place while Stalinism
rules and precedes the finishing with
the burocracy. This thesis 1is in
irrcconcilable antagonism with  the
ca rect position which we cited
aorliers

Bow does it happen that Trotsky
ever came out with such a position? Is
this position a peculiar accident, an
isolated, chance remark, or des it
represent the basic Trotskyite line?
Viith what else in the Trotskyite line
i3 this position commected?

If victory under Stalinist rule
is possible or even can be assured, as
Trotsky posed it, then according te
this 1lcgic +thdé Stalinist burocracy
must fulfill some positive and there-
fere necessary function in the defense
of the Soviet Union. This indeed is
the Trotskyite line:

"So long as the Soviet burocracy
has not been removed by the prolct-
ariat - a tesk which will eventual=-
1y be accomplished - it fulfills a
necessary function in the defense
of the workers! state.,” (L. Trot-
sky, Bulletin of the Opposition,
Janusry 1935, #4le Quoted by Trot-

sky in  The Ces>

. nf Leor iroisky,
Fe 493.)

. Thus, or the onec hand, the Troiskyites

tsll the.workers that in order to pre-
serve the Soviet Union it is necessary
to remove the Stalinist burocracy,that
the Stalinist pclicies and rule lead
the Soviet Union to ngthing but dis-
aster, and an the other hand, they as-
ocribe a "necessary functlon to the
Stalinist burocracy 'in the defense of

the workers! State. ‘

‘What kind of a "necessary func-
tion" ocan this disaster-creating
burocracy fulfill? Its record speaks
for itself, Ostensibly in the def'ense
of +the Soviet Union, the Stalinist
burocracy has di soriented the Russian
and the international workingclass po-
litically, has betrayed the masses of
Germany,France, Poland, Czechoslovakie
arnd osther countries to fascism, has
burocratically warped the economy, has
disrupted the military efficiency of
the army, has plundered the fruits of
the workers! and peasants toil through
graft, bribery, theft and usurpation
and has strangled all the elementary
rights of the workers sscured through
epoch-~making sacrifices in the October
Revoluticn and the Civil War. The
Stalinist burocracy thus has been ful-
£illing +the function of a destroyer,
not a deferder of the workers! States
This is a fact which gives the lie to
Trotk y's story that Stalin and his
burocracy fulfill "a necessary func-
tion in the defeonso of the wotkers!
State ° "

When one holds, as do the Trot-
skyites, that the Stalinist burocracy
fulfills a necessary function in the
defense of the OSoviet Union, it is
only logical that onets actual posie-
tion is support to Stalin and his
burocracy, with the correct formu-
lations against Stalinism. serving as a
protective cover for this pro-Stalin-
ist line:s

"With the Left Opposition, we
declared many times we will sustain
Stalin and his bureaucracy, and we
repeat it now. We will sustain
Stalin and his bureaucracy in every
effort it makes to defend the new
form of property against imperial-~
ist attacks., At the same time wc
try +to defend +the new forms of
property against Stelin and his
bureaucracy, against inmner attackcs



against the new form of property.
That is our position." (Leon Trot-
sky in . The Case of Leon Trotsky,

pe 282,)

This is_ obviously & position of so-

called "oritical support” to Stalinism
The form it +tekes is: In so far as
Stalin defends the workers! Stete, Wwe
support him; in so far as -he under=
mines the workersT .
This position of "in so far as" re-
calls to mind +the notorious position
of Stalin in March 1917, prior to the
arrival of Lenin, with respect to the
Provisional Govermment, Stalin gave

‘Moritical support" +to Russian imperi- .

alism, masking his support with this
story of "in so far as" the Provision-
al Government "fortifies"™ the revo-
Iution:

"In so far as the Provisiomal
Govermment fortifies the steps of
the revolution, to that extent we
must support it; bub, in so far as
it is counter=-revolutionary, support
to the Provisional Covermment is
not permissible,¥ (Stalin at.the
Bolshevik Conference, March 1917,)

The arrival of Lenin put an end +t6.

this opportunist farce of aseribing to
the Provisional Government a  "dusl
function" qf on the one hand "fortify-
ing" +the revolution and on the other
hand uwndernmining it, Lenin uneguivos-
ally. oPpbsed the 1line of "eritical
support”; he fought eagainst eny sup-
port to +the Provisional Government,
" masked or open. Stalints line would
- have led to the establislment of a
bourgecis military dictatorship in
Russie; Lenin's line led to the Octob-
er Revolution, '

This line of "in so far as" has
always been the official and funda~
mentel policy of the Trotskyites with
respect to the Stalinizt burocracy,
In the clearest possible terms, it was
formulated by Trotsky as followss

"A complete and unquelified sup-
port in so far as the bureaucracy
‘defends the boundaries of the So-
viet Republic and +the foundations
of the October revolution; an ocut-
spoken criticism in so far as the
bureaucracy hinders by its admini~
‘strative zigzags the defense of the
revolution and of socialist con~
struction." (What Next, p. 127.)
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esWo oppose him.

- Does this position on the Stelin-
ist burocracy carrespond to reality?
There is mno such political duality as
a reactionary force performing prog-
ressive functions in the interests of
the October Rew lution. Despite Irot-
sky's statement that the Stalinist
burecracy "defends the boundaries of
the Soviet republic and the foundas -

ticns 6f the October revolution," the

actual truth is +that this "defense"
consists of Mastful words and of
deeds which render the borders of the
Soviet Union historically defenseless
against world imp rialism. Few people
know this as well as the Trotskyite
leaders, The only way in which those
borders and +those foundations can be
defended is by +the extension of the
prols tarian revolution in Burope, Asia
and throughout +the capitd ist world.
Pew people know this also so well as.
the Trotskyite leaders, as their cor-
rect statements, with which +they
camouflage their support to the Stal-
inist burocracy, indicate.
x k%

The Stalintern Mrocrats have
shown great skill in mncealing their
counter-revolutionary policdies with
correct-sounding statem nts. To give
an illustration. In general they ore-
ate the impremsion that they stand for
the independence of Indja. At the
same time they give the workers a line
of support to British imperialism. How
do they cover this up? By the clever
meneuver of +telling the workers that
the fight Hr independence is "bub-
omdinated" +to the needs of the strug-
gle agoinst fascism, With this 1in e
of "subordination" the Stalinist burcc-
rets postpone the indopendence of In-
dia to doomsday. The Trotskyite lead=-
ers understand very well what the re-
sults of this polidy of "subordiration"
will be. TIn The Militant of August 15,
1942, they cite Trotskyts exposure of
this  slick trick:

"Communists,according to Manuil-
8ky, 'subordinate the realization
of this right of secession..,in the
‘interests of defeating fascism,.!?
In other words, in the event of war
botween England and France over
® lonies, the Indian people must
support their present slave owners,

- the British imperialists." (Indi-
- cated cmission in the original,)

This 'is a correct interpretation of
the "subordinate" trickery., But what
do we find when we examine the Trote
skyite position in relation to the



Stalinist
question
correct path +towards
fense of the Soviet Union?  "Subordi-
nation" of the struggle against e
burceracy presunably in the interests
of fighting ageinst imperialism}

burécracy and to -t he
of ~its removal as the only
the genuine de~

"But our struggle against the
burocracy remains subordinated to

the wer against imperialism. That
is trué on the political  plane,

where we comsider our criticism of
the psrasitic oligarchy as the
method of Dest arming the country
against imperialism, asod it is also
true on the military plane where
practical actions against  the
buroceracy are subordinated tHo the
necds for defense of the country,"
(Fourth International, Oct. 1941,
pe 25L. ~Our emphasiS.)

This position is directly connoctod
with the Trotskyite line of sustaining
Stalin and his Dburoecracy "in so far
as" and of creating the illusion that
victory ocax be assured with Stalinism
in power (Good Soldier thesis), By
their "subordination" thesis the Trot-
skyites crecte an artificial. separa-
tion between the struggle ngainst the
buroerccy and the struggle on the mi-
litary front. They give the  impres-
sion that the struggle against the bu=-
rocracy can in some wuy impair T h e
struggle on the military fyont. But
vhat are the faots? Thillie the Stalin-
ist burocracy is in power, the nccds
of the military front against imperie-
alism ocunnot be fulfilled,for these

needs demend in the <first place the
possibility of wvictory vhich does not

exist under Staliniam. A genuine do-
fense mecans one which presents at
lecast a possibility of victory. Such

a possibility can exist only under tho
condition that a Marxisv lesadership

assumes control of the Soviet Unilon
and establishes itsel as a guiding
factor within the international work-
Gg class, The Stalinisi-controilied

efense" is a gross deception, To
speak of Msubordinating® the struggle

mgainst the Stalinist burocracy to the
meeds of the military front is to give

the impression that under Stalinist
fule the military front constitutes a

real Ffight against imperialism, This
impression is an  illusion-creating
line, * * *

Many workers undoubtedly have the
fear that the overthrow of the Staline

ist burocracy may weaken the military-
front due to several factors. Large
numbers of Stalints military and eco-
nomic flunkeys who now occupy admini-
strative posts will wery likely Ilee
in the event of a politicel revolution
in the Soviet Union. Seeking to save
their skin from +the workerst! wrath,
many of these putrid agents will prob-
abl¥ desert their posts, *try to or-
ganize forces against ths wrkers, go
over %o ‘the imperialist armies, ctec.
The workers fear that this may cause a
disrupvion of the military front,since
it will +take the workers some time to
becone reorganized under the new revo-
lutionary leadership. Such fenrs are
entirely one-sided, for +they overlcok
the fact that with the overthrow of
Stalinism and +the establislment of a
rew lutionary -wregime, +the militery
front will quickly be strengthereds
The revoluticnary regime will cause
disintegraticn of the imperialist
ernmies s did the Red Army propagenda
of Lenin's time, Eveun if the imperi-
alist ermies make come advances due to
the momentary weskening caused by

o
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proletarisn  upheaval against  the
burceracy in the Soviet Union, they

will pay tenfold for their depredatims
by butting up against a wall of revo-

lutionary peolities which will sweerp
forward wunder +the power of the new
Bolshevil regime. With the Stslinizt

regime in power, a8s We have stoted,
there is not even <the possibility of
victory. With o new revolutionary reow
gine, this possibility eppecrs on the
scens, A political revolution in the
Sovie’ Union, therefors, is +the chief
requirement of the day. ~Perhaps the
workerdwillihave to pay for such on
achievement == ocnd +the poison of two
decades of Stalinism cermot be elimim-
ated without scme cost Lo the wo kers
- it is abselutely essentianl that the
task be met without flinching, Above
all, the workers must not fall :iInto
the trap of accepting the position of
"subordinating" the overthrow of Stal-
inism +to the needs of the Military
front, because of the fear that a po-
litical upheeval msy momentorily weal-
en the latter. They must look forward
to the {inal cutcome, to the +two al=-
ternatives, either sure Cestruction of
the Soviot Union under Stalinism,or by
the overthrow of Stalinism +through a
workers' political rew lution 4he cre-
ation of a possibility of victory over
the imperisiist armies. The Trotsiy=
ite leaders play upon the fears of ‘the
workers, directing +them along an ave-



nue of political paralysis through the
"subordination™ thesis,

* * *
There are two dangers besetting
the workers. One is +the Trotskyite
pro-Stalinist position of "eritical

support™ to Stelirism. The other is
the so-called ultra-Leftist lins vwhich
advocates a pclicy of disruption of
the military front, labelling this po-
licy "revolutionary defeatism™ in the
Soviet Union. The corrsel position
has nothing ir common vrith either the
Cannconite disguised pro-Stalinist line
or the so-called ultra-Leltist "revo-
luticnary defeatism” in the  Soviet
Union. The correct lins is to create
the conditions ror the victory of the
Soviet Union by the “ravolsticnary
overthrow of the Stalinist burocracy
and the establislment of a Bolshevik

-5

regimeyvhiles hg}digg t%? military front.

The Trotskyite leaders, who have
a line of "sustaining Stalin and his
~burocracy" under the cover of an Min
s0 far as" clause, who ascribe a2 "ne-
cessery functior” to Stalinism, who
urge the workers to "subordinate" the
figltt against Stalinism in the ophere
of both political criticism and prac-
tical actions, ched ecrocodile  teszrs
ebout the disastrous condition of the
military front in the Soviet Union:

"Had the masses proceeded from
the beginning +to rid themsslves of
the burcaucratic millstone around
their necks, to restore Soviet de-
mocracy and emberked upor a policy
of revelutionary war agoinst the
Fazis, the militery situation would
undoubtedly have beea  infinitely
more favorasble fer them today."(The
Militant, August 8, 1942,) -

Surely this is a 1low mark of re-
volting hypcerisy and duplicivy!

Who was it +that was outstonding
in helping to tie the "bursaucratic
millstone” around the ncck of the
toilers of the Soviet Tnion? At the
time when Lenin,sreatly handicapped by
illness, nevertheiess began to fight
for the removcol of Staiin from power,
who was it that said +to Stalin's
clesest partner,Kamenev, "I am against
reroving Stalin"? It was Trotsky.
(See L. Trotsky, My Life, pe 486.)

Who was it that in 1940 for the
first time came out with a
hint that Stalin poisoned Lenin? It
was Trotsky. (Ses Liberty, August

definite

-econcealing

1940, article "Did Stalin Poison

Lenin?") For sixteen long years Trot-

sky kept buried in his mind what he

knew about Lenin's death. (Ses our

pemphlet, "After Sixteen Years of

Silence".) Fuving grown dmmers &ly
-0 Pl under Trotsky's protection,

§talin could offord to,.cnd didhdis-
regard Trotsky's belated ond inelfect-
ive revelations,

Who was it,that in full knowledge
of Lenin's fight against Stalin and
Stalin's policies,not only kept this
fight secrst from the workers, but at
the VII All-Ukrainian Party Conference
in the Spring of 19232 presented Stal-
ints polid es as Leninist? Who turned
the Twelfth Congress of the Russian
Party, in Arril 1923 = the very Coug~

ress which Lenin designated as the
battlefield sagainst Stalin but was
prevented from fighting Ly illness -
who turned +that Congress into =a
boisterous Stalirist affair of consce
lidation of Dburocretic power? It was

Trotskye. (See our pamphlet,”Did Trot-
sky Colleborate with Stalin?")
Who cooperated with S*alin in

from +the workers Lenints
"Will" which had been read on May 22,
1924 in the secrst session of chosen
burocrats at the Thirteenth Congress
of the Russian Party? Vho shield ed
Stalin from EBastman's exposure and
lied to the wa kers of the whnle world?
It was Trotslky.

"Comrade Lenin has not left any
TWilltoesee ALl talk with regard to
a concecled or mutilated 'willt is
nothing but a despicable liceess
There is no sincere worker who will
believe in the picture painted by
Eostman.” (L. Trotsky, Inprecorr,
September 3, 1925,) -

Who, in June 1926, after Stalints
"Comintern" jointly -with +the British
trade union fakers had betrayed +he
General Strike in Englend, stirred the
deceived Russisn workers with deadly
lies about Stalin's "Comintern" trans-
ferring the Bolshevik methods of 1917
to the Eaglish so0il? It was Trotsky.
(See our article, 'Myths and Facts
About Trotsky's Position on the Anglo-
Russian Ccmmittee," TR® DULLETIN, Aug,
1942,)

Who wes it +that in the infamous
"Declaration of the Opposition" on
Octiober 16, 1926 wurged upon the anti-
Stalin workers the 1line of wuncondi-
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tionally submitting to the distates of
Stalints Centrnl Committee, Centrnl
Control Commission, Party Congroess,and
the line of denying the right to carry
cn any sort of agitutbion ugainst Stolm
in's "Comiwtern" ond Stalints "C,P."
of the Soviet Union? It was Trotsky
and his +then lieutenants, Zinoviov,
Kanenev, Piutokov, et ale:

"We consider the decisions
of the XIV Party Congress of the
Central Cormittec and of the Cent-
ral Control Commission. ms absoluto-
ly binding for us, and we shall un=-
conditionally submit %o thom axnd
curry them oute We call upon all
vonrades who share our viows to do
the sameese. Wo emphatically de ny
the right of those who carry on an
agitotion of eny sort against the
Comintern, the  C.P, of the Soviet
Urion or the Soviet Union, ‘o lay
claim to eny solidarity with us,”
(Decloration of Trotsky, Ziaoviev,
c¢te. Inprecorr, 1926, 568, p.1173.
Cur emphasis.

Who was it +that for many yeors
tisd the workers +to the mirapge of
Yeorrseting" the troscherous, counter-
revolutionary Stelinist "Cominbern,"
et the seme time wrging them to sup-
port EStalin's internetionel orgmiz-
pticrns ~ with "eritieism,” of course?
ho was it that exhorted the German
vorkers to vote for Stalin's Thaclmann?
Pho cried YAll eyes +to +the Conmunist
Fersyi™ It was Trotsky, (See Gor-
many, What Next, p. 186.) Who by Tils
method helped Stalin open the path for
ths victory of Hitlier in Germany end
thus {or the present imperialist ate
tack on the Soviet Tnion? It was
Trovsky and his Conmons and Shachtmans)

The Tio tskyits line of "eritical
support” to Stalin support
camouflaged with “erivicism") is an
0ld onos. In the burocratic degener-
ation of the Scviet leadership. in the

(iLeCay

period of 1922-1923, Trotsky formed a
?oliticul bloc with tie Stelinist
'

Troika" (Stalin-Zinoviev-Kemencv) to
share power with them. The subsequont
drive of +the Stalin c¢lique %o oust
Trotsky entirely from power left him
no other linc than to support Staline-
ism and cover up this sunport with
"oriticism.," Trotsky was converted
into a "loyal opposition." His policy
was admittodly one of "peccemaking and
conciliation" with Stalin  (Sse Trot-
sxy's letlor 4o Mualov, Now Inter=

natiopel, November 1934, p.126), When
Hitler came to power in 1933, primarily
through the treachery of Stalinism,the
shock of the workers was terrifice
Amongst the anti-Stalinist workers
there wns disnppoirtment with the Trot-
skyite line of "eorrecting" the Stal-
intern. Moebing ‘the noeds of this
citvation, Tro+sky and his Cannons and
Shachimans put on an air of broalking
irrovoeohly with the Stalinist buroc-
racy. The Tw tskylte leaders began to
cell themselves a "Fourth Interanation-
al" thus giving the impression of
complete independeunce from Stalinisme
But tne old line of "eritical support"
tc Stalinism continued fundementaully,
with wmore subtle ceamovllage. The
"indopendent" orgenizatiomal form as-
sumed by the Trobokyite leaders ofter

Bftler came 1o power is but a new
disguise of +the old pro-Chalinist
lito. Today, this pro-Stulinist es=-

sence is composed of Trotsky's "Good
Soldier" thesis, the yarn sbout Stal-
inimm's "necessary funetion," the
direct exhortation teo "sustain Stalin
and his burocracy" under the pro-
tective cover of an "in so far as"
clause, and the thesis of "subordinat-
ing" the fight agoinst Stalinism.
N

Among the Trotsicyite demazogic
cover=statoments which serve as a
screen for the pro~-Stolinizt line, we
r3od this ascertions:

"Heoroism and
not win the ware.

morale eloune will

Above &ll a cor-
roct pclicy is necessary. I{ is
not yet too latet® ("Stalin Policy
Means Disaster," The Militant, Aug,
8, 1942,)

Ve dont't know whether the Soviot
Union is past hope or not. Nectody
knows. This positive assertion "It ic
not yet too latei" has been of ten used
by the burocrats of the Comintern, by
Lovestone and by Trotsky to descrite a
priectly hopeless situation, The
Dwilerys of the big burocrats temm
this "rovolutionary optimism," We ore
neither ontimistic nor pessimistic,
for we realize that history will os=
toblisk whether at  this  terrible
period in the 1life of the toiling
mass6s it is not yet too late to save
the romnoats of the Octoher revclution
or whather <the destruction caused by
the polities of Stalin, Trotsky and
othér opporturists is beyond repaire
But we do IJmow certoin things quite
derini®tely. Ore of thess things is
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that regardless what history holds, not only subjectively, as did the

whother the Soviet Union will perish honest Trotskyite workers, but also
under the whecls of Hitler's mcchon- objectively - a thing they have yet to
ized divisions or whether a new revo~ sccomplish, In order for the anti-
lutionary wave will arise to dash Fas~  g{alinist workers to break with Stal-
cisrim to fro.{gmonts% every {evoliti?‘ng{ inism objoctively, it is necessary for
worker owes it to his cluss to fi o :

now to save the remnants of the Octcb=- them ‘to breclk with the Trotskylite
er conquests. The first step along leadership and join in ‘the work of
thet line is %o break with Stalinism creating a genuine Morxist movement.
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\fV%EN the Japanese begen to advance

into Burmae early +this year, the Brit- .

ish had et their disposal, Dbesides
their own forces within Burma, a big
Chinese army standing on the border.
Numerically, the British forces within
Burma, according to reports, were ap=
proximately equal to those the Japa -
nese brought in at the start. Roughly,
this amounted +to two divisions. The
Japanese sent in reinforcements until
their forces in Burma emounted,accord-
ing to the average cstimate, to 50,000~
60,000 men. The logic of the situa-
tion, if the British imperialists were
pursuing a policy of actuslly fighting

and defeating the Jupanese fascist
forces, called for the British to
bring in reinforcements, Since the

claim is made by the "dmocratic" im-
perialists.that they and the Chinese
are allies, one would sipect that the
British would meke use of the Chinese
army on +the border of Burms, which,
according to reports, numbercd a half
million well-equipncd and well-trained
troops. ,

The British policy, however, was
Jjust the oppositc. For some "ysteri-
ous" reason the British rulers put
every possible obstacle in the way of
making use of the Chinesc forces on
the Burmesc border, This Dbeceme  so

obvious +that even the bourgcois press
found it inconvenient +to conceal it,
The fact slipped through more or less
openly in print, Out of the larse

mass of documentary evidence of this
fact, we citc a fow examples.

In & very long and embittered
letter to the DIEditor of The New York
Times, the prominent Chinesc¢ bourgeois
author, Lin Yubong, comploined:

"Chinese soldiers
the Burma border

werc ready at
in December., In

Lot co - e oo et s i i s o

LABOR ACTION'S OWN "FAGTS" CN
MALAYA AWD BURMA

fact, plans for defense of Rongoon
were offered earlier and rejected,
A plan for Chinese defense of Burma
was submitted +to +the British Gov-
errment as early as February 1941,
By political chicanery it was side-
traciod.” (New York Times, May 31,
1942, Our cmphasis,

This Chinese Dbourgeois clearly sces
the "democraotic" policy is not to
fight Japan, but he does not under-
stend why. In his letter he stat es
that it is a matter of "appeasemont."
Meanwhile, his letter gives some very

revealing information on how the Brit-
ish rulers sacted in regard to the
Chinese broops. He relates that even

whon the Japanese occupied an import-
ant point in February, the Chinese
troops were not permitted to entor:

"When Moulmein fell in the be-
ginning of  February, Chinese
soldiers were still mnot permitted
to cross the border." =~ (Ibid, Our
emphasis,)

We draw attention to the words "not
permitted" because this expression was
appeaering  in the bourgeois press with
remarizable frequency. It was reported
that the British rulers *time and again
were receiving requests to permit the
Chinese Torces to strike at the Japa-
nase rear in Purna,. Vhether  the
"Jemocratic™ bourgeoisie 1liked.it or
not, the atlention of many peoplc was
beconing focused on this peculiar
situation., Comuments appeared in all
the big New York papers, sectting the
tonc for +the wholec American pressa
The Drivish rulers, having a large
Chinese crmy on their hands and evi-
dently pursuing a policy of ow iding
using it agoinst the Japocnese Fascists,
naturally had +to meko some pretensc,
especially before the Chinese "liber-



als"™ and the masses generally, that

the fight against the Japansse fas-
cists was meant seriously. Therecfore
some Chinese soldiers were permitted

to cross the border, but only when the
Japanece were entering the important
city of Rangoon. The - eabove~c ited
Chinese writer mentions this:

"These soldiers were permitted
to cross the border om March 7 and
8, when Rangoon fell." (Ibid,)

And even then, the British rulers had
placed their flunkeys on the border to
count heads to male sure that mot too
many Chinese soldiers came in:

"And then +there were ridiculous
burcaucrats standing at the border,
with pencil and paper, to check the
number of Chinese that got into
Burma, to be sure that not too many
cexie in and  that the same number
should leave PRurma when the wor
should be over," (Ibid.)

Advanced workers, of course, un-
derstend that +this business of the
"ridiculous bureaucrats" was not an
accident, but representc the policy of
the higher-ups, the rcal ruiers. This
sane ctory of +the DBritish agents at
the Burmese border appeared also in
other sources:

"In Burma, therc was much talk
about Chinese aid, but British
agents up at the border, armed with
notebooks, kept count of the number
of Chinese allowed in -~ and they
were pitifully few."  (Ed. Huntcr,
New York Post, oy 18, 1942, Our
emphasis,

that the British use of
in DBurma was a mere

It is obvious
Chincse troops
sham,

The case of the "democratic” im-
perialists avoiding to make use of the
Chinese forces in the Burmese  situa-
tion is quite clcer., If any use at
all was made of some of the Chinese
troops it was obvIously for show pur-
poses, with no scrious intention of
preventing the Japancse fascist forces
from occupying Burma,

The refusal of tho British rulers
to use the Chinesc troops in Burma was
nothing new. Before that they had re-
fused to use Chinese troops in t he
Hong Kong, Singaporc and IHalaya situa-
tions. This also became Iknown in the

bourgeois press which did not find it
convenient to conceal this ticklich mat-
tor. In rogard to the Hong Kong o f-
foir, a prominent bourgeois paper, The
Wew York Post, contained this inform-
ation: i

"A yoar ago, 200,000 to 500,000
troined Chinese soldiers were loc-
ated in Kvantung end Kwansi P r o-
vinces waiting - ocnxiously - to co-
operate in preparations for the de-
fense of Hong Kong. Permission was
sought to assist in constructing swp-
ply and defense lines that could
have immeasurmbly strengthened the
British crown colony while there
was still time,

"Thot permission failed to come.
And ilong Kong fell as the price of
its isolotim." (Dec. 29, 1941,)

Sometime later, when the Japaness were
moving toward Singapore and Malaya,
this policy of the British rulers con-

inued. The bourgeois press was con-
strained - it sometimes engages in this
"oyel criticism” - to ask the ques-
tion~—

"ho is blocking permission .¥or
China to send hundreds of thousands
of treined soldiers to strike at the
rcar of the Japancse invasion

forces threatening Singapore and
the Burmc Road. The troops a r e
aveilasble, They are idle in  Chi-

nots Humnan Province, Chungkinghes

offered them. What stops them from
ot

going?" (The New York Post,  Dec.
3L, loal.) — T
Two days earlier this same paper  had

given the answer to this question:

"They arc waiting - anxiously
for the permission to come to  The
assistance of the desperately-prese-
ed British forces defending the ap-
proach to Singapore. But the per-
mission fails to come." (Deccmber
29,1941,)

The policy of the British rulers

to refuse to omploy Chinesc +troop s
agoinst the Jamnose fascists was o g~
neral onc = for that matter it still
cortinues., Thc "alliance"™ of the
British with China "against" +the Jo-
anesc Ffasciste is patently of a most

'peculior® character. Its'peauliarity"
points to the factual existence of the
inverse kind of alliance, with the
paper British-Chinesc "alliance" serv-
ing as a cover for that hidden intoer-



imperialist collaboration,

But when people have a political
line which is opposed to reality, they
are campelled to stand things on their
head- and invent a whole series of
facts, A remarkable instance of this
is offered by Labor Action, t he
Shachtmanite orgam, in ~its "analysis"
of the relation of the "democratic"

impericlists to China. . The Shachtman-

ites, flying in the face of the whole
course of cvents before and - after
September 1932, hold that the imperi-
alists are engaged in a real,life~-and-
death struggle amongst +themselv es,
like in 1914-1918., Hence it is neces-
sary for these "Marxists" to present a
picture of the immw rialists actually
 fighting. Since reality is the oppo-
site, the Shachtmanites have to intro-
duce fantasies., One of these funtasies
is their yarn about the "democratic"
imperialists making use of the Chinese
army against the Japonése occupation
of Burma. Shachtmen's peper goes to
the lengths of using the case of Burma
as "an excellent example" to prove its
assertion that the "democratic" rulers
strive to make wuse of the Chinese
troops "in the imperialist wer," Us-
ing the term "we" to meaun the “domoc-
ratic” rulers, Labor Action prosents
this myth:

"Today, when we seck to use
China's masses and Chinats soldiers
in the imperialist war (the use of
Chinese troops to rctain Burma for
the British Empire is an excellent
example of what w¢ have in mind),,"
(July 20, 1942,)

The above citation requires no
extended comment. It is an obvious

distortion of +the most elementary
facts,

Indeed, Shachtman!s paper carried
its inventions to the extreme degree
of pretending that the British mede use
of the Chinese armies not only in Bur-
ma, but also in Malaya “and a few oth-
er points":

"...we found Chinese troops were
mighty handy for use in Malaya, Bur-
ma and a few other points. They
could serve well in the imperialist
struggle with Japan.” (Ibid.)

Only those who are oblivious +to the
most rudimentary facts will be taken
in by these inventions of the Shachte
manite papers

" "Jemocratic" rulers to

=10-

Despite the glaring fact, more
vivid with every new phase, that there
is no roel struggle on the part of the
stop the Fas-.
cist forces, that their peculiar inac-
tion suggests the very opposite policy,
the Workers Party does mnot budge an
inch from the position that there is a
real war among the imperialist powers.,

‘The entire so-called “"imperialist war,"

from the very outset, presents an en-
ormous collection of circumstances il-
logical- from the military point of
view - illogical, if one regords the
situation as a real war. When Eitler!s
Panzer divisions and air armada, un~
folding great striking power, entered
Poland and begon a real war there, ra-
vaging towns and villages, wreaking
its formidable and appalling rage par-
ticularly upon +the warkers and peas-
ants, the "gemocratic" powers sent no
aid to Poland, That country was
transformed into an infermo, while the
"democratic" imperialist +tactics in
the main were confined +to dropping
bourgeois 1leaflets over Germony, and
occupying a wood on the so-called
Western Front - which wood was prompte-
ly and quietly evacuated after their
"ally" Poland had been ground under
the wheels of +the Nazi war machine.
Then {ollowed a long "Sitzkrieg," with
both the "Allied" and the Nazi troops
idling awny months of time. This was
followed by the WNazi  occupation of
Yorway on the heels of the so-called
"ereatest naval battle since Jutland"
supposedly +taking place in the Skag=-
gerak, This "battle," from the sense
of Churdrillts  subsequent statement
that the surface ships of the British
Navy had not been in the Skaggerak
during the Wazi occupation of Norway,
obviously took place only in the news-
papers. It was a few wecks later that
the world was electrified by the news=
paper cry about the so-called "Battle
of France," which also mnever took
place as was later admitted in the
capitalist press,. The "democratic"
imperialists opened +the path for the
Nazis into France to establish Pasdisn
thorein and facilitate +the attack on
the Soviet Union,

Wrile "strange" and "mysterious"
events were occurring, such as the
ferrying of the Nazi Panzer divisions
to Africa across the British-control=-
led Meditlerrancan and the
"ecampaigns"™ in the Libyan desert, an
incessant rain of "explanations" was
cominzy down wupon +the heads of the
workers who were sickened by the unine-

see=~saw -
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terrupted advance of the Faseist unit in disguised collaboration is em~
monster. The Shachtimon-led Workors ploying +the Fascist +troops in  one
was odding its shars  of country after enother, and corrying
"explenztions,”  rejecting ‘the only ovt the destruction of the remncnte of
answer that fits the picture, nunely, proletorian revolution in the former
world imperialism acting as a Tzarist empirce
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THE TROTSKYITES! "REVOLUTIONARY"
MASS WORK

HERE is hardly any field which

offers such rich pickings for
careerists as the trade unions, Aris-
ing originally as bonafide organs of
self-protection for the workers, with
leaders who in many instances bocame
truly martyrs in the cause of the op~
pressed, the +trade unions have long
been tronsformed into mad ines ranipu=
lated by leaders who are self-seeking
intriguers, disguised agents of the
imperialists, sometimes plain pick=
pockets and thugs, often smooth talk-
ers indistinguishable from a banker in
ideology ond methods, With +the poli-
ticcl collapse of +the Sccond Inter-
national, the +trade wunions beceamec,
moreover, the happy hunting-ground of
fake '"Socialist" leaders. And with
the burocratic degesunerutior of the
Third International they beceme in-
fested in addition with a wvast host of
"Morxist-Leninist"  leaders whos e
sole purpose is to profit by bairaying
the workers, All in 2ll, ths trade
unions today ~ and +this is true in
every country in which they oxist -
are cesspools of corruption such as
the original founders of long ago
never imagined even in their wildest
nightmares,

Where there are careerists, there
arc clique fights for power., This is
an iron lew. Merely to 1list +the
clique fights +that have taken place
amongst the careerists in the unions
would require & tremcndous volume. A
mojor portion of +the emergies of the
trade union movement is expended in
these bickeringss. For the most part,
the rank-and-file workers are not even

aware that <the inner-union squebbling
which breaks out periodically under
the instigation of tho vari ous Lewises,
Hillmans,Greens, Frankensteens a n d
their lesser brethren 1is nothing but
goang-worfare for burocratic  power,
wealth and privilege in the unions.
Fach coareerist leader, naturall y,
deccives the particular section of the
viorkers under his domination into
believing that he stands for prin-

ciples,

Marxists in +the wunions  have,
amongst other things, the specinl task
of exposing the careerist naturce of
these mochinations, This means to ex=~
pose all the crooked cliques, Any
other ~policy functions to muke tho
vior¥ersc subservient to this or +that
gang of careerists in any particular
squcbble, and +to the whole system of
carcerism in general.

Nothing illustrates Morxism so
concretely as to caontrast with it the
policy of opportunist tendencies., The
most instructive and most sublle ex
amples are provided by the policies of
the most "Left" opnortunist tendencies,
those which on +the surface look very
much like Marxisme A good case-history
of opportunism in the trade unions is
conbained in the maneuvers of that
vory "Left" grouping, the Tr otskyite
orzanizations,the Sa ialist Workers

arty led by Canron and the Wo rk-
ers Party lsd by Shochtman, The re~
lation of the Trotskyites to some o I
the d ique fights that have occurred is
a revealing measurc of this political
tendency's role in +the +trade union
movement as a whole,
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"EVOLUTIONARY"

MASS WORK

TEFE TROTSKYITES IN THE

TRADE URTON M0

]:N May 1938, a Dburocratic gang=-
fight for power omerged from
its concealed form cnd broke into the
open in the United Auto Workers, CIO,
with +the Stalinist clique, led by
Prankensteen &and Dblessed by Lewis,
moking a strong bhid against the power
of President Homer Martin. The most
insidious, opportunist +trap that the
workers can f£all into is to hook them-
sclves on to the tail of one or anoth-
er of the contending gengs of buroc-
ratse It is wbsolubely imperative for
the workers to struggle ageinst all
the power-secking carcerist d iques,to
cxpose the gong-warfare ncture of

2 e et o e e

these eachinationss

Chioracteristicnlly, the Trotsky-
ites, at that tinc united under Connon
ard Shachthan, came out in full cry in
support of Homer Martin. The Trotsky-
ite leaders went so Ior as loudly to
play down the question oi diffoerences
with Martine At the outhreck of the
clijque woriere, they declarod:

"Support Mortin

"fhe policy hore racommendod
does not imply cxbtensive negotia-
tions over quostions of progrum,
ebce I% does mot necessitats form-
al agrecments of any kinda The mobt
inportant {facts arc alrcady lmovm,
and the duby ol rcesporsible mili-
tants is ciear. In the crisiz pro=-
vokced by the Stalinite tid for pow-
cr, the militents have no choice
but to support the Martin admini-
stration as against the Stalinite=
Frankensteen combination. And this
support should bec given openliy,
frankly and agressively,” (Social-
ist Appcal, Editoriul, Moy L11,105€,
Pe 4, Origincl cmolosis,)

Over three months Iloter, ‘trey
were still writing ir this vein:

"Differences with Homecr lMartin
or other membors of the Board =-
however scrious nnd justified =~ are
not at issuc now. Frogressives
must recalize that evrery onnce of
support must be throwm in +the
scales of the Martin {forces against

Vel EAT

the Lewis-Stalinist complote" (So-
cialist Appeal, p. 2. Septs3,19585)
For months, the Trotskyite lead-
ers painted up Martin as a progressive
who allegedly was leading o real fight
against the Stalinists, a fight sup-
posedly in the interests of the work-
ers. As late as Seplember 3, over
three months alter the outbreak of the
clique fighl, as we have showm above,
the Trotskyites were still shouting
lustily for "every ounce of support”
to Martin and Company. Martin, of
course, was interested only in buroc=-
rotic mareuvers at the top. In this
instance he wns out-maneuvered by his
foctional opponents. Hartin fturned
out to be +he wrong horse to bot one
In conseq ence, by November 1933 the
Trotslzyites were compelled to switch
their line,

Taking the sting out of the
crassness of their support to the Lab-
or faker, Martir, whose Red~b ating
speeches embarrassed them not o little,
tiic Trotskvite leaders engaged in
"self-criticism," admitting that they
had friled oven to take the precaution
of adcquately "differentioting” them-
selves from the Martin crowd:

"I our failure to give suffici-
ently clear c¢riticism of certain
reactionary ronsuvers of tho Martin
forces, we did not, however, draw o
sharp enough li.e between our prog-
ram an¢ <the 1limited program of
Martin and his alliese" (frade
Union Kesolution of IMationel Com-
mittez Plenum, Socialist ‘fppeal,
November 26, 1938, Te Se)

Wrile oll along they had been
trumpirg vp Martin as allegedly lead-
ing o fight ageinst the Stalinists in
the irterests of +the workers, the
Trotskyitcs themselves gave the lic “bo
their 1liune whoen they made the ad-
mission, considerably after the whole
affair haa died down, that Martin and
the Stalinists, in the “two-yerr gang
fizht that had gone on, were nothing
but mirror imeges. According to the
Trotskyite leaders, in 1937, and 1938,
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precisely when they urged the warkers
to support Martin, that ocareerist
tried to fight the Stalinists only as

a reactionary politiciant

"For two years, Martin end his
supporters have attempted to fight
the Stalinists, not as militants,
but as reactionary union politioci=-
ans, If the Stalinists were dicta-
torial, Martin fought them by his
own dictatorshipe If the Staelinists
signed rotten union agreemnents with
the employers, Martin f ught +them
by signing equally rotten union ag-
roemonts, " ?Sooialist ﬁgeal, Ed-
itorial, February 14, 1939, p.4e My
emphasis = J.CeH,)

One would deduce from the Trot~
skyitest "self-criticism" in which they
edmitted +the opportunist nature of
their support <+to Martin, that their
policios would wundergo a real ohange
and they would refrain from tying the
workers in the wunions to this or that
labor feker, As oo matter of fact,
however, their +trade union policy be=~
came even more brazenly opportunistic,
as will be shown directly, indieating
their "self-oriticism" to be insincere,
face~saving words,

IN go far as servirg to entrench
the Trotskylte loaders in +the
unions, the Martin episode ocme o noth-
ing., Mortin was in no position to fol=-
low the usual tactic of the o 1i q uo
leaders, namely, to roward  those who
worked for him with some posts and of=-
fices, Some time aftoer the Martin af-
fair, however, the Trotskyite 1leoders
oxecuted o trade union maneuver inwhich
they were moderately successful in get-
ting some rewards from the "big shot"
olique leaders, This was the casc of
tho Trotskyites! support to the Stal-
inist buroorats of New York Local 302
of the Hotel and Restaurant Employees
Union, A.F.Le¢ in the December 1940 el-
ections of that union. In August 1940,
only five months prior to the - snbso-
quent elections, the Trotskyite paper
had written +that in +the foarthcooming
December elections +the Stalinist ade
ministration in Lowal 302 vams certain
to bo ousted:

",eothe Stalinist administration
is now a 'lame duck,! no longoer re-

MASS WORK
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presenting the membership and cer-
tein to be ousted al the December
regular elections," (Socialist
Appesl, August 3, 1940,)

During +the flirtation with the
Red~bating Homer Martin, and in “the
same oditorial oalling for support to
him, the Irotskyite paper had stated
that in the unions the Stalinists are
more dangerous even than all the boss=-
os thenselvess

"fhe Stalinists are a greater
danger to the +trade union movement
than all the bosses precisely be-
cause they attack from within,"
(Sooialist Appenl, May 14, 1938,
Pe %)

But in the course of a deal made with
the Stalinists in Loecal 302  whereby
the Trotskyites were granted minor
posts, the Trotskyite S.W.Pe formed an
electoral bloc with the Stalinists and
helped vote them into the major posts
in tho union, thus saving the Stalin-
ists from the ocertein defeat of which
the Trotdkyites themselves had spoken
only a few months before. This bloc
with the Sbtalinist burocrats ~- who,
remember, are more dangerous than all
tho bosses themselves - was palmed off
by the Irotskyite leaders in the light
of o reunl workingcless blow agginst
the so~called '"right wingers," i.e.,
the other orooked gang fighting for
power in Local 302:

"The right wingers yell loudest
about the Trotskyites snd Stalin~
ists uniting against them." (Soci-
alist Appeal, December 21, 1940.)

And so the Trotskyists, those
self-styled crusaders against Stalin-
ism, helped boost vhat tle y themselves
admitted to be tho most dangerous gang,
the Stalinists, back into control of
the union.

At that <+ime Shachtman wes no
longer in <the Cannon orgenigation:
Shachiman's +tidade wunion line in the

Local 302 affa.ir, however, was identi-
cal in oevery' fundomental detail wit h
that of Cannton, Shachtman, by his own
admission, wrged -the workers in Local
302 to forey +the bloc with the Stalin-
ist burocr ats, In en article dealing
in part  with +the eleotions in Local

-302, Sha-chtman wrote:
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"The writer for his part, in
discussion with +these militants,
urged upon them the proprirety eand
necesdity df a bloc with the Stal-
inistsssee We s8till believe the
bloc we advocated was correct."
(Labor Action, March 17, 1941.)

Shachtmants only ‘“eriticism" of
Cennon's line was that the latter did
not meke enough "anti-Stalinist" noise,

ANOTHER burocratic  swindler +to
whom the Trotskyites threw sup-
port in a wholly opportunist fashion
is John L, Lewis, This occurred when
Tobin attempted to oust the Trotskyites
from control of the Minneapolis teamé-
sters union, originally an AFL affill-
ate, Seeking a new and "sefer" berth,
now in the CIO, Cennon and Co.began to
"discover" virtues in Lewis who was
then engaged in a squabble with Hill-
moan. Before the gang fight broke out
involving the Trotskyites in Mimmeapo=-
lis, they plainly and ocorrectly de=-
clared that the rumpus between Lewls
and Hillmrn was nothing but a clique
fights

"For =~ to get down to cases —
the fight between Hillman and Lewis
is nothing but o clique fight,
Hillman is trying to push Lewis out
of the leadership of the CIO; Lewis
is retaliating in kind."(Socialist
Appesl, Sept. 28, 1940, pe 4]

Hillman end Lewis, +wrote +the
Trotskyites prior +to the Minneapclis
row, eare <+two faces of the same
counterfeit coin:

"In o word: show us one union
situation in which Lewls has been
advocating o class-struggle program
agoinst the class-collabo ration
program of Hillman, You can't show
it because it doesn't exist," (Ibid.)

It should not be imegined that
Lewis wos a new figure in the Trotsky-
ite field of vision. Cannon and his
aides knew this powerful +trade union
burocrat for many years., One can find
consideroble evidence of this in the
eld Militent., Thoy spoke of "the cor-
rupting influence of the reactionary
Lewis=Walker clique" (Militant, Oct,
1, 1932), They told the workers years
agc that Lewis wos o flunkey of the

"MEVOLUTIONARY"
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Peabody coal interests, that Lewls ahd
henchmen terrorized end even s ho t
miners:

"There are Lewls-Walker and
henchmen who steal ballots and olub
and shoot miners who protest their
corruption and fekery." (Militant,
October 1, 1932.) T

"There can be no doubt about the
real character of the Peobodys and

their f1 s Lewis and Walker,
With them there can be no peace."
(Ibid,)

Carmon knew well the of

Lewis!s polieiovs:

character

"see the treacherous sell-out po-
lities of the Lewis-Walker mchine,"
(Ibid,)

But when +the maneuvers of the
Trotskyite leaders required the oppo-
site tune, thoy promptly "forgot" the
long history of Lewis! service to the
oepitalists, his betrayals of +the
workers, all about the putrid clique
fight between Lewis and IHillmen, and
urged the workers to support Lewis}

"ess progressive trode unionists
must support Lewis aﬁa:‘mst the
Hillman=-Stolinist blocs (The
Militent, September 6, 1941,) —

Cannon and his lieutenants suc-
ceeded in meking same capital out of
this maneuver, for +the Minnea po lis
union wes taken under the "sheltering"
wing of the Lewis CIO gange The cost
to the workers, as in the case of the
Trotskyite "mass work" in general, was
incereased confusion on the wholc trade
union problem, the ossence of which is
mecisely not to support any of the
frauds who Kﬁr'&?n’éro? The trede union
movement, but to create their own re=-
volutionary leadership in the unions
thus transforming them into genuine
orgons of proletarien class struggle.

WEHAT IS BAJIND THESE ZIGZAGS

PEERING through the procession of
weird gyrotions executed by the
Trotskyite leoaders in the trade unicns,
is the carcerist nature of the Trot=-
skyite funotion in tho wnions, OCannon
end Shachtmen know perfeotly well that
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a labor faker 1like Homer Martin eould
not possibly lead a genuine, prolet-
arian struggle against Stalinist
burocrats in the unions., A caresrist

like Martin can fight only on a
careerist basis, and this 4is not in
the interests of the warkers, Camon
and Shachtman — and on this we have

their explicit statement - are entire-
ly aware that the Stalinist leaders in
the unions are the most dangerous crew
of s8swindlers. As for the notorious
Lewis, we ocould compile a regular
volume of statements by the Trotskyite
leaders of both organizations showing
clearly that in no wavy does Lewis
.serve the interests of  the workers,
that Lewis plays the role of +the
Leiparts, the Caballeros and the

|
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.Jouhauxes who,amongst others, prepared
the path for Hitler, Franco and Petain,
Nevertheless, at a certain Jjuncture,
the Trotskyite leaders op'ortunistic-
ally come out for support to this or
that trade wunion scoundrel, Each
juncture is a clique fight, Such a
squabble opens the path for the lesser
but no less eager, careerists to shout
Hurrah for one or the other big, pow-
erful cliques and so ingratiate them-
selves with the 1r e a 1 powers in
the union., If one bets on the right
horse, one may win a fair prize, in
the case of careerism in trade unions,
some offices or union jobs of omne sore
or another. . This, of course, is t he
jackalts role, albeit it parades under
the name of "Marxism-Leninism,"

THE, TRADP UNIONS,
THE "ITDEEuNDEN“" LABOR PARTY

AMD THBE

WOLKKERS GOV: JRNHEN P

HE political destiny which genu-
ine Marxists desire for +the
reformist trade unions 1is this: %o
achieve a complete change in the poli-
tical ideology of +the rank-and-file,
to oust +the opportunist leaders, to
clecanse the wunions of their reformist
class-collaborationist character and
~oonvert them into revolutiorary organ-
izations, While +the unions remain
reformist, they con only serve the
function of catering tc¢ the wage-slave
ideology of the politically backward
workers, of ubterly limiting +the men-
tality and actions of the wa kers to
being better-paid wage-slaves, In
this form, the unions camnot partici-
pate in any liberation of the toilers
as a class from wage-slavery in gener-
al. As roformist org¢n1zﬂt10ns, the
unions serve as props to impzrial ism,
buying off the labor aristocracy with
some small bribes in the form of an
incrcase in wages novw and then, while
tying the whole workinpgelass +to the
choriot of imperialism. The idea that
the function of +the +trade unions is
only "economic," is,of course, a myths
The unions serve a political function;
every reformist umion onenly or with
some disguises supports the world po-
licy of Wall Street imperialism.,

The Trotskyitos, thoroughly in
line with +their opportunist policies,

are palming off the reformist unions,
and in particular +the UAW=-CIO, as

organizational centers of proletarian
liberatian., The form this deception
takes is Lo eall for the UAW to organ-
ize what the Trotskyite leaders call
an "Independent Labor Party" which in
turn, according to them, will form a
"Workers! Covernmsnt." Writes Shacht-
man's pupers

"The UAW should take the lead in
orgenizing a national Labor Partyl
+ssForm an independent Labor Par ty
to fignt B r a Workers! Congresss
A Workers! Congress means a Workers!
Govermentl A Workers! Government
means simply that labor takes con-
trol of its own destiny," (Labor
Action, August 3, 1942,) T

Cannonts peper has a similar line,
or to put’ it more accurately, it is
really o case of Shachtman taking this
line along with hinf rom Cannon's out-~
£it to his owm, the so-called Workers
Party:

"It is now more necessary than
ever for the labor movement to con-
duct o fight on-the political field,
by launching an independent lubor
perty. The UAW, with its tremen-
dous strength and influence aomong
the masses of workers, is in a
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strategic position to 1a¥ the
groundwork for a labor perty." (The
Militant, fugust 1, 1942.) -

There 1is a 1little political
miracle involved in +this Trotskyist
position, According to Cennon-Shacht-
man, the UAW is supposed to take the
leod in organizing an independent Lab=-
or Party. Independent of whom, it may
be aslked? Indopendent of the capital-
ists, naturally, Cennon-Shachtman will
answer. But let us cerry this quast-
ioning a little further. Is the UAW
itself independent of the cepitalists,
that it should be posed, as Cannon-
Shachtman do, as a possible leader in
organizing on independent (of the
capitalists) Lelor part In reply,
we have merely to cite the statements
of the Trotskyites themselves  about
the UAW, In a long articlc on the UAW
on the ove of its August 3rd conven-
tion of this yoar, Shachtmants Labor
Action declared: -

"1t [the uaw) supports the pres-
ent administration in Wash ingbon,
It supports the head of this odmi-
nistration, President Roosevclt,"
(August 3, 1942, pe 1)

After the convention was over, a full
page article on it in Camnon's Thae
Militant contained this statement:

"The mcjority of the delcpoboes,

whiloc hostile to the policies of
the leaders on intra-union
questions and protesting agoinst

the union retreats, still folliowed
tho politiccl policies of the lcad-
ers, supportving the capitalist
rogrom Of  the ROOSeVeLlL ndminis=
Erotion.” (August 15, 19425 Be fe
My emphosis = J.CeHo)

The rank-and=file of the UAW has beon
vory alive ond militant on economic
issues§ tho UAW administration as a
whole is probably less burocratic than
most +trede union administrations ares
Nevertheless, the Trotskyite  papers
are constrained +to show in what a
treacherous and burocratic monre r the
UAW leadership has been acting. In
its article on the eve of the UAW con=-
vention, Labor Action indicated +the
leadership's policy of "appoasing" the
bosses and the fact thet this class-
collaborationist line was being crome

"REVOLUTIONARTY"
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med down the throats of the union:

"APPEASEMENT POLICY NO GOODt

"Watch outy Watch outy If this
policy continues, if the leaders
continue to cram it dovm He throats
of the union, they will only suc-
ceed in promoting a movenent of
indifference samong wide circles of
union members,”™ (August 3, 1942,
My emphasis - J.C.H,)

And The Militant declared-

"o es the leadership of the union
by its treacherous policy of re-
treoat has backed +the UAW into a
dead-end strect." (Aug. 1, 1942,)

The August 3rd convention re-elected
the old leadership, continued its line
of support to the capitalist govern-
ment, nnd served as o bridge to the
further burocratization of the UAW,

In o word, aco rding to the Trot-~
skyites, the UAW, with its class-col-
laborationist policy, 1its admitted
support to imperialism, its increasing
burocratism, and foisting of sceri-
fices on the workers in the inbterests
of the copitalists, should +tcke <the
lead in orgenizing an independent (of
the copitdl ists) Labor Partyl Such is
the "revolutionary" concoction  +the
Trotskyite leaders feoed tho warkorsi

LENIN ON i LABOR PARTY
YHE Trotskyistst! line on the Labor
i Poarty, that the orgonizution of
a political party based on the trade
unions would constitute a warkers! po=-

litical party, is one agiinst which
Lenin ®Dught consistently Lo nin

maintained thot a  so-called  Labor
Party based on the tradc unions is not
a workerst! political party but a
bourgoois party in political content,
TIluss=collaborationist wunions do not
chenze their skin by virtue of forming
a politicul puarty: the lattor cun only
be cluss-collaborctionist  like its
poarentss In o lottor writton at the

time of +thc Seoond Congress of +tho
Comintern, Lenin, arguing oagainst
McLoine, one of +the British radical

locdors, ded arod:
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'fa%o A €¥ 7% the oﬁt &l §xo
gion ¢ c un %1;116 mgvc_
eiiner gzcﬁfin&inpar% e
not true ond partly is the cousc of
The opposition, to u certuin degrec
justified, of +the British revolu=-
tionary workers, Indeed, the oon=-
cept: tthe political orgonization
of the +trado wnion movement,! or
the 'pol:.'blco.l oxpression‘
movement, is mistoken," (Lenin On
Britain, p. 267 My amphoSics, JCHe)

Mony people imagine that the mem=-
berd ip-composition of a party deter=

"mines its class churnctore Lenin re-
futed this mnotion, pointing out that
determines

%E licy, not compo"ltlon,
6 cl.ss nature of a politicul party:

"Of course, for the most part
the Labour Purty o nsists of work-

ers, but it does not leogically fol-

low from +this that every workors?
porty which consists of workers is
ot the same time a *political work-
oers® porty': thut depends upon who
loads it, upon +the cantent of its
cctivities
tacties, Only <+the labtter detoer-
mines vhether it is renlly o poli=-
ticul proleturiv.n pertye Froam this
point of view, which is the only
correct poiunt of viow, the Ldaour
Party is not a political worxorsy
arty “But o thoroughl bourgrco:.s
poity, Decauso, ol hougx it con~-
sists of workers, it is lod by ro=-
octionories,ond tho worst recction=
aries ot that, who load it in the
spirit of the bourgeoisic cnd with
the aid of +the British Noskes and

Scheidemonns, they bys-bam tically
decbive the workerse" (Ibid, iy
emphasis = J,CeHs)

“Confronted by the oacm mpli°hed

orgo.n:.zo.h.on of thosec "bourgeois lalor
partios," Lenin doclorod ruthless wor
against thome In 1916, he wrote:

“The fuet is thet $howrpgeois
labour portics,? o8 a  politiccl
phenomenon,have already beeon formed
in ..all the cdvinced copitulist
courfries and wnless o determinod

of this -

tnd of its politiecal .
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« ruthless struggle is conductod
cgainst these pcrta.es 0ll along the
1line =-or, whol 1g the samo thing,
against  those groups, tendoncies,
etce — it is useless talking about

_ tho struggle against imporiolism,
obout Marxism, or o.bou:b the social~
ist labour movemert." (Ivide
Pe 148+ My cmphasis = JeCeHs)

In the transitional stages to the
prolotorion revolution, Lonin osti=
mated, tho opportunist Labor Po rty
tondency would grow stronger, and
honce the Morxist struggle agrinst it
would have to grow more and more
stronuous:

"Thero is not +the slightest
reason fa thinking that  theso
partics ocan disappear before the
social revolutione On tho controry,
the ncaror the rew lution approach-
es, the stronger it flares up, the
morc suddon and violent tho trunsi-
tions fram om stage +to anotheor
will bo in +the coursc of the revo=
lution, the groater will be tho
role in tho labour movement of  tho
strugzle of the rovolutionary mass
strecsa agoinst tho  opportunist
philistine stroom," (Ibide Emphas-
is in originals)

Such wos Lenin's transitional
progrum on tho question of the Labr
Porty, in conbtrodistinetion to  the
Tro tskylst "tronsi timal progrom,"

History has provided plenty of
experiocnco with Lobor Parties based on
the roformist trado unions, Without o
8inglc coxception +these partios hove
functioned in the interests of copit-
alisme Tho case of tho British Labar
Party is, of oursc, notorious with
politicnlly oducnated, class conscious
workorse Evon whon Lonin called for
support to the British Lobor Party in
a certain olection, his progrom wos to
destroy this opporttmiu'b organizntiong
"8 o ropo sup-
ports a hanged man"; all his tnotics
had as their purposo, not to build and
strongthen, bul to wipoe out the influs
onco of tho so=callod Labor Purty. In
Lonin?s political systam, o govermment
formed by the Labor Party would b
not ~~ to use tho Trotskyist phroso =
a Workers! Govermment giving the dos=
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tiny of their class into the workerst
own hand, but rother o bitter and
costly experionce, a bourgeois "Labor"
governmant which he  belleved would
thoroughly expose itself as an agency
of imperialism, a treacherous maéhine.
whose criminality would lay the basis
for its destruction and replacement by
o proletarion dictatobshipse

Of course, the Trotskyite leaders
will argue that they do nmot propose a
Labor Party of the old style. If this
argument is token at its face value ==
which we do not do even for a momont-=
then there is tut one cond usion, thot
the Trotskyists are proposing the or=-
gonization of a myth, a chimera which
never existod and never will existe
Between o Bolshevik Party and o reac-
Tionary party thero iIs no middie;
every party which 1s not Bolshewk is
ro~copitelist gnd_ can DBg nothi ng
else, ory non-Bolshevik party, be
it o Labor Party, o Social Demc ratic
porty, a Stalinist party, an Anord ist
party, or any other opportunist body,
sorvos +the historical interests of
capitalism, This is the fundamontal
law of modern politics, This is the
teaching of historys, But to invoke
this historical lesson is not merely a
motter of maintaining +that "what has
bean ,must always bes" Look concretel
at the essence of what the Trotskyists
proposes They call for the proscnt
trade wnions, vhich politically uvre
opportunist orgonizations, to farm a
Labor Party. Let +the UAW +toko dhe
load in Hrming a Labor Party, cry the
Trotskyite topse In effect, this is
oalling for +the reformist agents of
imperialism ‘o form a Labor Party e=
and a "Workers! Governmant" to boot ==
this is serving the interests of ime
perial isme

THE TROTSKYITE LABOR PARTY POLICY
IN PRACTICE

CTION 4s the test of overything

in 1lifes Tho ootions of the
Trotskyites with respect to the Labor
Party problem ore the real olue w the
nmatuwre of their policys Tor tho most
part, the Trotskyists shout for a Labe
or Party buased on the trade unions
while ot the some +time stonding in
verbal ‘"opposition" to the L abor

3
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Parties which actually existe But

- sometimes in action they give the geme

away. The charactor of those whom the
Trot&k yists have supported concretely

in the Labor Party movement is the

acid test of +the nature of the Trob-
skyist lino. There is no mare fitting
commentary on the Trotskyito tendency
than to recall +their support to the
Stalinist A.L.P. stooge, BEugenc Con-
nolly, in the March 1941 New York
elections, In the gise of answering
objections, after the elections, Gold=

men admitted black-on-white this sup=

port to a Stalinist-controlled orgon-
izations '

"Many well-meoning people are
horrified at the idea that we are
supporting e Stalinist-controlled

partyes" ("Why We Supported the
A,L,Pe" The Militant, Morch 15,
1941,)
Duri the camPaign, howoever,
these "anti-Stalinists" deliberatoely

concealed the faot that Comnolly was a

Stalinist] Comnolly wes p esented by

the Cennonite paper as a bonafide in-

%g‘;pgndent labor condidate opposed o
e top imperialists:

"Commolly stends in the olec=-
tions as an indg endent labor can-
didato opposed to the war~-mongering
candidates who represent the Sixty
Fomilios," (The Militont, March 8,
1941,)

Clearly, Camon and Co, "forgot™ about
the "independent"™ Comnolly's abjoot
depondence on the counter=-rovolution-
ary Stolinist burooragrs After the
elections, which were hold on March
11, 1941, the Trotskyite leaders were
constrained to give the lie to +their
proeviars ded arations that Connolly
was a bonafide opponent of the wnr po=-
liocy of the o =-called Sixty Familios:

"Connolly campnigned merely on
the basis of negetive opposition to -
the lond lease bille Ho did not
offor a renl clternative To the wor
PIant of the Tixty Familiose  (THo
Militant, March 22, 1941, pe 5. Ny
‘amphasis - JeCaHe)

Hore is the real content of the
Trotskyite line on the Labor Party, On
pepor they shout for an "Indepe ndent"



Lobor Party, a genuine working class
party,o party of proletarian politics,
In action, this noise turns out to be
a line which admits of support even to
counter~revolutionary Stalinist buroc-
rats who prowl around the reformist
Labor Party movement,

Shachtmen, of course, had the
some line as the Cannon outfit, In
writing about the AJL.Ps clections,
Lobor Action had +the brazenness +o
prosent support to a whole assortment
of "Labor" frauds as in line with re=
volutionary workingclass principles:

"How, no revolutionary or work-
ing class principle is violated in
endorsing a Social~Democratic or
Reformist o Stalinist ocandidete
for office in an election,” (March
17, 1941, Pe 2.)

Agein, Shachtment!s "objection" to
the way Coarmmon carried out the Trobe
skyist support <+to the Stalinists was
that Connon did not mke enough "anti-
Stalinist" gestures}

It is not an acd dent that the
Trotskyist leaders got the workers to
support the Stalinist-controlled sec~
tion of +the A.L.Ps Tho whole Labor
Party line of +the Trotskyites is a
dose from the Stalinist clws et of po-
litieal poisonse During tlhe uliraw
Rightist zigzags of the Stalintern, an
integral part of its troaclery to the
workers is to call for a Labor Porty
based on the trode unions, This Jslicy
diverts the wrkers from tne path of
proletaricn revolution, This is the
basic interest and purpose of te
Stalinist wultro~Rightist 1line on the
Labor Partye

THEY ARE PERFECTLY CONSCIOUS

—

OF THFIR LRFACHERY

PEOPLE vho know the +truth and
still deceéive the workers are
conscious betrayers of the working-
classe The Trotskyite leaders fall
intdé +the latter category. UThey are
entirely oware +thot Marxism in the
present period 1is opposed to initiate
ing the tilding of a Lcbor Porty,
During a past period the Irctskyite
magazine wrote:

"For it is not +the business of
the revolutionary Marxists, above
all in the present stage of the re~
lationship between capitolist dis-
integration and social reformism,
to initiabe or to help organize and
found in addition to +their owm
perty another party for e tsecond
class citizens,? for the 'backward
workers,?! a 'Labort! party, ieces, a
third capitalist party, even if
composed predominantly of workerss"
(The New International,March 1935,
P- 36.

That & Labor Party based even on
the trade unions can be nothing but a
reformist party, the Trotskyite lend-
ers know perfectly:

"ees as all history proves,a
Labor party, even when it has a
genuine trade union base, is a re~
formist party and nothing else can
be expected from it," (Ibid,,
Auzust 1935, pe 1464)

How little +these absolutely correct
words were Sincerely meant by the
Tro tskyite leaders is vividly demon-
stroted by the fact that when the
whole Stalinist system was fully in
the ultra-Rightist zigzag known as the
Popular Front, the Trotskyite leaders
parcllelled the Stalinist line and
completely reversed +themselves on the
qu-stion of the Labor Party based on
the trado unionse Acting always as a
prop to the Stalinist system, albeit o
prop disguised by many devices, one of
them being +their shem criticism of
Stuelinism, the Trotskyite leaders are
pow crying in full blest for the Lobor
Party, o position they themselves ro-
pudiated - in insincere words, it is
true, lut repudiated, nevertheless,

The noise of Cennon~Shad tman for
an "independent" Labor Party based on
the trado unions is an ultre~Rightist
trop; theoir slogan of & "Workers Gov-
ermment” formed by same hodgepodge of
fake "Labor" Parties is a mothod of
diverting the proletariat from revolu~
tior and the establishment of a genu-
ine dictotorship of +the proletariat,
It is the Irotsky version of Stalin's
"Popular Fronts" It harks back to
Irotsly's proposal of a Blum-Coelin
goversmant (sec Whither Franco,pe44)e
The onl; government which 1s in the
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interests of the proletariat is a gov~
ermment of Bolshevik-led Soviets, Any
other form of govermment is a reac-
tionary snare,however well cemouflaged
it may be with "Labor" and even "Com~
munist" trimmings. '

There is no middle ground between
o bourgeois dictatorship and a prolet~
aricn dictatorship, as Lenin taught:

"Those wlo have reocd Marx and
have failed to understand +that in
capitalist society, at every acute
moment, ot every serious conilict
of classgcs, only ‘the dictatorship
of the Wwurgeoisic or the dictator=-
ship of the proletoriat is possible

MASS WORK

*

have understood mnothing about the
economic or the political doctrines

of Morx," (Selected Works, Vol. X,
Pe 37.)
Today the concrete Marxist tead ing

is: Either a govermment of Bolshevik-

led Soviets or a bourgeois rule of
fascist military enslavement. To rcly
on somz "middle o wrse," on 5 o me

"Labor" govermment or some "Workerst"
vermment as the Trotskyites propose,
really a bourgeois goverrment in

"revolutionary" disguise), will maoke

the triumph of fascism incvitable.

Je Ce Hunter
August 15, 1942
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A "UNITED FRONT" AND ITS AFTERMATH

N the foregoing article of this

: is "The Trotskyites! 'Revo-
lutionary%ss Work" p];.}g’e 14), woe

gave material dealing with an elector-
al bloc of the Trotskyites and Stalin-
iets in the December 1940 elections of
the New York Local 30¢ of the Hotel
and Restaurant Employees Union, A.F.L.
Recent events in that union throw a
glaring light on <the disastrous re-
sults to the workers which flow from
such an opportunist "united front"
wita one or another careerist, power-
grabbing clique of 1labor fakers. We
g0 back for a moment to thoss elec-
tions so that the recent events will
be seen in their proper light.

The December 1940 elections in’

Local 302 resulted — with Trotskyite
help - in the election on one ticket
of Stalinist burocrats, Costas Driteas
and Sam Kramberg, to the leading poste
of President and Secretary-Treasurer,
respectively, and of a sa-called
"Progressive," Larry Phillips to the
post of General Organizer. At that
time the Trotekyites, completely drop-
ping their front of "criticlsm" of the
Stalinists im Local 302, painted tne
electoral "platform" of the Stalinist--
dominated "united froni™ slate as an
unmitigated blessing for the workers.
In its report of the olections, tae

Soclalist Appeal wrote:

"What 1s more, the united front
was based on a genuine fighting
program in the interests of all
food workers against the bosses."
(December 28, 1949.)

Making absolutely no distinction bet-
ween the Stalinist bdurocratic cligue
and honegt workers, the £ fal

Appeal at that time lumped them all in

ene pot as follows: .

"All combined on.the ons suprems
immediate task confronting the uni-
on membership: emashing the menace
of racketeers and boss-controlled
labor fakers." (Ibid. My emphas-
is - J.C.H,)

Apparently, on the 1line of Can-
non-SI:\achtman, this "one supreme
imuediate task" of combatting rotten
union policies could be fac

electing Stalinist burocrats to leaé-by
ing posts.

) In a rally after the elections,
tae victorious Stalinist thuge made
fine sp;fches promising the workers
great things. Continuing the line of
dgess:‘lng the OStalinist burocrate in
sheep’s clothing, the Socialist Appeal
wrote up the Sta.iinist stooge Dritsas'
speech in this rosy light: ’

"Driteas struck the keynote when
he spoks of the fight for a betier
wnion contract for the 10,000 mem-
bers of the union." (Jan.4, 1941.)

The Trotskyite paper contained not
even a whisper of warning that the
Stalinists$ promises were just so much
eyewasn, even though theiry £1i1t

reccrd in the past was well known an

often depicted in the Socialipt Appesgl

in previous years.

With these remarks we come t0 the
recent events in Local 302.

An article on Local 302 in The
Militant of August 8, 1942 (page 2)
begins with these words:

"n attempt by the Stalinist
leadership of New York Local 302 of
the Hotel and Restaurant Employees
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Union, AFL, to cram a rotten agree-
ment down the throats of the mem-
bership in violation of democratic
union procedure, resulted in a riot
at the union's last mesting, July
30, at Manhattan Center."

The Militant goes on toO report that
the so-called "Progressive,* Larry
Phillips, who had been elected in De-
cember 1940 as part of the bloc with
the Stalinists, was vicioualy beaten
up by Stalinist thugs and put in ¢t he
hospital. It goes without saying that
any person who makes & deal with such
orooks as Stalinist burocrats for jobs
jn the wunions is a careerist and Jb-
hunter. The whole matter has all the
odor of a cligue fight. Having been
sufficiently sirengtiened by the sup-

port of the Trotskyltes end "Progres— -

the Stalinist leaders now ob-
vitmsiy feel strong enough to try to
run the whole show themselves. 4And so

they crack the heads of their erst-
while "friends" of the December 1940
funited froat." It is revealing that
in its report of the riot and the
beating up of Phillips, The Militent
diplomatically keeps silent about the
1940 "united front" deal which put tae
Stalinists in power in Local 302.

gives,"

It ie not an accident that The
Mjilitant makes absolutely no mention
of the fact that the Stalinist gang-
gsters were elected tc the leadership
of Local 302 with Trotskyite holp.
The united froat "agairst Jho corrupt
right wing officials,' as the Snclalist

1 of December <1 1940 caled the
Stalinist-F roteskyist $progressive"
bloc, gave lLocal 302 a leadership
which is the very quintasssence of cor-
ruption, in a word, & Stal i nigt
leadershipe.

Naturally, it wuld be embarszas-
sing for The Militant to. repory the
recent doings in Local 302 in light of
the Troiskyite 1line in that union.
Hence, The Militant confines itself
wholly to the present, omitting the
context of the past. This makes the
reader of The Militant, who either
never lmew or nas forgotten about the
Trotskyites® support to the Stalinists
in Local 302, imegine that the Trot-
skyite paper, and the Trotekyite or«
ganization, in general, are conducting
a powerful fight in the food workers

wnion against Stalinism,

In the article, "The Trotskyites'
'Revolutionary! Mass Work," we stated
the thesis that in regard to the
squabbles of the various power-grab-
bing cliques in the unions: !'THe most
ineidious, opportunist trap that the
workers can fall into 1s to hook them-
gselves on to the tail of one or anoth-
er of the contending gangs of buroc-
rats. It is absolutely imperative for
the workers to struggle against gall
the power-seeking careerist cliques,
to expose the gang-warfare nature of
these machinations." There could not
possibly be a VDetter illustration of
the truth of this thesis than
the events of Local 302. It must bs re-
called that in 1940 the Trotskyi tes
were given a few sops, some minor
posts, in the "“united front" electoral
deal. For the sake of +these few
poats, the Trotskyites entered into a
bloc with the Stalinkst burocrats and
got the workers to0 elect a Stalinist
leadership. This bYloc was palmed off
by the Trotskyite leaders as a fight
in the interests of the workers
Actually, the workers were tied to the
-tall of one crooked clique, the Stal-
inists,againat another crooked clique,
the so-called right wingsrs. The
right wing officials were defeated in
the elections. But d&id this mean a
victory for the workers? Not im the
least: The right wing officials, or
any other reactionaries for that mat-
ter, are mere Ybveginners in the art of
betragying the workers when compared to
those past-masters, the Stalinist
burocrats. Steer clear of all the re-
actionary cliques; this 4is the true
Marxist 1ine. The Trotskyite policy
of tytr}g up with one or another rotten
careerist clique prevents the workers
from developing indep endeass class
forces in the wunions. Tais assures
the vietory of reaction. The Trotsky
ite trade union policy tends to cor-
rapt the workers along careerist lines

by invclving them in a chase after
-0ffices.

Cannon's tactics in Local 302 —
(and Shachtman's who approved of the
Stalinist-dorinated bloe) — do not
differ essentially from those of the
S_ta.linist burocrats. The latter
wnile generally shrieking against th;
Trotskyites, entered into the elsctor-
al bloc with them also for the sake of
officea. Trotskyite help was very
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useful to the Stalinist burocrats in

winning the election, especially in
light of the fact that the Stalinists
wore rapidly losing control of Local

from and totally against the interests
of the workers.

Marxist. mass work in the wunions

302, This is now all the careerist will only begin when the workers have
cligue 1leaders maneuver. Xirst comes broken wita the careerist leaders and
the opportunist, o ff ice-chasing office-chasers of the Stalin School,
"united front"; then,the skull-busting the Cannons, the Shachtmans, the
period. Sometimes it is the other way Browders. v
around; it makes no essential differ- J.C.H.
ence. This game 4s utterly divorced August 14, 1942
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WHAT ROAD FCR THE INDIAN MASSES—-
"1776tor "October 1917

HE present situation in India has
many markings of an approaching
political and social upheaval. If the
masses of that country follow a cor-
rect pata, then not only the centur-
ies-0ld rule of 3British lmperialism
will be uprooted but all exploitation
and oppression of the Indian toilers
will come t0 an end and an epoch of
liveration of the masses of Asla and
the rest of the world will be ushersd
in. It goes without saying that
should the Indian masses proceed along
a wrong political line, then instead
of marching toward frsedom they will
collapse into enslavement which may be
even nmore galling than taelr present
condition of oppression.

Among the political tendencles
which offer the Indian masses a pro-
gram supposedly for their struggle for
emancipation is tine Trotckyist "Fourth
International." Many politically edu-
cated workers know that the policgy
waich Trotsky followed in 1917 brought
about the overthrow of Russian imperi-
alism and +the subsequent Jefeat of
world imperialist intervention against
the workers! State. Evidently the road
which the Russian masses took in 1917
was the only correct road for carrying
out the bourgeois-democratic  tasks,
that is, for the elimination of land-
lord oppression, and for the sociallst
 tasks, the expropriation of ths bour-
geolisie and the socialization of own-
oership of the industrial means of pro-
duction and exchange.

Is the road the followers of Trot
sky propose today for India the cor-
rect one? Will the Indian masses
solve their problems by any otaer po-
licy except the one the Bolsaevik Pary
gave the masses of Bussia in 19177
Before answering the first question,

let us draw the basic outlines of the

1917 line of the Bolshevik Party and
indicate its significance for India
today.

In the early ysars of this cen-
tury the minds of the Russian reveolu~
tionists were seet at work to present
the magsses of Russia with a program
that would 1lead to their liberation
from the landlords and capitalists.
From observations accessible at that
time, Trotsky made out his theoretical
prognosis which was summed up under
the phrase "The Permanent Revolution.™
The meaning of the term was briefly
this: the working class leading the
peasantrTy establishes the dictatorghip
of the proletariat through which both
the bourgeois-democratic and the so-
cialist tasks are carried out. Lenin's
idea of the path for the Russian masg-
ses was different. He visualized a
reglime which would be neither the dic-
tatorship of the prolstariat nor the

ictatorship of the bourgeoisie but

something in-between, a stage prelimi-
nary to the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. Lenin's view was expressed
in the formula, "revolutionary-democ-
ratic dictatorship of the proletariat
and the peasantry" — a two-class dic-
tatorship. Moreover, Lenin expected
that the Russian masse would go over
to the prolstarian dichatorship on-
ly after the workers of the advanced
countries had set up theirs.

In April 1917 Lenin introduced a
policy which in essence corresponded
to Troisky's position of Permanent
Revolution. Lenin's o0ld formula of
the two-class dictatorship in reality
did not go beyoda the formation of a
bourgsois republic, and had ue and the
Bolskevik Party clung to this formula,
the Russian bourgeoisie would have re-
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mained in power and the toiling masses
weculd have been crushed.
April peiicy, adopting the line of the
dictatorship of the prolotaviat,basic-
ally Trotskyl's position, led to the
October Revoiution.

That the oppressed masses of the
world would have to follsw the came
road the Russian tcilers bad teken in
1917 was emphaz’zed by Lanin and other
leaders of the Russizu Revclution mere
than once. Even ths mesaes of the

colonial and semi-colenial countries,
it wvas undersiood, could win thelr

national independonce from irmperielis?
oppressours and tleir sccial emancip a—
tion from tasir own lardlords and cap-
italists only through proleterian dic-
tatorship. In ais book, The Permanent
KRevelution, Troteky confirmed this
conceptions

"With rezard to ths countries
witn a belated bourgeois develop-
ment, especially the colonial and
gemi-colonial countries, the theory
of the permanent revolution sig-
nifies that the complete and genu~

ine solution of their tasks, demo-
cratic anéd national emancipaticn,

is conceivable only tarough the dic-
tatorsnip of the proletariat as the
leoader cf the sudbjugated nation,
above all of its peasant masses.”
(Leon Trotsky, The Permanent
Revolution, p. 151.)

: It is true taat the o0ld view held
by the Marxists was that tke road to
the proletarian dictatorsaip in back-
ward countries 1lay throvgh a stage of
bourgeois-democracy. The tlheory of
Permanent Revolution, and particularly
the historic concretization of this
theory by the Russian worksrs and peas-
ants, upset the 0ld view and establish-
ed the law adhered to by true Marxists
that victory to tae toliling masses ev-
en in tns most backward countries can
come through no other road except the
one along whick the Rugsian toilers
marched in October 1917 — the road of
the Permanent Revolution, the road of
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

In the same book from which we
have given the above citation, Trotsky
stated:

"If the ¢traditional view was

Leninls

that the road to ¢the proletarian
dictasorship led through a 1long
period of democracy, tie theory ef
permaaent revolution e stabl ished
the fact thsat for btackward coun-
tries ‘ae roead to democracy passed
through the dictatorship of the
proletariat." (p. xxiv.)

The theory of the Permanent Revolution
is the historical and political frame
of reference we shall keep in view in
dealing with India today.

Tragically enough, after October
1917, the correciness of the {heory
of the Permanent Revolution was demon-
strated in a negative fashion in a
whole series of terrible disasters for
the toiling masses of both advanced
and backward couniries whsere the mas-
ses were misled by opportunists. Now
in Germany, now in China, now in Eng-
land, now in Spain, the masses had the
objective pogsibility of freeing them~
selves from oppression, but sach time,
at first OSocial-Democracy and after-
ward chiefly Stalinism, diverted them
from the correct road. One can de-
clare with certainty that unless the
toilers of Irdia adopt the policy
proved correct in the crucible of the
Russian experience of October 1917,
they will not only fail to free them-
selves from <+their own native exploit-
ers but will not secure even natioml
independence. For the road to nation-
al independence of the coionial coun-
tries passes 'only through the dictat-
orsaip of ths proletariat.

Now, what road do Cannon and his
organization map out for the Indian
teiling masses? Do they warn the In-
dian masses against any otkher road but
the one irrefutably established by the
experiance of Octover 19177 Not at
alll Trey direct the mind of the In-

diai toilers towards a different path,
as follows:

"1776 Showed The Way for India."

This is a headline in an editorial
in The Militant of August 22, 1%2,
Do the Trotskyites offer as inspira-
tion to the Indian toilers the April
Thesis of Lenin which pointsd to tae

rath of a Soviet Government? Not at
all! The Trotskyites dig the Dec-
laration of Independence 0f the Ameri-

can bourgeoisie and slave-owners:
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"fet the people of India can
find 1inspirations end weapons in
their fight for freedom in America
— not in ths war Rocsevait carriss
on today but in the Rsvolutionary
War for Independence (likewise Trom
the Britisk Zmpire) not *n the At-
lantic Czarter, but in the Dsclara~
tion of Independence." (Ibid.)

Taat the American Revolution, oc-
curring over a century and a half ago,
was a progressive event in history
goes without saying. But the movement
the liveration of the im-
mense multitudes of slaves and toilers.
Marx and Engsls irn the Comrmnist Mani-
festo written many decades aiter 1776
declared that "All previous histcrical
movements were movemsenis of minorities
or in the intorests of miznoritiss."
The American movement of 1776 was led
by and in the inteorests of a small
ninority of the colcnial population.
It was organized and directed by New
Engleand merchants, shipbuilding capi-
talists, bankers, masiers of indsnt-
ured servants and by tiae  Soutiern
slave-owning aristocracy. Natioral
indspendence was acnisved, but slavery
and oppression continued, masked by
a million beautiful parases about lib-
erty. Negro slavery was extended and
intersified and the ground was pre-
pared for establisauing wagse-slavery as
the basic institution of American so-
ciety. The 1776 movement was never
meant to emancipate the crushed and
exploited masses of the w=rld, or of
the Britisn empire, or ever of the Am-
erican colonies. Urnlikes the ZRevolu~
tion of October 1917, whick, tefore it
degenerated burocraticaily, was indeed
a movement to free all the oppressed
and which for that reasun was mat with
furious hatred by ail exploiting class-
es and all capitalist governments, the
movement of 1776 received support from
a section of the feudai nobility of.
Europe, notably from the monarch of
France and his statesmon. Even vdefore
1776, spurred by his rivalry with Ing-
lapd, "Louis XV dispatched agents to
America to observe the couwrse of
events, to report on the prospects of
revolution, and even to aid discreetly
the party of discontent," (3eard, The
Rise of Amorican Civilizagion, Vol. I,
pp. 244-245.) The French monarciy was
anxious to see a clash of arms between

England and the American coloniles.
French monarchist generals and admir-
als led armies and fleets against the
British at Yorktown, bringing the war
for Auerican iadependence to a victory
for the cclories. No% that it was in-
correct for the American capitalists
and slavs--owners %o utilize even such
reactionary forces in the fight for
indepondsance. We point out these
fecte t¢ bring out the class features
of the American war of 1776, featurss
entirely cmitted by the Trotskyites in
urging "1776" as an "inspirafion" for
the Indian masses today. Finally, we
must mention the general apathy of the
Amsrican slaves, workers and poor
farmers to the war against England, a
state of 1ndifference caused by - the
utter lack of a program of liveration
for the toilers 4in the capitalists!
and slave-owners' war for independence.

The New England capitalists am
Southern slaveowners carried ou: the
struggle for national independence aly
because capltalism was in itz infarcy:
there was no modern proletariat stand-
ing as a realistic threat to all e x-
ploitation and oppression. But in the
present period all exploiters tremble
at the prospect of anew "0 c t obe r
1917." Even the colonial bourgeoisie
and their petty-bourgeois "ene m ies,"
wnen the critical period arrives in
their homeland, invariably side w ith
the imperialists, becanse the real
struggls for natioral independence un-
folds 1n this epoch along the Toa d of
tae dictatorsaip of the proletariat
(Permanent Revolution), not along the
road of "1776" (dictatorship of the
bourgsoisie). This means abolition of

all classes, a prospect the bourgeoisie
dreads. '

At the time of the Second Congres
of the Communist International Lenin
established the prospect of the back-
ward countries passing to the Soviet
system and to Communism witaout pass~
ing through tiae capitalist stages

"The Corzmnist Internation al
must lay down, and give the theor-
etlcal grounds for, the proposi-
tion that, with the aid of the pro-
letarial of tiae most advanced coun-
tries, the backward countries nay
pass 10 the Soviet system and,
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after passing through e definite
stage of development, to Communism,
without passing through the capi-
talist stage of development." (Se-
lected Works, Vol. X, p. 243.)

The Indian proletariat, the only
class that can lead to national indep-
endence which is now inseparable from
the struggle for the dictatorship of
the proletariat, has different sources
of inspiration, a different toecsin to
heed, a different path to follow than
that 1indicated by the Trotskyites.
The way to freedom, national and so-
clal, for the Indian workers lies
along the path of their own c¢lass, the
path of October 1917. The Trotskyite
editorial, "1776 Showed the Way for In-
dia," demonstrates conclusively taat
the Trotskyite leaders betray the great
proletarian traditions and policiles
and attempt to shove the Indian mass-
es upon a path that will lead towards
a bloody debacle and Fascist amslave-
ment for the Indian toilers.

Is it an accident that Cannon and
his collaborators trample wupon the
Marxian principle that the mnational
and social emancipation of the colo-
nial and semi-co}onial countries lies
through the dictatorsaip of the pro-
leotariat, the path of tae Permanent
Revolution? Hot in the least. Trot-
sky aimself, when the October Revolu~
tion entered its Stalinist period of
degeneration and betrayal, gquietly
dropped his own great theory and gave
support to sham "workers! governments'
in Saxony and Thuringia in 1923.
These governments, resting upon the
bourgeois parliament, the Landtag,
were headed by German Social Democrats,
treacherous agents of imperialiem, and
wore pariicipated 1n by Stalin's a-
gents in CGermany. Trotsky at taat
time likened these bYourgeois govern-
ments guarding the intereoste of German
imperialism to the government the Bol-
sheviks had set up after the overthrow
of the Russian bourgeoisie (sse Trot-
sky's speech to the Moscow Metal Work-
ers, lIzveatia, Oct. 21, 1923, quoted
in this issue of TEE BULLETIN, p. 36 )
Trotsky continued his new 1line of
betraying the Permanent Revolution
through all the subsequent turns of
history. Tae most outstanding and
glarihg example of his betrayal of the

policy of the Permanent Revolution is
evident in the Spanish situation. He
and his Cannons and Shachtmans sold
the workers the policy of "bourgeois
democracy vs. fascism," the line of
"eritical” support to the Stalinist-
Soclalist-Republican goverrment headed
by Azgna. By the combined effort of
all the opportunist forces, Stalinism
performing the major part in this wrk,
the Spanish workers and peasants wre
prevented from finding the path of
October 1917. The result of the line
of "democracy ve. fascism" 1laid dowm
by Stalin's demagogues at the Seventh
Congress of the "Comintern" was the
bloodiest debacle and the establigh-
ment of Fascist military glavery in
Spain. The open admission that such
was the Trotskyist policy during the
Spanish Civil War was made by the
Trotskyists, who style <themselves
"Marxists," in the following words:

"In that struggle, by the wmy,
the revolutionary Marxists were in
f_a.vor of giving material support to
the Spanish Loyalists because we
recognized it to be a struggle bet-
ween fascism and capitalist democ-
racy and between the two we prefer

the latter." (The Militant. May 24
1941.) PR

Remarkable to note, in the same
issue of their paper in which they op-
enly admit taeir support to bourgeois-
democracy in the Spanish :situation,
they made the following declaraiion:

"To admit the truth would be to
confess that bourgeois democracy is
not the opposite of fascism, but

paves the way for fascism in this
epocn of capitalist decay."

By diverting the eyes of the re-
volutionary workers of India from the
correct path and focusing their at-
tention wupon ideas and traditions .of
the bourgsoisie, the Trotskyite lead-
ers are setting up a deadly political
trap for the Indian toilers. If the
revolutionary workers, in the firagt
instance those who have brroken wi th
the treacherous Social Democracy and
left in disgust the even more danger-
ously treacherous Stalinis:i™Comintern,"
but who cling to the Trotskyite op-
portunists, do not break in this epoch
wita all aspects of pseudo-Bolsheviam,
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George Marlen

gle for their national and class free-

dom.
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the cause of the Indian masses will be

of the proéletariat and the

Only the exposure of the false
work of setting the Indian magsses upon
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FOR THE

FRENCH
BOURGEOIS OR PROLETARIAN TRADITIONS?

WORKERS :

HE Trotskyite leaders profess to
school the workers in Marxism

and instruct them in the traditions of
the proletariat ag different and dis-
tinct from the traditions of other
classes. How distant tais profession
is from actual practice can readily bde
gseen from the day-to-day education
they pass on to the workers. Let us
take for 1llustration an editor ial
"France's Struggle" in the July 18,
1942 issue of The Miljitant. Incident-
ally we must observe that the title of
"the editorial has nothing in common
with revolutionary Mazxism. Anyone
who has studied Marxist works will re-
cognize immediately <that ¢the title
represents a hourgeois, not a prolet-
arian ideology. When speaking of an
imperialist country Marxists make a
separation between the interests of
the masses and thoge of the
bourgeoisie and use glags language to
designate that separation. Marxists

speak of "the struggle of the French
workers," ‘“the struggle of the German
workers," but only such people as

bourgeois ideologists and the Stalin-
ist turocrats during their Rightist
maneuvers speak of "Germany's struggle
against Versailles,” ‘"France's Strug-
gle," etc. "France's Struggle" for
what? Struggles in capitalist soclety
proceed along class lines. With
"classless" phrases the opportunists
verbally obliterated the fact that
"France" containse exploiters and
exploited.

We would mnaturally overlook the
incorrectness of the title and regard
it as a mere editorial selip, were it
not for the content of the editorial
iteelf. This, however, we cannot re-
gard as merely slipshod writing. The
eassence of its ideas 1s Left petty-
bourgeois "Socialist" rather than re-
volutionary-proletarian. The editori-
al in The Militant advances the fol-
lowing falsehood:

"With its slogan of Liberty,

Fraternity and Equality the French

Revolution 1s even today a chal-
lenge to fasclsm with its oppres-
sion, racialism and bookburnings."

This places bourgeois«democratic
paragemongering in the category of a
challenge to Fascism. Any politically
educated revolutionary worker Imows
that even during the French Revolutiorn
itself the slogan "Equality" was a
cloak concealing the terrible discrep~
ancy between the poverty and misery of
the French masses and the wealth of
the rising bourgeoisie, the slogan
"Liverty" hid the enslavement of the
French toiling masses by the French
capitalists, and the selogan "Frater-
nity" t¢ended to conceal the fact that
French society, after the overthrow of
the feudal powers, was rent asunder by
irreconcilable class interests. Every
politically educated revolutionary
worker also Inows that there is only
one +true challenge to Fascism, and
taat is the proletarian revolution led
by Marxists, not misled by opportun—
ists. Every other "challenge to Fas-
cism" 1s a fraud and a deadly snare
for the workers, delivering them
inevitably to Fasciam. Such a fraud
wags the policy of the Popular Front
which supposedly challenged Fascism in
Spain and France; seuch a fraud ie
Stalin's burocratic and counter-revo-
lutionary policy today which ostensib-
ly is combatting Fascism while in
reality is playing into the hands of
Hitler and world imperialism,

The actual role of the bourgecisie
during the French Revolution is dig-
torted by the Trotskyite "educators®
of the workers. The Militant editori-
al says: "The French Revolution was
led by the rising capitalist eclags
when it was young and progressive..."
When the history of the actual func-
tion of the French capitalist class is
analyzed closely, it becomes obvious
that the French Revolution was led not
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by the "rising capitalist class" but
by the extreme Left petiy-bourgeoisie
represented by the Jacobins. "Tae
rising capitalist class" though young
was already reactionmary. Represented
by the Girondists, the French capital-~
ist class sougat to arrest the revolu-
tion, to mislead it into conservative,
counter-revolutionary channels. It
assassinated Marat, destroyed the Left
petty-bourgeois revolutionists, crush-
ed the toiling masses, and became
bloated witiy wealth vnder the slogans
of "Liberty, Equality, Fraternity,"
which it inscribed on its repressive
institutions including the prisons in
whica it confined many revolutionay
workers. Tae real aim of tae French
capitalist class was to come to terms
with thae monarchist aristocracy.
Shielded wita +the delusive slogan of
Liverty, Eeuality, Fraternity, the
Fremck capitalist class misled the
Freachh peasantry, the workers and the
towmn petty-bourgeoisis into the
strait-jacket of Bonapartid dictator -~
ship, a "Fascist" form of bourgeois
State of those dgys, under winich the
French capitalists exercised their
class oppression and exploitation.

Virtually every paragraph in the

editorial "France's Struggle" is per-
meated with reactionary petty-
bourgeois "Socialism" which subtly

diverts tias workers from thec ideology
of their own class. IY{ ends with the
following words:

"The French working class is not
interested in restoring monarcaists
to power nor in helping ‘the slave-
holders to regain their slaves. I%
will carry on the traditions of the
sans-culotte stormers of the
Bastille by fighting against
national oppression, fascism and
imperialist war - for Socialism and
peaca. !

But dontt the workers of France

have proletarian traditions of their
owmn class? Must they go back politic-

ally a hundred and sixty-one years to
seek inspiration in the national tra-
ditions of the Left petty-bourgeoisis,
who, taouga revolutionary in the days
of the storming of the Bastille and
the destruction of the Bourbons, are

today deceivers of the workers and
slavisialy subservient to imperialism.

What of the great proletarian class
battles of June 1848! What of the im-

mortal international traditions of the
Parisian Cormmunards of 1871 whomade
the first attempt to establish a work-
ing class society! And above all,

what about the great internationsal
tradition of the October Revolution!

The Russian toilers in 19217 and
througn the civil war, under the lead-
ersaip of Lenin, fought a victorious
battle against Russian Fascist gener-
als and world imperialist intervemtim!
The editorial "Francels Struggle"

copiovsly expatiates on the bourg ois
revolutionary traditions of 178%, but
of the proletarian revolutionary itra-
ditions of recent years i: does noi ut-
ter a word.

During the Popular Front period
the uniortvnate French workers were
thorougkly miseducated by the Stalin-
ists and Social Democrats wnose diisf
stock-in-trade for.a .mmbar of years
was "the traditions of 1789."

Tae method of tuwre Stalinist
"Comintern" is to mix as thorowghly as
possible the traditions of Octdber,
wkich is the revolutionary heritage of
the proletariat, with bourgeois tradi-
tions which serve reaction. The pur-
pose¢ of the Stalinist counter-revo lu-
tion is to prevent tae workers from
erystallizing a Marxist ideology. Thae
aduixiure of bourgoois ideas is parti-
cularly great when the Comintern exe-
cutes its Rightist zigzags. Today
taese masters of demolition of Marxism
are particularly emphatic in strerg ta-
ening the deadly ideological corc oc-
tion by pouring into it as nany decep-
tive potty-bourgeois "revolutiorary"
abstractions as they can handle. The
appdal of these treacherous renemdes
is to “France" not to the French pro-
lotariat. Their exiortations say
"France, ariso and figat for liberty!"
(Zhe New York Times, Auzus: 20, 19t2).
And the Trotskyite leaders “criticis-
ing" the Stalinist destroyers of Marx-
ism, create essentially an idontical
combination 0f proletarian and bourg-
eois ideas. In many instances thoir
writings contain much of "Lenini st
verbiage, with a reactionary thaght
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hore and there skillfully intertwined. ginning to the end it is a work of
But in the case under examination, the bourgeois delusion, objectively serv-
editorial "France's Struggle," there ing the reactionary forces within
is not a single idea representing the modern society. ,

traditions of the Commune of 1871 or » George Marlen
the October Revolution. From the be- Eugust 20, 1942
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TWO POSITIONS ON "THE UNITED STATES OF EUROPE"

FROM time to time, the Trotskyite
magazine, Fourth International,
reprints articles by Trotsky in ite
archive gection, "From the Argenal of
Marxism," Some of these articles of
Trotsky's are indsed from that arsenal,
for it cannot bYe denied that at one
time in his 1life, very 1long ago,
Trotsky stood on a fundamentally Marx-
ist line. Other articles by Troteky,
however, are from a totally differant
arsenal, coming from the period of the
Stalinist burocratic degeneration of
the leaders of the October Revolution.

It is enlightening to compare
articles written on the same topic in
these two opposite periods. Two re-
cent issues of the Cannonite magazine
reprinted articles by Trotsky dealing
with the question of the United States
of Burope. One article, (Fourth Inter-
national, May 1942, p. 156), is from
the 1915-1917 period in which Trotsky,
growing greater in revolutionary
calibre, was rapidly moving towards
the Leninist trend; the other (Ibid,
July 1942, p. 220), was written in the
early Summer of 1923, in +that latter
phase of Trotsky's political career,
during the rule of the Trio (Zinovieve
Kamenev-Stalin),

The first article,from the period
of Trotsky's maturation as a revolu-
tionary, takes a clear and unmigtake
ably Marxist stand on the position of
the United States of Europe. Sharply
differentiating himself from the
bourgeois demagogues who were also
ueing the phrase, United States of
Europe, but as a cover for imperialist
depredations, Trotsky categorically
identified the Marxist concept of the
United States of [FEurope with the
socialist dictatorship of the European

proletariat.
Trotsky wrote:

In thls sarlier a.rticle

"The victorious European revolu-
tion, however, no matter how 1its
course in the sundry countries may
be fashioned can, in consequence of
the absence of other revolutionary
classes, transfer the power only to
the proletariat. Thus the United.
States of Europe - represents the
only conceivable form of the dic-
tatorship of the European prolet-
ariat." (Reprinted in Fourth k-

j_rm&;%\ May 1942, p. 158. My
emphasis—dJ.C.H.

This identification of the
United States of Europe with the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat was fully

'in line with Lenin's writings on that

subject. The idea of a United States
of Europe under capitalism was repudi -

- ated by Lenin as either a nwth or an

imperialist bludgeon:

"From the point of view of the
economic conditions of imperialism,
i.e., capital export and division
of the world between the 'progres-
eive! and 'civilized' colonial pow-
ers, the United States of Europe
under capitalism is eithner impos-

" 8ible or reactiomary." (Collected
Works, Vol. XVIII, pp. 269-270,)

Lenin even consildered the term, United
States of Europe, to be insufficiently
broad, for he 4identified concept
in 1te final meaning with,stateless
society of fully developed Commmnism
and pointed to the United States of

the World as the scientifically more
correct term:

"The United States of the World
(not of Europe alone) is a state
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form of mnational unification and
freedom which we connect with So-
cialism; we think of it as becoming
a reality only when the full vic-
tory of Communism will have brought
about the total disappearance of

state, including its democratic
form." (Ibid., p. 271.)

In these terms of the internati-
onal power of the proletarian dictat-
orship was the concept of the United
States of Europe (or of the World)
framed in the Marxist system in its
classical writings.

With the growth of the burocratic
degeneration of the leadsrs of the
first workers! State, virtually every
ons of them made it a policy and a
practice utterly to distort every
Marxist concept. The degenerated
leaders began to introduce policles
which diverted tne workers from the
achievement of a Communist revolution
and a proletarian dictatorship.

Since the Leninist concept of the
United States of Europe is organically
uwnited with tho dictatorship of the
proletariat, the burocratic renegades
had to confuse the workers on the
naturs of the latter in order to con~
fuse them on the nature of the former.
We shall outline how this daception
was engineored,

Through the courase of the Russian
Revolution, history had proved conclu-

sively that there is no middle or -

transitional ground betwoen a
bourgeois and a proletarian dictator-
ship:

"The main thing the Soclalists
fail to understand and what consti-
tutes their theoretical shortsight-
edness, their captivity to bourg-
eols prejudices and thelr political
treachery to the prolstariat, is
that in capltaliast society, as soon
as there is any serious intensifi-
cation of the class struggle on
which it 1s based, there gcannot de
any middle course between tho dic-
tatorghip of the bourgeoisie and
the dictatorship of the prolet-
Em.“ (Vn I. Laning Selected
Wi r ’ VO].me VII, Pe 2290 My
emphasis - JOCOH.)

This formulation was meant not only as

an analysis of state forms but also as
a political directive warning against
confusing eome form of bourgeois dic-
tatorship with the dictatorship of the
proletariat. In the present epoch,
any state which 4s not the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is necessarily
the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie ~—
such was the Leninist principle.
Therefore, a real Workers, or Workers
and Peasants Government can exist only
under a proletarian dictatorship. In
the early Soviet vocabulary, the term
Workers or Workers and Peasants Gov-
ernment came t0 be used as a synonym
for the dictatorship of the proletari-
at; the Russian Revolution and 1ts
aftermath in Europe pointed to and
Justified such usage.

Wnat were +the historical facts
which established this wusage?t All
governments formed by petty-bourgeoils
"labor" or '"socialist" parties proved
to be capitalist goverrments, agenfies
of world imperialism. These treacher-
ous "labor" or "gsocialist" governments
occasionally tried to palm themselves
off as Workers or Workers and Peasante
Governments,but this was mere d emagogy
concealing their capitalist content.
To this day the only genuine Workers,
or Workers and Peasants Government
that ever existed was the one formed
through the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat created by the Bolshevik
Revolution of October 1917.

The burocratic renegades from
Bolshevism, in 1ine with their policy
of diverting the toilers from prolet-
arian revolution, began to give the
workers the impression thaf there
could exist real Workers, or Workers
and Psasants Governments not under the
dictatorship of the proletariat. The
degonerated Soviet 1leaders bvegan to
issus ocautiously-worded, equivocal
formulations which sepoks of a middle
course between the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie and the dictatorship of
the proletariat, of "stages towards"
the proletarian dictator ship, of
"transitional phases" which would not
be the proletarian dictatorship tut
nevertheless would be Workers,or Work-
ers and Peasants Governments. Naturally,
the object of the renegades was to en-
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tangle the workers in support of these
non-Bolsnevik and therefore capitalist
"Workers" Governments, thus pushing
the toilers off the path of proletari-
an revolution. :

The year 1923 marked a high stage
of the ©Stalinist burocratic degener-
ation of the top leaders of the Sovie%d
State. Lenin, who attempted to cowbat
the Stalinist degeneration, was rapild-
1y sinking out of the picture due to
jllness. Particularly in the early
part of 1923 Lenin's illness mounted
to a severe pitch, putting him out of
all political worke.

By 1923 the ©Stalinist renegades
with their hands practically complete-
1y free had already firmly establighed
the poisonous notion that Workers or
Workers and Peasants Governments are
possible on a non-proletarian-dictat-
orship basis.

Trotsky's article of the early
Summer of 1923 on the United States of
Europe coincides with tals period.
The 1line taken by Trotsky in this
article reveals into what camp as had
fallen. Saarply departing from his
former revolutionary position of
identifying the United States of
Europe with the proletarian dictator-
ship, Trotsky now spoke of the United
- States of Europe as a  possibility
without the proletarian dictatorship.
Trotsky now identified the United
States of Furope with those alleged
"Workers," or "Workers and Peasants"
Governments whica all the burocratic
renegades were describing as not the
actual dictatorship of the proletariat
but a "stage towards" that dictator-
saip. His changed position on tais
vital question reads as follows:

"It mignt be argued that we ars
in reality speaking of a European
Socialist Federation as -part of a
World Federation, and +that suca a
regime can be brougat aboui only by
the dictatorsaip of the proletariat.
Wé will not stop to6 answer this
argunent, since it was refuted by
the international analysis during
the consideration of the question
of a "Workers! Government.' 'The

United States of Europe! is a slog-
an Ain gvery respect gorresponding
with the slogan 'A Workers! (or
Workers! and Peasants') Goverrment.!

Is the realization of a 'Workers'
Government! possible witinout the

dictatorship of the proletariat?

Only a conditional reply ocan be
given to this question. In any

case, wo reogard the 'Workers!
Government'! as a gtage towards the

dictatorship of the proletariat.”
(Reprinted in Fourtnh International,
July 1942, p. 222. My emmhasis —
J‘COH‘)

Note how carefully equivacal
Trotsky was on the question whether a
Workers Government is possible without
tae dictatorsnip of the proletariat.
"Only a conditional reply can be given
to this question," wrots the 1923
Trotsky. History had 1long given a
catogorical NO . to .. this .questlion,-as -
Trotsky well knew; but now he had a
reason — the same reason Zinoviev,
Stalin, Kamenev, Bukharin and the oth-
er renegades had who also gave a 'con-
ditioral™ reply to this question - for
avoiding a direct Leninist answer. The
"Workers Government" was now palmed
off as "in any case" a "stage towards"
tae dictatorsaip of the proletariat.
Since there is no middle ground bet-
ween a bourgeols dictatorship and a
proletarian dictatorship, it 1s clear
that a "stage towards" the latter is
in reality a bourgeois dictatorsh p.
Thus Trotsky advanced the slogan of a
United States of Europe as identical
with the alleged "Workers" Government
which was said to be possible without
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
In brief, Trotsky now posed the United
States of Europe wunder the regime of
capitalism, a position repudiated by
Lenin at all times, and by Troitsky
when he too was a revolutionary.

Waat was involved here was not
Just a matter of a different formu-.
lation of a slogan. In that same e ar,
1923, the new policy which these_new.
slogans represented was put into dead-
ly effect on the international saene
under the aegis of the degenerated
leaders. Ths deceptive slogan "Wor k-
ers Government" without the dictator-



ship of the proletariat, identified by
Trotsky in 1923 with the idea of the
United States of Europe, was used by
the burocrats to confuse tho workers
on the difference between a bourgeois
and a proletarian dictatorship.

It was 1in Germany, ripe for pro-
letarian revolution 4in 1923, that
these deceptions 1led to their firet
concrete, major and epoch-making be-
trayal of an imminent proletarian re-
volution, a piece of treachery
engineersd by the burocratic cancer in
the Soviet Unlon which eventually came

to be known as Stalinism. The
bourgeojg-democratic, par] jamentary

(Landtag) regimes of Saxony and
Ppuringia, whore the upsurge of tae
workars was pariicularly intense, wers
painted wup by %o Soviet burocratic
ronogades as "Workers" Governments, a
subtle doception reinforced by the
trick of havirg shreo German Stalinist
agents, 3Brandler, Thalheimer and
Boattcher, participate in them in
ministaorial posts. Coalition
dourgeoig-democratic governments con~
sisting of "Left" Soclal-Democrats,
Right Social-Democrats (the Scacideman~
nites), and the fow Stalinist buroc-
rats as a tiny minority, were thus
forxed in tae German gapitalisi state.
in the Saxon and Thuringian Ddourgaois

Parliaments.

In linoc with the policy of got-
ting tho workers to confuse a
bourgedis with a proletarlan dictatora
wship, Trotsky, in a epeech during the
fateful events of October 1923,equated
the bourgéoig-demncratic, pariiament-
ary coalition govarnments of Saxony
and Thuringia witk the Bolshevik gov-
ermment 4in vhich a few Left-S.R.'s
participated as a small minority, a
Boviet govoimment established Th Fus-
sia in 19}8 after the proletgtian
overthrow of the capitalist regime and
the creation of a proletarign dictat-
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orsaip. Designating Brandler and his
mates, who had gotten their instruce
tions from the Stalin cligque in the
Kremlin, as "Commniste,"” Troisky
saidi-~

“At the present time the situ-
ation is clear. The coalition of
Coumunists with the Social Democ-
rats in the govermment of Saxony
and Thuringia is comparable to the
coalition of the Communists and
Left Soclial Revolutionaries in-Ruge
sia." (Igvestis, Oct. 21, 1923.)

Trotsky, of course, know perfect-
ly well the difference betwsen the
Yourgoois-parliamentary Landtag gov-
ernzonts of Saxony and Tauringia arnd
the dictatorship of the proletariat in
Rugsia in 1918. His Octovar 19<3 de=-
coptive aquation of a bourzeols with «
proletarian dictatorskip was already
gsontained in his article on the United
States of Buropo, written sarlier that
year, wherein he pretended thers could
be a Workers Government without the
dictatorship of the proletariat. The
whole fraud in turn was preceded by
the fundumental degeneration of the
Bolghevik leadership, a maligaant pro-
coss whica consisted of the transform~
ation of =evolutionary 1leaders into
power-usurping burccrats who first
intrigusd against the workers for per=
manent entrenchment 4in their high
posts and then squabbled amongst thom-
selves for the lion'’s share of power.

The smasuing dofeat of the Gorman
proletariat in 1923 duc t0 tae treach-
erous lino foisted on tiam by Trotsky,
Zinoviav, Kamenev, Stalin, Bukharin
and other desorters from Marxism paved
the way for the recovery of imperial-
ist pewer waich led to tim present ass
sault on tihc Sovist Union.

J. C. Hunter
August 10, 1942
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can now be obtained in a bound volumee.
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COpY e

Send for a FREE



