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THE BULLETIN apd its PURPOSE

THE BULIETIN of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY is de-
voted to crystallizing the programmatic foundation for a new revolution-
ary proletarian party in America and a new international. On the basis
of the lessons of the Odtober Revolution, of a struggle agninst the be-
trayals resulting from the bureaucratic degeneration of the Comintern,
against the workings of Social-democracy, as well ar against the pol-
icies of Imperinlism in the present epoch, THE BULLEIIN presents a sys-
tem of ideas for the fight against capitalism,

The immediate aim of the WORKERS LEAGUE FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
is to am the revolut§onary workers with an understanding of the pseud -
rovdlutionacy organizations now controlling the proletarian vanguard
and to organize %these workers into a new party,

The rolz of Stalinism as the chicf betrayer within the ranks of the
proletariat and of the Trotsky tendency as & loyal Yopposition" and main
prop of Slalinlism among the revolutionary anti-Stalinist workers has been
esteblished in THe BEULLETIV with documentary evidence. THE BULLETIN con-
tains the only scieniific exposure of the so-called "ultra-left!" tend-
encies which spread the confusion that the Stalinist bureaucratic appare-
tus controlling the State issuing out of a proletarian revolution, is a
new class,

To rally the proletarian vanguard around the program based on the
best traditions of Marx, Engels and Lenin for the struggle to liberate
the tolling masses from cvery form of oppression - this is the purpose
for which THE BULLETIH has fought from its formation and which differ-
entiates it from all other publications,

RED STAR PRESS
P.0. Box 67,
Station D.,
New York City
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THE TRUTH BEEIND THE
SUROPEAN WPEACH" GRISIS

EDITORILL NOTE:

. The following is a Discussion Article written
in line with the "Thesis on the International
Situation" published in the June-July 1946 is-

sue of THE BULLETIN,

Although the ending of the "Second World War" situation occurred
it an atmosphere of "unity" amd "¢ollaboration" between the Soviet Union
and Anglo -American imperialism, the present situation is dominated by
a profound diplomatic conflict betweem these former "Allies". Almost a
year and a half has passed since the "unconditional surrender" of Ger-
many in May 1945 and yet there is & mounting crisis on the subject of
the proposed "peace tréaties." After a series of highly publicised
mectings among the Ministers of the so-called Big Four, a few rough
drafts of treaties have been prepared for Italy, Rumania, Bulgaria,
Hungary and Finland. At the present writing these drafts are being pre-
sented to & "pease" conference of twenty-one netions in Paris who have
the power of discussion and recommendation and nothing more. After
this present "peace" gabfest is over, the so-called Big Four are pre-
sumably to take the recommendations into @ccount and work out the final
texts.

Even the bourgeois press refers to the present drafts as dealing
only with the "periphery" of the "peace problem." Any treaties must
necessarily hinge on the plans for Austria and Germany in the heart of
Europe; yet treaties for the latter two are not even on the agenda,
According to the capitalist press "even if the Paris Conference should
agree on a peace draft for Hungary, Rumania and Pulgaria it will have
succeeded only in making peace in the rear areas - while in the front
line - Austria - fighting is still going on." (N.Y. Times, July 29,
1946) And of those treaty drafts that bave been presented for disous-
sion, The New York Times has pointed to the following significant
feature!

"The one surprige is the large area on which the Big
Four bave not been able to agree.® (July 31, 1946)

Contrary to the hypocrisy of this imperialist organ, there is really
no %gsurprise" whatsoever. Aun amalysis of the rresent relationship bet-
ween the Soviet Union and the Anglo-American imperialists will show that
there can be no basic agreement and that the "peace" crisis is destined
to continue to 1ts logical conclusion - the explosion of the basic ant-
agonism between the bourgeois property dominated by Amglo-American im-
perialism and the proletarian form of property controlled W the Stalinist
apparatus,

The preliminary build-up to the Paris conference was marked by a
skillfully effected ideological change in the propagenda line of Anglo-
American imperialism toward the Soviet Union and viceversa. In contrast
to the atmosphere of "unity" presented at Teheran in December 1943, Yalta
in February 1945 and Potedam in August 1945, the current ideology now
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spread is one of basic cleavage and growing hostility between Anglo-Amer:
con imperialism and the Soviet Union. Speaking of the change manipulated
in the imperi2list countries, The New York Times noted:

"There are many diplomats who believe this chanze wase
deliberately engineered by the Administration in “ashington.
The momentum of the pro-Soviet feeling, carefully engendered
and built up during the war - which carried on through Pots-
dam and Moscow conferences - has been halted and replaced."
(April 17, 1946)

On every point, ranging from Stalin's maneuvers in Manchuria, Korea,
Iran, Austria, Germany,all the Balkan states, his attitude toward re-
parations, the use of the veto power in the "United Nations Security
Council," the question of "control" of atomic energy - the list is end-
less ~ the picture given to the mdsses is one of sharp division between
Stalin and the "Western Powers." All this is accompanied by uninterrupted
military preparations on both sides,

These military preparations indicate whit is really behind the pre-
sent conflict which thus far is in its diplomatic stage, In the baili-
wick of American imperialism it has been noted that "unlike the Ammy's
post-var experience twenty-cight years ago,there has been no sharp and
sudden slump in weapons experimentation and development." (N.Y, Times,
May 13, 1946. Our emphasis.)

It is quite clear that the American imperialists are not looking
forward to any period of peace. Bigger and more destructive weapons
are being buillt continuously despite the pacific pretenses of the of-
ficial imperizlist spokesmen:

"The trend toward increased fire powdr, mobility and
armor, noticeable during the war, has continued in the
pos t-war months and bigger and better guns, tanks and
bombs have been developed." (Ibid. Our cmphasis.)

According to some revelations by the Stalinist magazine, "Bol-
shevik," the United States since 1940 has built 432 military bases,
of vhich 228 are in the Atlantic, Negotiations are in progress with
Britain, Denmark, Portugual, Australia and other countries for the
acquisition of another forty bases (N.Y. Times, 4ug. 1, 1946). Am-
erican technical experts are reportedly preparing to construct air
bases in Turkey which is closd to the Soviet Union, and German prisoners
are now leing used to build air bases in Yoggie, Italy, facing Stalin-
controlled Yugoslavia. The United States Arny alrsady has bascs in
Alaske and Greenland in the Polar regions and recently @ joint expedi-
tion of American and Canadian forces explored the northern regions of
the continent to gain additional military iaformation, There is hardly
any secret as to whom the American impcrialksts are preparing to fight;
the target of the imperialist military preparations is the Soviet Union
and almnost emeryone knows it. Indeed, when negotiations were in pro-
gress for a lcose on Icelandic bases, The New Yoric Times openly stated
as a matter of course that Iceland is on "the direct air route from
Washington and New York to Moscow and glso is stzategically located
with reference to the route to Yurmansk.," (April 28, 1946)

Added to all the abowe is the feverish production of atanic bombs
and continued experimentation with all conceivable types of infernal
military weapons. 41l the while, these war preparations supplement
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the concerted diplomatic wrangle of Amglo-American imperialism with
the Stalinist bureawcrats

In the Anglo-American dmperidlist countries, the line is being
spread that Stalin endangers "world peace" and threatens the "security"
not only of small natieons but evwen of the large western powers! The
grevious "wartime" agreements are presented in the light of "appeasement"
which added to the appetite of Stalin as it allegedly did to Hitler before
himg

"Step by step, from the partition of Poland, to the Talta
deal for Russian concessions in Manchuria and the final mut-
ilation of Germany at Potsdam, the western Allies surrendered
principle in favor of power politics. They did so in the
hope of preserving the wartime unity of the United Nations,
which is equally essential to peace; but they did this by
making successive and one-sided concessions to one Power
only - Russia - with the inevitable result that the Russian
appetite grew and at the same time stimulatcd the appetite8
of others. Today these appetites have grown to proportions
which not only endenger the prospect of & common peace but
also begin to threaten the interests and security of the
Western Allies themselves." (N.Y. Times, April 22, 1946,
Our emphasis.)

The cry against "appeasement" is being raised to make the situation
analogous with the days when Hitler, occupying one country after another,
was building his military machine, Subtly and persistently Stalin is
being cas't as a "Hitlerite" aggressor, and this campaign is being pushed
by official as well as unofficial spokesmen of imperialism., George S,
Messersmith, the present American ambassador to Argentina, "described
the international situation as an 'ammed truce' and suggested that Rus-
sia's policy today was similar to that of Germany during 1933-38.%

(¥.Y. Times, May 12, 1946) A statement by the leader in the House of
Representatives was almost as blunt:

"The House Democratic leader, John W. McCormack of Mass-
achussets, said today that 'fear and uncertainty' prevailed
throughout Europe because of Soviet influence. Efforts of
the other powers to achieve permanent peace 'have been de-
terrcd'! by Russia's actions, he declared." (N.Y, Times,
May 13, 1946)

A Foreign Affairs sub-committee of the same House of Representatives
cogducted a tour of Europe and the Near East. The result was a report
which acconding to The New York Timeg, "reflected a consideraile degree
of alarm over Soviet activities in countries under USSR domination and
over growing Russian influence in other nations,® (June 19, 1946) The
report, significantly enough, recommended a break with alleged "appeese-
ment" of the Soviet Union.

In referring to wartime "pledges™ made by the Big Three, & New York
Times editorial warned ominously:

"It is up to the Big Powers, especially Russia, to see to
it that their waptime pledges are more than scraps of paper,"
(June 7, 1946. Our emphasis.)

If these are the statements emanating from the cautious sections of
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the capitalist press, ome realizes the extent of the present diplomatic
war ogoinst the Soviet Uniam,

The trade union burezucracy hews unswervingly to the line laid
down by imperialism, This agency of the bosses provides a good bell-
wether for the present imperialist propaganda offensive:

"As Mr. Byrnes returned the executive council of the
American Federation of Iabor issued a statement in which
it 'viewed with the gravest concern the threat of another
war,! called for a 'tough policy' toward the Soviet Union
and accused Moscow of having used 'methods of aggression!
in Asia and eastern Europe since the end of orld War II."
(N.Y. Times, *ay 19, 1946)

In England the same tendency is to be observed with Churchill in
the forefront and the labor stooges of the imperialksts, Attlee and
Bevin, echoing his demagogy on the present world situation.

From all sides and all angles, the imprialist propagandists are get-
ting the masses accustomed to the idea that a war between Anglo-American
imperialism and the Boviet Union will take place sooner or later,

Fhat is vital is a thoroughgoinz understanding of how the groundword for
the present diplomatic maneuvering was prepared. 4An unraveligg of this
pattern will show the reason for the transformation in political atmos-
phere from the outward appearance of "unity" to open hostility Petween
the former "Allies." Only on the tasis of this understanding can the
situation be clarified to the masses who can then be put in a position
to counter the plans of the imperialist and Stalinist gangs.

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE PRESENT SITUATION

The fictitious unity between Anglo-American imperialish and the Stal-
inist bureamcracy was created during the meriod & the Nazi invasion of
the Soviet Union. The Nazi invasion of the ®oviet Union represented the
second intervention of world imperialism, %'hen the Nazi Army wad de-
cisively beaten by Stalin's Red Army, the imperialist world was plunged
into a tremendous crisiss 'In its preparation for war azainst the oviet
Union, the entire resources of Europe had been turned over to the Nazi
military machine. At the same time the Nazi forces were used to protect
their rear by terrorizing and policing the European masses, This function
was inescapably connected to its use as a military battering-ram against
the valls of the Stalin-ridden Workers State. The defeat of the Nazi
Army in the Soviet Union meant tle end of the Nazi regime inside Germany
and the occupied territories. This gecessitated the replacement of the
Nazi forces by those of Anglo-“merican impe rialism which then took over
the job of policing the European workers to head off an upsurge fram
below, The chief function of the Nazi regime was to organize an attacik
on the Soviet Union; when this attack failed, imperialism had to remove
that regime from the historidal stage.

4s the first step along these lines, the Allied High Command estab-
lished contact with the Buropean underground and attached it to the
specific military maneuverss With the undergrownd in hand,.Anglo-Amer-
ican imperialism gradually took over Western Burope, the change of hands
being accompanidd by only & token of resistance from the Nazi Army,
In Germany itself the working class was dealt with in a special way.
To paralyze any spontaneous develofiment to overthrow the H2zi regime,
the Allied Imperialists subjected the German masses to a horrible
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slaughter and terror by precision bombings of turbulent and potentially
rebelliour districts in key centers, Millions of worimrs and peasants
stroit-jacketed in German uniforms were dispersed to various portions
of the continent and dealt with pkecemeal.

The failure of the second intervontion of the Soviet Union makes a
third one historically inevitable for imperialism. History has already
shown that a revolutionary crisis in capitalism may postpone such a
hazardous undertaking; but so long asStalinism exists and paralgzes thc
masses, & new imperizlist attack on the Sovie t Union is inevitable. In
the present historical pcriod, the new intervention can be led only by
the military forces of Anglo-American imperialism, The investigation of
the development of the post-Stalingrad pesiod of the sham war shows how
this new intervention has been preparecd,

Vhile the contradiction betveen the fom of economy in the “ovict
Union and that in the impcrialist world can be settled only by & clash
of arms, the "democrotic"™ form of palitical rule 4n the m2in sectors of
the iapcrialist world dictate the present preparatory ideological ap-
proac’: to maneuver the masses into such a war, In the case of the secomd
intervention, a whole historical period was nceded to create a military
instrument and the nccessary political setting. The vanguard of the
German working class was wiped out by the Nazi terror, The Hazi military
machine was then organized and strengthened with the financial helf of
the anglo-fmerican imperialists. Finally, at the proper moment, and with-
out nore ado than tearing up a treaty, the Nazi Army was plunged into
Russia. ‘he defeat of the Nazis put the burden for fulfilling a defini-
tive military solution on the shoulders of Anglo-émericon imp rialism
directly, However, due to thc "democratic" form of rule, the Amorimn
end British impcriclists cannot use the tactic employed by the Nozi
lcaders who dréave the masses into the shambles of war with “us:ia by
means of open terror, The Anglo-American impericlists possess the ned-
ossary nilitary machine; their main tasl;, however, is to establish a
sul toble ideological atmosphe re, to turn the sentiments of the masses
aceinst the Soviet Union., In this all-important sphere, the primary
stumbling-block wag the tremondous prestige gained by the Soviet Union
due to Stalin's military victory over the Naai Army. The method worked
out to overcome this is embodied in a scrics of ogreements with Sgalin
from Techeran to Potsdam running through 1943 to 1945, Takingz into nc-
count the independent predatory and rawnacious aopetite of the Stalins t
burcoucracy for the grabbing of territories, the imperialists fitted
this into their own schemes, A wide range of territories was opened
to the Stalinist bandits through agreements conteining all sorts of
cateh phrases which c¢all for all kinds of "guarantees." The nrcsent
anti-St2lin compaign is based pr cisely on these tor -itorial occupations
by Stalin and its rclationship to the scmingly innocuous pledges which
coverod this entire manipulation. Now thot the Stalin gang is fully
entrenched in most occupied countrics, which Stalin enter:d through the
door opened to him by the Anglo-Americon imperialists themselves, the
1ot ter have cunningly set to work to transform the ideology of the
masses fran onc of eympathy to one of active hédstility to the Soviet
Union. The Stalinist maneuvers and grabs, political terror, and un-
mistakeable military preparations in the occupied countries form the
solid basis for the entire impericlist propaganda darrage,

A8 the imperi2list oress works up its idoological campaign against
Stalin, reveclations have been forthcoming regardinz the machinations
during 1943-45. It now turns out that while the Nezi Army was still
deep in the Soviet Union, the imperialists at Teheran in December 1943
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arranced with Stalia that he occupy all the Balkan countries except
Greece and also came to an agreement with him concerning his entry into
the "war" against Japan, (N.Y, Times, 4ug. 11, 1945) In February 1945
while Stalin was still at peace with Japan, the Anglo-American imperial -
ists at Yalta, under the pretext of sccuring Stalin's "help to defeat
Japan," guaranteed him the restoration of the old Tsarist rights in
Manchuria, and gave him Port Awthur, the Kurile Islands, Sakhalin,

and half of Korea., In truth, the Far Eastern maneuvers provided the
most striking features in the entire imperizlist-Stalin development
during 1943-45., Three months before Stalin actually declarcd war on
Japan, it was noted even by the capitalist press that Japan was already
"defeated" by the U.S. and that Bussian military intervention "to halp
defeat Japan" was not necessary in the Far Bast., (I.Y. Times, May 11, 1945)
Yet o few days after Stalin declared war on Japan (August 8, 1945) it was
revealcd that the American imperiolists had signed a committment to scnd
one billion, seven hundred million dollars worth of Lend-Lease supplics
to Stalin's Far Eastern Army and that this equipment was made a conditian
_ for Stalin's entry into the "war" against Japan:

"Rugsia's declaration of war on Japan Wednesday made
good a promise given at the Big Three conferende at Teh-
eran, She then pledged herself to Join Great Britain and
the United States in the war against that country within
six months after the defeat of Germany,

"Indecd, because of the agrecment this country has becn
engaged for more than six months in building up 2 tremendous
stockpile of ammanition 2nd other material in Siberia so that
Russia could strike Yopan in Manciurin.

"This stockpile, it can novw be revealed, was made 2 con-
dition to Russian participation in the Japanese war."

(N.Y. Times, Aug. 11, 1945 Our emphasis.)

But an even more noteworthy fact was the Japanese policy toward the
shipning of these war materials. Although the Japanese were quite well
awarc of the direction and intent of this war materinl sent to the Sovict
Far B~st, here is how they reacted:

"One of the amnzing featurcs of this situntion is that
while the Japanese knew the @haracter of thosc cargoes,
they permitted the ships to make their trivs withowt mol-
estation." (Ibid. Our cmphasis.)

The Japancse volicy in relation to these shipments wos in h-rmony with
their line on land., Stztioned in Mancmria were almost a million Japan-
ese¢ troons led by the crack Kwantung Army. The territory was easily
defensible and was protected by natural barriers, shieldsd by high
mountains and narrow passes in many strategic sectors., For many years

it had bcen an open secret that the Japanese force in Manchuria was
being groomed for eventunl use agrinst the Soviet Union., Yet vhen
St~lin entercd Manchuria, the poverful Kwantung Army put up no resistance,
Stalin's troows marched as much as 105 miles in one day wibkhout meeting
oprosition, The Stalin-Japznese "war' in Manchuria lasted six days ond
the Kwantung Army surrendercd without a single action that could be
described as 2 real Battle, Thus, just as the Jopanese imp:rinlis ts for
many months al lowed war materinls to go through their waters to Stalin's
Far Zastern forecs ummolested, so they allowed his land forccs to move
through Manchuria without setting up any impediment, Wasn't the Japanese
policy of no oprisition to Stalin's Army anotter Ycondition® for Stalin's
entry into thrt situntion? It would seem that after four years of
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unprecedented slaughter of the Russian masses in Burope Stalin could not
chance to start another slaughter in the Far East - a fierce war could
easily have developed if such was the Japanese policy. What excuse
could hove becen given to the Russian Masses by Stalin to justify another
terrible blood-letting, this time in the Far East? At least in Europe
the masses could see the logic of his advance into foreign territorics
on the grounds that this vwas done in the wake of beating the Nazi in-
vasion. 3But Japan did not attack the ®oviet Union and was being elim-
inated in the eyes of the masses as a threateninz force. Why, then,
Stalin's war against the Japonese? The fact that no resistance was of-
fered by the Japanese points to a guarantee given Stalin by the “nglo-
American imperialists, to the effect that he coulda have Manchuria on a
silver platter,

With the wind-up of the "war" situation in the Far East, the next
aspect of the imperislist policy was graiually pushed to the foreground.
This is the phase of disagrecment between the imperinlists and Stalin,
The key fact is that is is precisely over the territories handed over to
Stalin that this disagrecment attitude has developed which has now turned
into o fullsfledged diplomatic offensive by the imperinlists and a counter-
offensive by Stalin. The Stalin-occupicd territories are described as
police states hidden from the outsids world by an "iron curtain" hehind
which are speeded preparatinns for aggressive war. No advanced worker
will question the foreknowledge of the imperialist politicians that
Stalin can build nothimrg but a "police state" in so far as the political
form of rule is concerned in the occupied territoriess Bt in the "ap-
peasement" period, the imp rialists pretendecd that Stalin's occupation
of territories was the product of the world-wide victory of "democracy
against fascism." A typical example of how the bourgeois propaganda
machine operates can be seen in the current disclosure of the Stalin
fortifications in Albania. Just as the Buropean "peace" conference op-
ened, these focts were heralded in the capitalist press. The tenor of
the articles painted a dark picture of terrorism in this Stalinist pup-
pet state and a hint that the military fortifications were directed
against the British puppet, Greece, Other articles on the subject showed
the intimate tie between these developments and Stalin's direct military
preparations:

"The Albanian Army at present is considered virtually a
part of the Yugoslav Army, which, in turn, is to all intents
and purposes a cog in the Russian military machine.

WThe presence in Albania of Yugoslav and Russian advisecrs
and instructors is accepted here as indisputable fact,

The character of the Albanian Army dispositions, presumably
ordered by these experts, appears to be not only defensivee"
(N.Y. Times, Aug. 1, 1946)

Thot is hidden from view is the telling fact that the Anglo-American
impericlists had landcd in Albania in October 1944 but withdrew from the
country and allowed Stalin's stooge, Tito, to take over, Similarly,
in Yugoslavia directly, Anglo-American imperialism abandoned their own
stooge, Mikhailovitch, and gave official support to Stalin's man, Tito,
in 1943 and authorized his hegemony over Yugoslavia, But now that the
Anglo-American imperialists helped this Stalin puppret to power the new
line is put into effect, The "Allied" imperialists knew, of course,
what would happen in Yugoslavia when they agreed to recognize Tito but
they kept this hidden in 1943, Now, however, they make a big to-do about
their confirmed expectation:?
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"There is nelther political nor religious nor any other
freedom in Yugoslavia. The press is shackled, the oppositim
hag been crushed, and the OZNA, or Secret Police sees to it
that all Yugoslavs without exception join the Tito forces
and hail the Legder, or they do not eat.® (N.Y. Times,

June 3, 1946 editorial,) .

After the Allied imperialists deliberately opened the door to this
Stalin agent, they suddenly became sclf-righteous about the characger of
his regime. With an indignant air, the capitalist mouthpieces declare:

"The assurances given to the people of Yugoslavia and other
céyntries of castern Europec during the war must still be re-
deemed. (Ibid.)

As with Albania, so with other countries, the imperialist tactic of
greasing the path for Stalin now yields political dividends for imperial-
ism, enabling it to tronsform Stalin in the eyes of the masses in the
capitalist countries from an "Ally fighting for freedom" into another
Hitler, This transformation is being carried out prccisely around the
territories which Stalin was more than willing to grab.

The central fdature in the growing conflict will more and morc hinge
on the status of Stalin's occupying forces. From the standpoint of the
masses nothing would seem more just and reasonable than the withdrawal of
troops so that the people of the occupicd countries can "fr.cly" work out
their affoirs. But the capitalist press takes great pains to point out
that there is a bar to this high plan, and this obstacke is none othuor
than Stalin:

"Byrnes Seeks Army Withdrawal Plan Which Can Be Applicd
Later to Austria and Germany,
"SOVIETS OFFER MAIN OBSTACLE.Y (N.Y. Times, July 28, 1946)

The imperi-lists feign that their previous linc of deliberately
handing over territory to Stalin was being motivated by a sincere belief
in Stalin's promises, When Stalin signed a scrap of paper, that secmingly
was enough for the imperialists - or so their agents tcll the masses:

"All the publicly issued war-time declarations of policy,
end the United Nations itself, were based on the assumption
thot Russia was fighting to drive out the invader and that
for the rest she would follow the principles of the Atlantic
Crarter, to which she had subscribed." (N.Y., Times, Mar, 13,
1946 editorial,)

But now the true motives of Stalin have been "discovered" and as
every child could have predicted, he became a violator of pledges and
an opponent of the "sanctity" of small nations:

"That Russic has pansued a policy of unilateral aggrand-
izement in violation of the Atlantic Charter is no longer
subject to debate." (N.Y. Times, Juap 17, 1946 editorial)

It is this understanding which the imperinlist propazandists are
tryinz to turn into the consciousness of the masses. The success of
the bourgcois propaganda is ensured by the vast number of territories
which thc imperizlist leaders themselves turned over to Stalin in
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Europe and Asia, Naturally, without these concrete occupations by
Stalin's forces, an air of reality about "Soviet Agression® could never
bave been created,

The typical article in the bourgeois propazeri organs on the pre-
sent world situation is usually headed: "Vhat Does Pussia Want?" Under
this suggestive title, the imperialists, who are preparing for war, try
to knock out any idea that Stalin is guided by peaceful intentions. The
agreements between Churchill-Roosevelt and Stalin are always presented
in the light of Stalin's demands of "security" and the imperialist at-
tempt to satisfy that seemingly reasonable request. However, it then
turns out that Stalin used the issue of M"gecurity® as a btlind to cover
up an intention for aggression. The previous agreements are then
castigated as compromises of principle which only endanger "peace,"

It is now the fashion to dondemn the agreements of 1943-45 as "mistakes"
and "weaknessecs" of the imperialist statesment

"By the bad deals we made at Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam
we built up Russia to the point where today totalitarianiam
is as much of a threat to civilization as it was in 1938,"
(World-Telegram, July 8, 1946 editorial)

Evergwhere in the imperialist press, the story is monotonously the
samec; everywhere there is feigned an injured air about Stalin's violation
of pledges. It is Stalin's opportunist policy of grabbing whenever the
opportunity is offered or exists, that gives the meat to the imperialist
propaganda offensive. Opportunism always works for reaction; that is a
political law which admits of no exceptions, The imperialist schemers
utilize Stalin's opportunist appetite to tell the masses that this
Frankenstein whom they fed, wants mare and more:

"In short, in a war fought under the banner of ‘'no ag-
grandizement, territorial or other,' Russia has already ac-
quired territories equal to the larger part of the eastern
United States., Yet all Russian pronounccments make it evident
that even this is not enough, and ndw demands are being made
through Russian diplomatic channels and through the press
for additional territories." (N.Y. Times, March 13, 1946
editorial)

Bk K R ok R ok ok kW R R R N

On its part, the Stalinist bureaucracy proceeds along its own lines.
Prior to 1939, Stalin wos cmcentrating his power verticzlly and not hori-
zontally. Today, on the other hand, the Stalinist bureaucracy is entrench-
ing itsclf in the major portion of Eastern ¥urope in a chain of terrdt-
ories stretching from the Baltic to the Adriatic and containing nearly
onc-third of Europe's population, outside of Russia, Steps toward bur-
eaucratic socialization of property are actual ly being taken in most of
these territories while the economy of these areas is being integrated
with that in the Soviet Union, The defeat of the Nazi Army opened en-
omeus vistas for the bureaucracy and led to 2 horizontal extension of
Stalin's power. No longer is the Stalinist demagosy voiced: "We dan't
want an inch of foreign territory.* Those days are gonc forever, Every
territorial advance of the Stalinist bureaucracy carries with it an in-
crease in ilts material and political power.

The rapacious appetite of the Stalinist bureaucracy and the political
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maneuvers developed by the Anglo-American imperialists coincided in the
Stalin territorial advances. Each side operates to use the Stalin oc-
cupations in its own way. For the Laperialists this ‘ms provided the
basis for a propaganda bairagec to whip the masses into line for the
slogans of the third interveniiai, $S*alin; on %*: other hand, is prev-
aring for war by solidifying hie military footholds and by countering
the propaganda barrage of the Anglo--American imperiaiists. A whole series
of puppet states and military bluckhouses is thus being constructed
around the old frontiers of the Soviet Uniam in one way or another by
Stalin's Red Army and by his Comintern agents, Where Stalin makes a
formal withdrawal of his own troops as in Czechoslovakia, Iran and
Manchuria, he uses the native Stalinist forces to retain control. In
thesc cases, the Stalinist band points to the formal withdrawal of the
Bed Army forces as the fulfillment of an agreement; the impericlists on
the other hand, counter with a charge of double-cross of the spirit of
the agrcement by pointing to the machnations of Stalin's native agents.
Even in cases wherc a presumably "democratic" election is held, where
the local Stalinist parties are defeated at the polls, the imperialists
charge Stalinist violation of such "decisions" as "in Hungary, the will
of the people already registered is being mullified, and where instead
of the promised democracy there are being installed new totalitarian
police governments as tyranniical as those we fought to averthrow."
{i.Y, Times, June 7, 1946)

Despite the fact that the Stalinists polled only 17 percent of the
total vote in Hungary, the bourgeois reports indicate that Stalin has
elbowed his way into control of the country anyhow?

"Red Control of Hungary Firm Despite Bad Showing in
Election." (H.Y, Times, April 24, 1946)

The moral is always that Stalin violates his pledges, which the im-
perialist naturclly expected. If elections show a defeat for Stalin,
hen he retaliates by imposing his rule in violation of "democracy."
The latest in the propaganda campaign around Hungary is the official
imperialist charge that Stzlin is stripping the country of food, in-
dustry, etc., and is ruining its economy. The demand raised is
that Stalin adhere to the Yalta "pledges." (N.Y. Times, July 27, 1946)

In Austria, where Stalin also failed to get a majority at the polls,
the bourgcois press details the same essential story, In the Moscow
declaration of the "Big Threc" in 1944 Austric was singled out for a
special guarantee of "independence.," Now, however, since the elections
there, the idea is being implanted that because Stalin was defeated at
the polls, he is out to ruin the country and prevent any sort of "indep-
endence," In an editorial picturesquely entitled "The Austrinsn Barri-
cade," The New York Times asserts:

"The purpose is clear. At the least Bussia seeks to
control the economy and dictate the policies of #ustria.
Her actions even suggest that she is bent on ruining the
country." (July 26, 1946)

Thus, in Bungary and Austria where the Stalinists did not win a maj-
ority at the polls, the imperi~lists use the fact that Stalin seeks to
impose his rule by hook or by ctook.

At the end of May 1946, an electiog toak place in Czechoslovakia
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" where Stalinism proved to be victorious., However, in the province of
Slovakia, where Stalinism was defeated at thc polls, the bourgeois press
headlined the following news:

fSlovaks Said to Riot Over Vote As Reds Seek to Depose
Victors." (N.Y. Times, June 1, 1946)

In short, the Stalin.. line which is Tale or Ruin, the only line he
has ever followed, is utilized by impcrialism to cgz on the masses against
the Sovie t Union,

THE PRESENT PEACE TREATIES

The advanced worker lmows how the bourgeoisie shapes and moulds so-
callcd "public opinion." The masses are told what to think; occassionaly
the udique technique is to tell them what their thoughts allegedly arc and
in this way the desired ideas are implanted, A typical example of this
method was used in The New York Times of August 4, 1946, In a professedly
objcective article entitled "The American Mood" we learn what the masses
are thinking, according to the imperi~lists?

"Now, however,they (the American people - A.B.) are be-
coming openly hostile to the Soviet Union, not passively be-
cause it is 'left! but because it seums alien in almost every
move, and because it seems menacing." (Our emphasis)

It is in the context of this propaganda barrage that the present
"peace" drafts are ®eing discussed.

The draft tr.aties concern five countries; Italy, Bulgaria, Rumania,
Hangary and Finland., In the treaties there are provisions for the wit h-
drawal of troops within ninety days after the ratification of the final
texts arid some sugary phrases about carrying out the Yalta and Potsdam
pledges for democratic "self-gogermment. However, there is a trick
clause in the Balkan trcaty drafts which gives St~lin the right to main-
tain military forces for lines of communication with his zone in Austria,.
The trqaties also talk of ratification being accomplished in the "shortest
time passible." Since this ratification must come first, a convenient
loophole is left to Stalin to wheedle out of the withdrawal committment
and for the imperiealists to continue their propaganda barrage on the
basis of his maneuvers:

"Since 'the shortest time possibls' is an indefinite phr-se
and nothing in the ?ussian Constitution tends to make its ap-
plication more precise, the fear has been expressed in the
countries concernecd that by delaying ratification, Russia
might keep her armies in Hungary and Bumadia indefinitely.

The temptation to do so undoubtedly exists, since Russian
domination of these countries still rests almost solely on
military force." (N.Y. Times, dug. 2, 1946)

In any case, any agrecments about troop withdrawals in the Ballans are
necessarily fiatitious as long as occupation forces remain in Austria and
Germany, Yet it is ultimately to these occupation forccs that all eyes
will sooner or later be directed, Mecanwhile, the “nglo-American imperinle
ists have raoised & hullabaloo about an "open door" on the Danmube which
flows through the prosent Stalin-ocontrolled arcas and is the central
artery in caeteih opes The Allicd imperirlists are also demanding
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guarantees respecting Allied property rights in these sectors and are
insisting on "most favored nation" trecatment in all economic and commer-
cinl agreements. The whole issue about an "open door" on the Danube is

& convenient wedge for the present imperialist propaganda offensive
against Stalin., In line with this offensive, the Anglo-American imper-
ialists have actuclly seized 372 Danubian ships and are withholding them
from the Stalinist-dominated countries pending a "satisfaatory" agreement
on Danubian rights,

The issucs involved in the proposed Balkan treaty drafts are moulded
to fit the propaganda line of the imperialists, The masses are told that
there is a conflict between Stalin's Hitlerite expansionism and the ideas
of a "free world." Discussing the proposed treaty drafts before the
European conference, The New York Eiggg_editorialized on the "issues"
as follows?

"Russia, on the other hand, is demanding a governmentolly
controlled economy modelled after her own, with dilateral
prefercntial and even monopoliftic arrangements in her favor
which would in effect integrate these countries into the
Russian economy and squecze Shem to the 1limit along the lines
of the Nazi Grossraumwirtscuaft. In short, what is at issue
here is whether the countries iu question shell remain narts
of a free world, or whether thev shall join the closed and
controlled world of Rugsi:u, which is pre-empting an increasing-
ly large part of the earth.% (JEly 33, 1946)

It is quite obvious th~t the European "neace conference is nothing
but a sounding board for thd diplomatic conflict between Anglo-American
imperi~lism and the Stalinist bwrcaucracy.

Var is but the contiiuation of poiitics by other, forcible means.
Imperialist politics in the present pcriod are designed to provide a
fcasible ideological cover to hur) the masses vuder Anglo-American
imperi~lism against the Sovie © Union. The imperinlist political line

has been developed over a period of years preciscly to instillthe imprese-
sion that Stalin "is pre-cmpting an increasingly large part of the earthd
as the capitalist hirelings charge or bchalf of imperialisma. Under tle
veil of this political, dislomatic and ccruomic of fensive Anglo-Americen
imperialism hopes to build up a war atucspherc against the “oviet Uniion
and then to make good where the Naci Army failed.

A necessary feature of the imperialist demagogy is a distortion of
the military status of the Soviet Union., The war with Nezi Germany
caused incalculable loss of life among the “™ussian masses and brought
great devastation to European Ryussir, Whenever the true facts of Stalin's
military forces at present are discussed we learn?

WIn a military sense, Russia lacks many of the modem
weapons and nechanical devices essential in modern warfare.
Among her definiencies are her lack of the atomic bomb, a
sizeable navy, a hone-equipred mechanized army and especially
the absence of a substantial machine-tool industry."

(N.Y, Times, July 7, 1946)

One newspaper man who wanted to prove that Stalin could not chance
another war cited the following facts to prove his contemtion:
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"And the Soviet Union, despite its vast and not yet de-
mobilized amed forces, is far too weak, It has the fantast-
ically huge job of recovery at hand. It has no navy., It
has no strategic air force. It has no fissionable weapons,
It might well take a quarter century of industry, ingemuity
and assistance of the Gemman scientists rounded up by the
Red Army to overcome this inferiority." (¥.Y. Times,

June 16, 1946)

As ogainst the Soviet Union stand the two imperialist military gients,
Britain and America, with their forces intact, registering phenomenal
productive increases in every variety of deadly military weapons, These
two povers contiol immense material and human resources in South America,
Africa, and Asia vwhich, mo doubt, will be utilized in their attack on
the Soviet Union. However if these facts were to be widely assimilated
the fable about Stalin as a big military bully, threatening the peags of
the world and even the "security" of the imperinlist giants, would not
end could not make any sense, To make their propagenda campaign against
Stalin pl-usible, the impcrialists must paint Stalin as a hmuge military
pover. It is only in this light that Stalin can be built up as a "danger®
and 2 "menace" to perce. Vhen the imperinlists write in the context of
the present basic propaganda they inveriably picture the Sovict Union as
a true military colossusg

THE OPPORTUNISTS ON THE PRESENT WORLD SITUATION
The imporinlist and Stolinist machinations can be exposed only

through a Marxist understanding of the policies of both these camps.

he main point involves the territorial occupations engineercd by tho

imperizalists and the Stalinist burcaucracy in the Balkens and in the

Foar Exst during the so-called "Second Vorld War.' It was thosc mancuvers

which paved the way for the transformation in ideology toward tho Sovie t

Union in the bourgeois-democratic countries and gives the imperi-lists

an opportunity to build up a case for war, Thc imperialist mancuvers

and thc opportunism of the Stalinist burcaucmacy can be defeated only by

exposing the so-called "Second World War" and the real meaning of the

"aproosement" line toward Stalin after the Nezi Army had been defeated

in Russia. But the various opportunist political parties really concealdd

the facts of the vholc present international situation. For cxample,

vhen Stalin entered the Far Eastern picture officially, Cannon and Company

came forth with the line that Stalin was jumping in on ths kill. Stalin's

line was supposedly motivated by fear of Jmerican impericlism and to grab

off as much territory as possiblo to prevent Americon imperialism from

gotting a toehold: :

"For this it was necessary to declare war on Jaopan so that
the Sovict armed forces could plunge into Manchuria, Korca and
Inner Mongolia, with the aim of annexing these lands or bdbring-
ing thom under the influence of tho Xremlin. Stalin securos
a place for the Sovi.t Union at the 'pcace' table, This
carricg with it the hope of securing juridical recognition
of the territorial seizures.

"Then the Kremlin declared war on already defeated Japan,
Stalin intended it as a defensive move against American im-
perinlism, in the samo way that the Red Army'!s invasion of
Poland in 1939 was intcnded as a defensive move against Nazi
Gormany." (The Militant, Aug. 25, 1945 cditorial
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The facts are opposite to eveny single point in the Trotsk;ite anal -
ysis. Stalin's declaration of %war! ageinst Japan was afranged almost
two ycars beforc the event with Anglo-American imperialism at the Tcheran
conferencce Stolin's ontry into the Far East was in explicit agroement
with thc impcrialists who poured in huge ghantities of war material
into Sibcria for Stalin's Far Eastern forces. Stalin did not "seize
any territory as the Yalta agreement shows and this agrecment was signed
six months before Stalin's "war" against Japan. All territorial occup-
ations by Stalin in the F-r East were arranged beforehand between him,
Churchilll and Roosevelt; these occupations had nothing in the world to
do with a2 plan to get "juridical recognition" as a result of de facto
occupation - "recognition® was agreed on beforehand. The whole affadr
took place in intimate agreement between Stalin and Anglo-American
imperinlism, The simple truth which the Trotskyltes conceal is the
fact that St~1lin was handed these territories by the imperialssts who
were laying the ground for an ideological transformation to hit back at
the Stalinist bureaucracy and peint it as a robber before the world mass,

A1l branches of the Trotsky system are putting blinkers on the eyes
of the proletariat and filling the hends of the workers with illusions
about the present world situation. Official resolutions of the English
Trotskyites have specifically repudiated any idea of a forthcomirg war
ageinst the Soviet Union in the present historical periods Their “"arg-
uments" are as follows:

"The risks of such an operation (anti-Soviet war -~ 4,B,)
arc far too great in their political implications, not only
in Europe or Asia where the masses would support the Soviet
Union, but in Britain and America, Ideologically it would
not be possible to mobilize the masses for such a war which
would tend to expose the whole nature of the previous strug-
gle against the Axis," (VWorkers Internationcl News,

August 1945. Our emphasis,)

Boving decided that a war of Anglo-4merican imperialism against the
Soviet Union was out of the question, the English branth of Connon's
political family oo ncluded:

"For the next period, despite the antagonisms, the Allies
will bg forccd to tolerate a denl with the Soviet Union.!
(Ibia.

No sooncr was this set down on paper that it was exploded by events,
Hovever, this is the typical pro-imperi-list chloroform which is paralyzing
the rosistance of the proletariat, and preventing it from realizing the
terrible threat hanging over its head.

The Shachtmanite workcors Party assiduously spreads the same deadéning
ppiatc and polms this off as 2 Marxist analysis of the present situations
The workers can look forward to a period of pe2ce for the next historical
period, assurcs Shachtman:

f0bviously we arec now living in the aftemath of World VarII,
in a poeriod of peace, uneasy, unstable, but nevertheless desé-
incd to last for a whole historical period in which Big Thrce
collaboration will go on with ups and downse" ( The New Intor-
national, Feb, 1946, p. 38. Our emphasis,)
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The Loft-Trotskyite Revolutionnry Workers League repeats the lying
assurances of the Trotsky leaders as it repeated their fables before of
a "Sccond Torld War." The leadcrship of the R,W.L, already sees the Amer-
ican militery instrument in a proccss of disintegration:

"Since th. amy of American imperialism is disintegrating
tecauge of enormous socicl pressure from the workers and the
soldiers themsclves, there appears to be no immediate danger
of military intervention in the Soviet Union by dmerican
imperialism." (International News, March 1946, p. 12.)

Instead of a sharp warning, all branches of the Trotsky tendency are
deadening the consciousness of the worlkers and preventing them from oomp-
rchending the meaning of the present development. Just as the truec story
of the "Second World Tar" must bte made known so rust the masses bo armed
with a correct understanding of the current imperialist policy. That means
an uncompromising exposure of the imperialist-Stalin territorial manipuldtid n
in Zuropc and in the For Bast from 1948-45 in which the masses werc used as
so many pawns for crooked mancuvering.

By concealing the fundamental policies of the imperialists and of Stalin
which brought about the agreements at Teheran, Moscow, Yalta and Potsdam,
the pseudo-Marxists are aiding imperialism in its present game to sect up an
activo "anti-Russian" war psychology among the btackward masses, A new
horrible blood-loetting and destruction in the interests of Stalinism and
imperialism is in the offing. It cannot be prevented unless the spell cast
by the imperialist, Socinlist and Liberal demagogues to the effect that
Stalin is a new Hitler preparing to capturc the globe, is dispelled; un-
less the mind of the revolutinnary work rs is freed from the ideological
opium that this is an era of pecce betwecen imperiolism and the Soviet Un-
i6n, that Stalin entered the Far East and the Balkans in a clash with the
policy of Anglo-“merican imperialism, and other delusory ideas fed to the
revolutionary workers coverywhero by Stalin's objective and subjective,
"eritical® and uncritical supporters from Madame Sun Yet-Sen to all the
varietics of Trotskyism,

Only on thc basis of the exposure of the imperialist-Stalin territor-
ial machinations sincc Tcheran can the masses be spared another terrible
catastrophe of blood and destruction engincercd by the imperialists and
Stalin. Only the winnin- of the vanguard section of the proletariat to-
ward the correct understanding of the present danger can turn the course
of history in the ovpositc direction. Only this can lead toward the re-
rmoval of the Stalinist burcaucracy, who played bdll with imperialism at
Techeran and Yalta, and to the uhfolding of the struggle for a workers demo-
cratic international socialist republic,’ A

uthur Burke

George Marlen
Aug, 6, 1946
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NOTE: In thc "Thesis on the International Pituation® (Junewuly 1946), the
following sentence apzears concerning Lend-lease to Stalin: "Stalin, as in-
dicated recently in the press, is oblignted to repay the Lend-lense afterthe
lapse of a certain specificd time." (page 16) The authors had in mind conm-
mittments Stalin signed concerning econonmic and comnmercial policy and not
strict monetary repayment., This is shown on page 16 of the same Thesis
which states that in return for aid furnished Stalin objggated himsclf "to
fulfill certain commi ttments of economic nature," A
«Be
G.M,



THE WORK OF CANNON AND SHACHTMAN
IN THE TRANE UNIONS .

PART V - THE SELL -OUT OF THE FOODWORKERS

In regard to the problem of the trade unions, the Trotsky leaders
were aware that Stalinism was an even greater danger than the bosses be-
cause of its strategic position within the ranks of the woriers. The
hidden enemy within uses his position to prevent a struggle azainst the
oven enemy witnout. The fight to defeat the known enemy without is in-
separable from the battle to cast out the concealed enemy within. On
this point the Trotskyites were unambiguously clear:

“The Stalinists are a greater dainger to the trade union
movenent than all the bosses precisely because they attack
from within." (J.P. Cannon, Socialist Appeal, May 14, 1938, p4)

The Trotskyite workers harbored a well-grounded hatred for the treach-
erous Stalinist band. Yany of these workers had their own physical remind-
ers of Stalinist gangsterism and they kmew of the G.P.U.'s international
terror. Accordingly, the tough anti-Stalinist words of Cannon-Shachtman
and the solemn vows to destroy Stalinism found responsive listeners and
were cheered to the rafters. A typical declaration of "war" against Stalin-
ism was the following:

"Stalinism is the worst and most destructive disease of
the labor movement of the world. Stalinism is deception, dis-
ruption and treachery organized and subsidized on an internat-
ional scale," (Ibid.)

The conclusion was rooted in the premnises®

"It is high time to diagnose this disease and quaraftine
the labor movement against it." (Ikid.)

Therever the workers were afflicted with the Stalinist plague, there
the Socialist "orkers Party would rush to the rescue - or at leas$ that
is whet it seemed on the surface. A series of events in an important
section of the trade uidions gave Cannon an ideal chance to redeem his
promises by concrete deeds. Let us see hor these deeds comvared with
the oft-repeated promises.

Among the highly militant trade union workers, the food workers oc-
cupied a leading position.  Many of these woriers were foreign-born and
took a keener interest in class strusgle issues than the ordinary run of
trade union workers. The key section of these workers was organized in
Local 302 (Cafeteria Emvloyees Union, AFL) which had mushroomed in a few
years from & handful to 10,000. Stalinism cashed in on the political fer-
ment of these workers and in 19356 wormed its way into control. However,
not all was serene for the Stalidist leadersnip. Among the members there
was an undercurrent of militant opposition. The Trotsky leaders had some
forces in the union and therefore watched the developments carefully over
a period of many years. The Stalinist line in Local 302 v:as the same as
that of Stalinieh everywhere. There were the usual crooked deals with
the bosses enforced by blackjack methods of rule. The heavily exploited
food workers were prevented by Stalinism from putting up a gernuine fight
against the bosses. Some of the Stalinist crimes in this union were
detailed in the Trotsky press:
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"This is approximately the 27th attempt by the Browderite
gang to oust all progressive workers from Local 302. The
history of the mismanagement of the local by the Stalinists
reads like a nizhtmare - open collaboration with the notorious
Bosses' Association, the Affiliated Restaurateurs, Inc,, and
organized campaigns of terror agalinst the rank and filws who
are fighting for clean unionism and democratic control of
the local." {Socialist Appeal, Dec. 31, 1938, p. 2.)

The union was divided into three tendencies. One was the Stalinist;

the other, a small, openly chauvinist "Right Wing;" the third, was
knovn as the "Progressives" and was headed by the Trotskyites and some
"pure and simple" trade unionists. The growing disgust with the Stalinist

cndership added to the strength of the "Progressives" and in the Spring
of 1940 the lat ter were catapulted into a leading oosition. Both the
Right Ting and the Staliists maneuvered to beat back the threat from

the aroused rank-and-file. The Rights tried to capitalize on the anti-
Stalinist sentiment and raised the cry of "Reds" against the Stalinist
leadershrip, ~hile the lat ter cleverly made Red-baiting their leading

13sue,

The danger to the rank-and-file was quite clear. Unless there was
a consistent, uncompromising exposure of both the old-line Rights and
the Stzlinists, the rank-and-file would be caught up in the fake "Red"
issue and made pawns in the rcactionary game. The whéle Red-bailking
issac was a political football; the Stalinist burcaucrats were no more
"Reds" than were the Right Wingers. Any supvort to the ideca that the
Stalinist burcaucrats are in any way "Reds" works for Stalinish and
reaction. It was necessary to tcar off the false Red mask from the
faces of the Stalinist lcaders. This would have exvosed both the Stal-
inists and the Right Vinzers. The nef-rious activities of the Stalinist
crcv nade this task of exposurc quite simple. As the going got tougher
for the Stalinist tureaucrats, they avplied the same chauvinist technioue
which the Risht Wing had becn usin.; only the Stalinist fire was directed
aganinst the "Progressivesh!

UCommunist Party 'strategy' in the unions hit a new low
when the Stalinist fraction in the Cafeteria Employees Union,
Local 302 (AFL) raised the astounding cry of 'alien' against
a leading militant at the goeneral menbership meeting of
July 29.% (Socialist Appeal, ‘ug. 10, 1940.)

One thing at least was clear to the "Progressive" lcaders. The
Staliist-Right Wing dispute was not over principles. In the language
of Marxism, it was an unprincinled clique fight.

Thot the Stalinists themselves had to resort to the cry of "alien"
to framc up workers was indicative of a new situation in the union.
After some four years of strong-arm rule, the Stalinist hold was dis-
lodged somewhat in a union election in the Spring of 1940 vhen the
candid~te o1 the "Progressive" caucus was victorious. Stalin's inter-
nntionzl dinlomatic crimes, the Pact with Hitler in August 1939, the
grab in Poland, the war in Finland and so forth did not help matters
for Browder's tmgs due to thz lively political interest of the woriers
in this union. Everytiuing pointed to the elimination of Stalinism in
December 1940 when the main eledtions for the too lezdership were sched-
uled, The Trotsky leaders wrote of this expected outcozne:

"Now,for the first time, with a majority turning against
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the C.P,, their complete elimination from the leadership
of the union in the elections in December is confidently
looked forward to." {(Socialist Appeal, June 29, 1940, p. 2)

Many words were uttered omn the necessity of preparations to oust
the Stalinists at this crucial election. The Trotsky leaders pledged
to carry out this assignment without fail:

"The big task of the Progressives now is to prepare for
the elections in December, when the Stalinists c¢an be com-
pletely swept out." (Ibid.)

fZvents seemed to give a brilliant vindication of the Trotskyite prog-
nosis. The signs were unmistakable and it appeared that at long last
the exvloited foud workers would shake off the Stalinist bureaucrats.
Whereas in June 1940. the Trotsky leaders spoke of the possibility of
throwing out the Stalinist leadership, in August 1940 they vosed this
as a certainty. There was no question that the "Stalinist administration
is now a 'lame ducx,' no longer representing the menbdership and certain

dug, 3, 1940, My =zmohasis- A.B.) On fLusust 10, 1940 the Sociczlist
Apneel reitersted the point and told its readers to expect the "certain
dcfeat" of the Stalinist leedership.

In the next period all tendencies prepared feverishly for this
crucial election to be held in December 1940. Those, indeed, were tur-
bulent days as the workers debated the respective stands of the asvirants
to lcadership. The fire was directed against the Stelinists, and 2 wor-
ricd Daily Worker called attention to the "tensest period" in the history
of the union. For a trade union election camgnign, the number of politi-
cal points injected was somewhat surprising. According to the Stalinist
adnission, the points included: the volicy in the Spanish “ivil ar,
the Stalin-Hitler Pact, Stalints seizure of Eastern Poland, Stalin's
policy in Czechoslovakia, etc, The Stalinists naturally derided these
as issues and tried to keep attention centered on purely trade union
matters, pretending that trade union policies are something apart from
politics.

dow that the crisis was at hand each tendency showed its true colors.
Kincheloe, one of the leaders of the "Progressives," knifed his own
faction and jumped to the Right Wing. That left the Trotsky leaders to
carry on the leadership of the "Progressives" freed of the sham progress-
ive, Kinchcloe. But this was only the first shock for the workers in
the camp of the "Progressives.'

The 3talinist bureaucrats, who were very hard pressed, were willing
to make a deal, to save their control, with the Trotskyite "Progre=sivel
caucus. In return for Trotsikyite support to the Staliaist slate, the
Kramberg-Dritsas Stalinist leadership were willing to let the Trotsly ites
get some secondary posts in the union. This horse-deal was to be pre-
sentcd to the workers under the innocuous label of "United Union Ticket, "
an electoral bloc of Stalinists, Trotskyites and "Progressives." It is
significant that this bloc of Trotskyites and Stalinists was made public
in the Trotsky press only after the clections. On December 21, 1940
the Trotsky organ carried th. information thot the Trotskyites had formed
a bloc with the Stalinists under the name of the United Union Ticket:

"The right wingers yell loudest about the Trotskyists
and Stalinists uniting against them. The United Union
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Ticket answers that 1t is proud of the fact that it is
composed of workers of different political beliefs as
well as many nationalities and races, who have united on
a pregram of militant unionism and against the corrupt
right wing officials."

The "United Union Ticket" listed two leading Stalinists for key
posts; Costas Dritsas for Fresident and Sam Kramberg for Secretary-
Treasurer, larry Phillips, the leader of the Trotskyite "Progressives,"
got the post of General Organizer and Aviles (of the Spanish section
in the "Progressive Bloc") won the position of Labor Chief, while a few
Trotskyites received some minor posts. Such was the "United Union
Ticket."

4All that was required was the award of a few posts to the Trotsky-
ites to make Cannon "forget" his former promises to oust the Stalinist
bureaucrats from the union. That piece of treachery wiped out the
"Progressives" and hoisted the tottering Stalinist crowd back into
power. After having been the target of Stalinist hounding for years
and after solemnly dedicating themselves to cast out Stalinism root and
branch, the Trotsky leaders, for a consideration, bolstered up the
Stalinist gangsters in Local 302,

From the perspective of certain defeat, the Stalinist gang had
their nedks saved and were rewarded with a smashing victory. What
then was the meaning of all the previous "anti-Stalinist" outpouring
in the Trotsky press? “hat of the innumerable vows to cast out the
Stalinist gang from the labor movement in general and from Local 302
in particular? All this gave the Trotskyite workers the comforting
illusion that the Socialist Workers Party leadership was conducting a
life-and-death struggle against counter-revolutionary Stalinism, But
words are proven only in deeds. 4nd the deeds of the S.W.P., leadership
proved that the previous anti-Stalinist words unly concealed a basic-
ally pro-Stalinist policy. When the crisis came, the policy was applied
and the words were forgotten.

TYE "UNITED FRONT" PROGRAM

The Stalinist -Trotskyite "united front" agreed on a program as well
as a slate, The Stalinists described this program as follows:

"Planks in the program c2ll for democratic expression
in the union; militant struggle to attain improvement in
working conditions, for greater efforts to organize the
unorganized, and 'for a strong progressive union free of
racketeering.'® (Daily “orker, Dec. 14, 1940.)

The interest of the Stalinist leadership of Dritsas and Kramberg in
such points as "democratic expression," the fight for better working
conditions, and the defeat of racketeering elements was as sudden as
it was fraudulent. There was not a word of truth in the above state-
ment of intentions, and no ome xnew it better than the Trotsky leaders.
But Connon and Company had something morec than mere abstract knowledge
of the Stalinist dishonésty. They had & wealth of concrete facts which
annihilated every one of the Stzlinist lies. Before the election the
Cannon leadership had the eatr of the workers in the union as they
never had before. The forward-moving food workers would have eagerly
listened to an excosure of the Stalinist alliance with the racketeers,
their conwdving with the bosses, their rotten sell-outs, and their thug
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rule. 4ll this could have been pltted against the Stalinist pretenses.
The ferment in the union provided a ready-made opportunity for Cannon to
make good his anti-Stalinist promissory notes., Tho prevalence of in-
ternational issues could have been used with great effect to politicize
the just resentment of the workers against the Stalinist bureaucrats.

A truly revolutiomary Marxist policy would have dealt the St&linists
fatal blows all along the line. But here is how Cannon presented the
progrcm which acted as a cover for the Stalinist gangsters:

#Jhat is more, the united front was bagsed on a genuine
fighting program in the interests of all the food workers
against the bosses." (Socialist Appeal, Dec. 28, 1940)

The Trotsky leaders knew that the Stalinist signature to this pro-
grzm vas a fraud and khew tkat they had long since betrayed any program
in the interests of tho workers, Yet the Stalinist signature was pre-
sented to the workers as good coin., But this was not all. Electing
the Stalinist bureaucrats into power was actuslly pictured as an act in
the intcrests of the working class!:

"It (the victory of the United Union Ticket - A.B.) demon-
strates once again the capacity of the workers to fight in
their own interests and to resist the propaganda of the em-
ployers."” (Ibid.)

With a wave of the Trotskylite magic wand, the Stalinist bandits be-
came transformed from “a greater danger to th: trade union movement
than all the bosses" into gdvocates of the interests of the toilers!
This Trotskyite treachery was bought and paid for. Browder and Kramberg
kpew the true nature of their Trotskyite "oppositionists." The Stalinist
bureaucrats were not fooled as are the Trotskyite workers by all the
anti-Stalinist noise which appears in the Trotskyite speeches and pre ss.
From experience Browder knew perfectly just what Cannon was aleays fish-
ing for. Browder's agents would have never entered into negotiations
for a Bloc with the Trotsky leaders without such convenient advance
knowledge of the "Marxist® character of Cannon and Company.

HOW THE STALINISTTROTSXYITE "UNITED FRONT® WAS CARRIED OUT

On their part, the Stalinists had somc compelling reasons for ma¥ing
a "united front" with the Trotskyites. The Stalinists had seen the hand-
writing on the wall, and like Cannon, understood that certain defeat vas
staring them in the face. That was the reason for cooking up a "union-
building" program and trimming it with militant phrases. However, the
experienced and cunning Stalinist leaders knew that a militant-sounding
program was not enough to clear themselves before the rank-and-file. The
program had to be given a veneer of sincerity. The food workers knew
that the Trotskyite workers were the most persecuted tendency among the
anti-Stalinist rank-and-file; indeed, the most brutal attacks were re-
served for the Trotskyite "fascists.” What better proof of sincerity
could the Stalinist leadership of Dtitsas and Kramberg affer than a bloc
with their former victims? This would also finish off the opposition
grouped around the "Progressives" and demoralize their followers. The
Stalinist wire-pullers knew that only such a bloc could save their de-
clining influence and keep them in power. However, a most revealing
attitude was shown by the Stalinist press after this "united front" was
formed. The candidates of the "united front" slate were gived and the
names of the former Union fractions were duly listed. The informatbn
that a bloc had been formed with the Trotskyists, however, was discreetly
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omitted. Only one familiar with the intimate doinzs of the Union and
its internal life would have known from the Daily Worker report that a
Stalinist-Trotskyist "united front" had been formed., After all, even
in the monolithic Stalinist organization there bound to be some embar-
rassing questions raised as to the motivation and propriety of such a
bloc, It todc the Right Wing to call attention to this unprincipled
bloc; only then was the information revealed in the Trotsky press,

The Stalinist buresucrats saw to it that they got the leading posi-
tions in this "united frout." In their own press they made sure to play
up their own direct asents and said nothing avout the "Progressives" on
the victorious slate. In the articl: on the victory of the United Union
Ticlket, the Daily Yorker wrote:

"They (the food workers - A.B.) further wart an improve-
ment in working conditions, sorely needed in the industry.

"That is a job, they folt, they could trust only to men
of the Dritsas and Xramberg type." (Dec. 20, 194C. My
emphasis - A.3.)

Notice, not Phillips and Aviles, but Dritsas and Kramber:. Tha
Stalinists were preparing for the future. The Canion leaders on the
other hond kept the workers blindfolded and remined mum on the ominous
attitude of t he Stalinist press. Wwhen the victorious United Union Ticket
led a celebration of the food workers union, the Trotsky paper echoed the
Stalinist demagogy. The Stalianist goon, Dritsas, was played up as a
hero:

"Dritsas stnick the keynote when he spoke of the fight
for a better contract for the 10,000 members of the union.,* —
(Socialist Appeal, Jan. 4, 1941.)

That is how the Trotsly leadership presented the Stalinist bureaucrat,
Dritsas! The Stelinist gang never bothered to return the handsome compli-
ment. As 2 matter of fact, the Stalinists allowed no "moratorium" in
their attacks on "Trotskyism." ‘hereas the Cannon leadership whitewashed
the $talin gang in this situation, the Stalinist icaders kept hammering
away on their line. Right after the victory in Local 302, the Stalinist
sheet printed 2 lead article reviewing the year‘s events in the unions,
The article ran in the tone of great Stalinist victories. The victories
of the Stalinist mob in the Paiaters' Union and some other workers organ-
izations were brought in as evidence. The victory in Local 302 occupied
a prominent place in that catalogue of victories. Summing up, the Stalin-
ist leaders taught their workers the meaning of all thesec events as follows:

"More than ever before, in 1940, red-baiting became the
common ground upon which united the most contemptible criminal
leeches in the ranks of labor, Social Democrats, Trotzkyites,
Lovestondites, Thomas Social.ists, Christian Fronters and
like elements." -(Daily Worker, Dec. 29, 1940)

The Stalinists remained entirely consistent in their anti-Protskyite
furor. But to Cannon and Company the "united front" meant giving the
lecading positions to the Stalinist bandits, keeping mum on their crimes,
whitewasking their demagogy, and presenting these double-crossers as
sincere representatives of t he rank-and-file,
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The "united front" ran along the usual gsourse, Given the key posit-
ions, the Stalinists entrenched themselves in power. This accouplished,
they showed their contemot for their saviours by kicking them into the
gutter. The Trotsky banner-bearer, Phillips, was viciously assaulted
by thc Britsas-Kramberg gengsters and put into a hospital. To show in
whosc interests the food workers rcally acted when they votcd in the
Stalinist gang, let us cite some remarks which the Trotsky leaders
made on the Stalinist-led union meetings. Naturally, this Trotskyite
Weriticism" was voiced after they had their slulls cracked by the Stal-
inist gangstors:

"Those who opposcd the Stalinist leadership were deprived
of their right to spcak. The chairman ran the meeting in
typical Stzlinist strong-arm manner," (The Militant, Aug. 8,
1942, p. 2)

Of course, the Trotskyit:s, in this report, kept a discrecet silence
on the fact that they had prevcented the overthrow of this Stalinist lcad-
ership. Now that the Trotsky leaders werc out in the cold they rc-dis-
coverod all the Stalinist crimes which they used to detail before they
formed a bloc with the Stalinist gang. As has been shown above, when
the Trotsky leadership made a deal with the Stalinist leadership in Dee-
ember 1940, they assured thc fosd workers that thc Stalinist victory was
in their fundamental intercsts. The workers were led to believe that
they had removed the main barrier preventing a fight against the bossecs:

"The chief obstruction in the path of the union members
has been Blasted away." (Socialist Appeal, Dec. 28, 1940)

Now7 the ground was presumably clear for class strugzle policies. “hen
the "United Union Ticket" held its victory celebration after the clect-
ions, the Stalinist bureaucrats addressed the meeting and filled the
ears of the workers with a lot of hooey about battling the bosses. The
Trotsky paper passed these words on as genuine coin:

"It was clear from the specehes and the splendid nmoralc
of the audience that thc bosses &re in for a fight when tho
new contract negotiations begin." (Ibid., Jan. 4, 1941.
My emphasis - A.B.)

The misguided food workers were told that they were entering the pro-
mised land. Afterward, when the Trotskyites were dugiped overboerd by tle
Stelinist machine, the Trotsky press told of the "tenefits" which the
food workers gained from following their advice in December 1940:

"An attempt by the Stalinist leadership of New York
Local 302 of the Hotel and Restaurant Employees Union,
AFL to cram a rotten agreement down the throats of the
membership in violation of democratic union proceedure,
resulted in a riot at the unionis last meeting July 30
at Manhattan Center." (The Militant, Aug. 8, 1942, p. 2)

The chief obstacle to the food workers was the Stalinist gang, now as
alvays. This chief obstacle was never removed, but rather strength-
encd in December 1940 by the Trotsky leaders, Cannon's story in Dec=-
ember 1940 that the "chief obstacle" to the food workers had been
blasted away was proven to be a vicious lie,
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Whe, then, was defeated by the Stalinist-Trotskyite "united front!
In December 19407 History shows that it certainly was not the bosses.
The real victims were the food workers. It was they who were defeated
by the United Union Ticket in December 1940 when Kramberg and Dritsas
were hoisted baek into power, Did it take too much foresight to see
that people whose policy was to lime up with racketeers, connive with
the bosses, beat up opponents, could only function to sell out the work
ers? Cannon and Company knew all that in advance. More important,
they lmew, but the food workers did not know, They knew and the food
workers did not know that Stalinism operates only to betray the workers,
be it in a trade union or anyvwhere else. Cannon had his eyes wide open
when he fed the workers in Local 302 the deadly poison of supporting the
Stalinist gangsters, Although aware of the crimes of the Stalinist gang
Cannon stuffed the heads of the unsuspecting food workers with lies that
the Stalinist bandits would fight in the interests of the workers. And
for what immediate purpose was this vile deception dished out to those
who looked to the Trotsky leadership for guidance? For a few miserable
Jobstn That represents the essence of the Cannon "revolutionary mass
werk,

SEACHTMAN IN THE FOOTSEEPS OF CANNON

Was Shachtman's policy in the food workers' union basicdlly differ-
ent from that of Cannon? Three months after the Trotskyite bloc with
the Stzlinists in Local 302, Shachtman related discussions he had with
the Cannonite workers in this particular union, Here is the line he
gave them:

®*The writer, for his part, in discussions with these mil-
itants, urged upon them the propriety and necessity of a
bloc with the Stalinists." (Max Shachtman, Labor Action,
March 17, 1941.)

Shachtman, like Cannon, urged upon the workers in the unim td put their
heads on the Stalinist chopping block. And naturally, like 8annon,
Shachtmon feels no sense of shame for advocating this line., A4s a matter
of fact, he insists that the bloc with the Stalinists was in the inter-
ests of the workers:

"¥e still believe the ®loc we advocated was correct. It
united the bulk of the militants, of the most class conscians
elements, of the most underpaid workers. Jn the given in-
stance, it wag a distinct service to the unicn's_best inter-
ests," (Ibid., My emphasis - A.B.)

Then Stalinism got the support of the most class conscious workers,
this served the "best interests" of the workers, Shachtman tells us,
Voting in the Stalinists to power is a "distinct service" to the toilers,
teaches Shachtman with a perfectly serious air. We might interject some
questions here, How are the best interests of the workers really served?
By sell-outs and gangsterism? This is the only course possible for
Stalinism, and Shachtman knows it., Whenever the Shachtmanite “orkers
Party makes its holiday utterances on Stalinism, they manifest this
knoledge. 4 typical statement reads as follows?

"LABOR ACTION makes no bones about the frct that it loeks
upon the Stalinists as enemies of the working class, and
specifically in the union field, as wreckers.' (Labor
Action, June 2, 1941.)
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But in the food workers' union where there was a rare opportunity to
oust the Stalinist gang, Shachtman's policy was to shoulder these very
Stalinist wreckers into power! The anti-Stalinist words in Labor Action,
as in the Cannonite press, serves as a smokescreen for a fundamentally
pro-Stalinist line.

At the moment of the Local 302 elections in December 1940, Shachtman
stated that ",..a bloc with the Stalinists is pernissable under certain
conditions..." (Labor Action, Dec. 30, 1940) At the same time, the
Shachtmon paper was very hazy as to what those mysterious conditions
were supposed to be., But the result of the bloc could be no other than
to aid Stalinism climb back to power. Since Shachtman later commended
the bloc with Stalinism as correct, his conditions become quite patent.
The conditions can only mean putting tHe Stalinists #n power, On the
other hand, the revolutionary Marxist policy states: Stalrnism is a
deadly enemy of the toilers and unless it is exposed and defeated, the
hands of the workers cannot be freed to struggle against the bosses.
Stalinism is the chief obstacle within the working class preventing
a struggle in tho intercsts of the proletarict., The interests of the
workers can be furthered only by the defeat of Stalinism, not by its
victory, When Kramberg and Dritsas were dlected back into power that
was o defeat of the workers and a victory for reaftion. But here is
how Shachtman interpreted the result:

"Reactionaries Beaten in Cafeteria Union Election,"
(1bvid.)

Just the oprosite was true; the reactionaries were victorioug in that
election, Shachtman's headline was a duplication of the Daily Yorker
headline. That similarity was not accidental; it was the product of the
same line, The Fosters and Zrambergs "teach" eveyy day in the week that
support to Stalinism is in the woriers' "best interests;" the propagation
of that lie is the Stalinist bread-and-butter. However, the Fosters and
Xrambergs naturally do not call themselves “ecnemies of the working class"
when they call upon the workers for support. Were 8annon and Shachtman
to advocate support to the Stalindist gunmen without telling the workers
that they renlly oppose Stalinism, they would stand self-indicted as ndred
supoorters of the Stalinist gang,

Vow that Shachtman is organizationally independent of Cannon, he has
to distinguish his linc from that of Cannon, as Cannon does from Foster,
So Shachtman rapped Cannon an the knucklea for his line in Local 302
because "There 4s no criticism of the Stalinist rccord in the union, no
indication-of the-limited nature of the bloc,-de warning-as.tewlhs.fgture
coursc of the St-linists." (Ibid,) In other words, Cannon should have
been more careful and made morc anti-Stzlinist noise. B&d this bcen done,
the pro-Stalinist policy of Cannon would have been harder to detect,
Shachtmen criticézes Cannon because the latter did not bother to wear his
anti-Stalinist disguise. Aside from this indiscretion, Shachtman en-
dorsed the bloc with Stalinism in Local 302, The revolutionary wWorkers
must have a different line. Throw out the Stalinist gang and destroy
their influence! That is the beginning point for real revolutionary
mass worl.

T0 BE CONTINUE



SHOP TALK

How To Explain
A "Transitional Program®
To 4 Simple Worker

A TROTSKYITE:~ I belong to the Socialist Workers Party, the Trotskyite
Party.

4 WORKER:- I'm for the Democratic Party.

Z.,~ You shouldn't be. The Democratic Party does not serve your inter~
ests, v

We~ What Party should I be for?

T.~ A Labor Party.

We= Are you also for a Labor Party?

_T_o - Yes, naturally.

We- But you just said you delong to the Trotskyite Party. Is that
the Labor Party you mentioned?

To~ No, the Trotskyite Party is different, it stands for proletarian
revolution and socialism,

Us~ Is a labor Party also for what you call proletaricn revolution and
socialism?

Te~ Well, no, not exactly.

We~ But you are for proletarian revolution and socialism,

L.~ Yes, of course,

.- Then why are you for a Labor Party?

Te~ You see, I'm for a Labor Party because you are for the Democratic

Party. You have to get promoted politically, so to speak, For
you to be for a Labor Party would be an advance.

W.- Let me get this straight. A Labor Party does not stand for the
proletarian revolution and socialism you say you stand for, but
for me it would be an advance to be for a Labor Party.

T.~ That's about the size of it, We're ¢rying to raise the political
level of the working class in general by elevating the workers to
being for a Labor Party,

.- Now, let me ask you this. Since this Labor Party is not for prolet-
arian revolution and socialism, would you say that it is in my in-
terests?

T,= Naturally, welre very critical toward the Labor Party. We don't
say point blank that it would direectly serve the workers! inter-
ests, But it would be a2 stage toward proletarian revolution and
socialism,

We- Should I have been for a Labor Party Government in the British
elections last year?

Zve Yes, of course,

W - Then you would have wanted me, that is, the workers to vote for
the British Labor Party.

Tew Definitely., We told the workers to vote for Attlee, Bevin and
the other British Laborites.

Wee Ah, now I understand, The British Labor Party is the kind of
Labor Party you want me to be for,

T.« Ob, no} The British Labor Party is & rotten sell-out Party, has
been for years.

V.o But still you wanted me to ¥ote for it. Maybe I don't understand,
after all,

Tae It's this way, Vhen you're for the Democratic Party, then %o
change to being for a lLabor Party is an advance for you, even
though that Labor Party sells you down the river just the same
ag the Demogratic Party,
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Would you have voted for the British Labor Party?

Yes, that's our line.

But you lknew all along that the Labor Party sells out the workers
and has been doing so for & long time,

deturally,

Still, you would have voted for it. Mighty peculiar, Wouldn't

it be simplep just to tell me that the Labor Party is a sell-out
Perty and that it would be foolish for me to support it?

¥o, Tirst we try to get you to support what is against your in-
terests because it is in your interests to take that step.

By the vay, what do you think of the British Labor Party Government?
It's betraying the workers all down the line. Loak at the way

the British imperialists are murdering the workers of India and
Palcstine., That scoundrel, Attlee, tries to justify such crimes.,
But since the Labor Party Government is betraying the workers all
down the line, as you yourself say, I can't for the life of me
undcrstand why I should have votced for the Labor Party.

Because you are not for a Labor Party yet. If you voted for it,
that would be an advance for you.

But what about the workers of India and Palestine who are being
mirdered by the British Labor Government troopst How would the
worers in those places feel toward me if I helped to elect such

a Government? You say I have to get advanced to being for a Labor
Party, but wouldn't the workers of India and Palestine have a
sncaling suspicion that when I supported the Labor Party I was ad-~
voicing over their dead bodies?

Perlaps, btut when you wonld sce those workers being murdered by
Attlee and Bevin's troops, then you would becoae disilsioned
evenr with the Labor Party, you would move more to the Left, and
that would be a still better advance for you.

Maybe so, but that wouldn't wash the blood of those workers off

my hands which helped to elect the Labor Government. I still say
it would be simpler for you just to warn me beforehand that the
Laborites arc scoundrels and that I should not vote them into office,
Politics are pretty complicated., ‘e also advocate the formation

of a Stalinist-Sociolist coalition Government in France, England,
Italy, and so forth, That's our Trotslyite Transitional Program.
Is that a Governmecut in the intercsts of the worlers?

“well, it's on the basis of capitalism, and tiie Stalinist Commnists
and the Socialists certainly don't serve the interests of the work-
€YrS8e

Thercfore I may assume that & Stalinist-Socialist coalition Govern-
ment will also sell me down the river,

We dou't soy point blank that a Labor Party Government or a Stalin-
ist-Socinlist co2lition Government would be age inst the intorests
of the¢ worlers. Concretely, such governments scll out the work.rs,
but historically, they do them a lot of good because they expose
tlemselves before tixc workers and so help them mowe more to the Left,
I may scem narrow-minded, but it's very queer to advocate the formn-
tion of any goverament which would sell out the workers, as you
s2y these governme:its would,

“ass pressure might compel the Laborites, Stalinists and Socialists
who form a Governucut to pass acts benefitting the workers, though
I'1]1 admit there's not too much chance of this,

Whot does it 2ll boil dovm to? If thesc Parties in the Government
inmproved my living conditions, I would support them. If they did me
horn, then you would be in the position of having advocated & govern-
ment which acted agoinst my interests, and I would hold you respon-
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sible, In any case, your Trotskyite Party wouldn't cut much ice
with me. Anybody who helps put & Government which injuree me is
no friend of mine.

I.- Our Transitional Program will get clearer to you when you think

it over, Take a simpler case. We supported the Stalinist bur-
eaucrat, Ben Davis, in New York in the election same time back,

.- I don't beleive it!

o~ I can prove it, Here's our paper, THE MILITANT, where it says

that the workers should vote for Ben Davis Wbecause he is a Negro
candidate on the ticiet of & working class party."

W.- 7asn't he on the ticket of the Commnist Party, the Stalinists,
as you call them, the betrayers of labor?

T.~ Yes.

ﬁ.- And the Stalinist Comrmnist Party is also a working class Party?

2.~ Yes, our paper, THE MILITANT, says so here, black on white.

z.— Just a moment, I'm getting pretty dizzy. In the few himutes we've
been talking, you've thrown no fewer than three working class
Parties at me, the Trotskyite Party, the labor Party and the Stal-
inist Party. Two of these you already have told me betray the in-
terests of the workers. I take it that you consider your Trotskyite
Party is loyal to the workers, Yet the two betrayers and the one
faithful all seem to be working class Parties, according to your
reckoning. Do you want me to be for the Stalimist Party, also?

Do you went me to be for all three working class Parties at once?

T,~ No, we don't want you to be for the Stalinist Party, we just wanted
the workers to vote for its candidate.

W.- Is therec a difference? If I vote for a candidate, it's because
I'm for his Party, and if I'm for a Party, I vote for its candid-
ates. I don't do any fancy bookkeeping in these matters.

T.- Of course, there's the point that Davis was a NEGRO candidate, and = -

¥.- Now don't go bringing up the man's race, I'm not so stupid that
I'd vote for & man because of the color of his skin, You yourself
Just told me this Davis was & Stalinist candidate. I should guess
from thot you don't consider him exactly an apgel.

T.~ Oh, he's a Stalinist rat, no doubt.

Ve~ Still, I should have voted for him,

Te-Yos, definitely, as a NEGRO candidate of & working class Party.

We- You lkmow, if I actually voted for this list of rats, scoundrels
and betrayers you've been pushing at me, I'd have to take out my
conscience and fumigate it., ¥ou ldok like a nice fellow, but you
certaeinly have a queer way of going about urging people to keep
company &t the polls with the smelliest assortment of human tripe,

Te- It's part of our campaign to raise the level of the workers,

W.- That makes THE MILITANT say the Stalinist Party is a working class
Party? 1Is it for the workers?

Te= Oh, no, it's agoinst the interests of the workers.

U,~ Herc we go again, If the Stalinist Party is against the interests
of the workers, how is it a working class Party?

T.- We mean that many workers support it,

We~ “ell, I'm gure that more workers support the Dembcretic Party than
the Stalinist Party; that makes the Democratic Party also a working
class Party, That would be four working c¢lass Parties in one after-
noon,

Te.~ No, of course, the Democratic Party is not & working class Party.
The fact that many workers support it is not the point, Tho Stal-
inist Party pretends to be & working class Party, and many workdrs
fall for it.

H.- Dondt tell me its pretenses make it a working class Partyl
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Naturally not. The point is that many worlkers think it's a
workins class Party,

I see¢, you mean that the worlers! confusion malkes it a working
class party.

In a strictly scicntific scnse, the Stalinist Party is not a work-
inz class Party because its policies betray the workers. Funda-
mentrlly, it's an anti-working class Party.

But your paper, THE MILITANT, said plainly that the workers should
vote for Davis because he was a Negro candidete of a working class
party. That wos one of the reasons your paper gave for voting for
Dovis. VWell, anywny, it's clear the workers wouldn't vote for
Davis if they were convinced he represents an anti-workine class
Party, Thot would certainly be stupid elcctioneering, from Davis!
standpoint. I'1l bet he also told the workers he's the candidate
oi & workins class Party.

Well, of course, he's a liar, That is, I mean--

I sce what you mecan, He's & liar, but THE MILITANT Yas a Trang-
itional Prosrom, Are there any more working class Parties?

well, the Trotskyite Party was discussing uniting with Shachtmants
Workers Party.,

“het, anothcr one! %ho are these guys?

Oh, a geng of petty-bourgwois revisionists, we call them, Their
outfit is strictly no good.

But you were discussing uniting with them? I don't get it,.

There was nothin~ definite. Wo wore just discussing. Our lecadcr,
Comrazde Cannon, was communicatins with th:m about it.

If they're no gond, why talk about uniting with them? I wouldn't
uitite with a bunch of no-goods. I wouldn't cven discuss it,.

In politics it's very complicated. Today you break with peoplo
because they'rc rotten renceades, but tomorrow you may unite with
thom., That's the dialectical dcvelopment of history.

Very interestinz, I wouldn't Inve thousht it possible,

Yes, as Comrade Cannon said in his history of our Papty - with us,
nothin~ is impossitlc,

I rmst admit your Transitional Prosram is quite beyond me, A fol-
low lile mc would never support anybody he knows arc a pack of
falers, liko you know the Stalinist lcaders arc, and he would never
tcll others to voto for them. VWhen I know any Party is my ononmy,
I'm against it, plain and simple. Howover, a&s they s2y, whero
thero's life, there's hope. Maybe some day I'1l learn to support
my known ocnecmics. In that case I'1ll join up with your Trotskyite
Poty, I want to thank you for a very intercstins discussion,

Te- Don't mention it. A4Always glad to sprcad Trotskylte enlightenment,

- eap em e be e e W wu e
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SOME ASPECTS OF TROTSKY'S
LINE IN THE CHINESE REVOLUTION

The Stalinist betrayal of the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27 was one
of the most momentous and outstanding crimes of the history of orgenized
Btalinist sabotage of proletarian revolution., Knowledge of the key
criminal varticipants vho orgenized the disruption of this great pro-
letarian upsurge is & necessary step in cleansing the proletariat of its
misleaders, Both the lessons of victory and those of betrayal form the
politicel capital of the revolutionary proletariat,

The rumbling of revolutionary developments in China bore an implicit
threat to the very position of the Stalinist conspirators in the Soviet
Uniog who were building and consolidating & mge bureducratic machine to
entrench power in their own hands, For Stalinist reaction, a particulor-
ly ominous feature of the sitwtion ih turbulent China was the impotence
of the Chinese bourgeois watchdcg - the Kuominteng - whose very weakmess
expressed the subservient comprador relation of the Chinese gang of
exploiters to the big impcrialist powers, As & conscquence, Stelinism
set 25 its main goal in China the strengthening of the bourgeois Kuomine
tang and the establishment of its hegemony over the Chinese masses,

The leaders of the new-born Chinese Commnist Party (officially ces-
tablished in 1921) were taken in hand by the Stalin cligue and convarted
into willing spokesmen for the counter-revolutionary policy of propping
up the Kuomintang and setting & perspective of bourgeois domination be-
fore the view of the revolutionary masses of China, The policy of build=
ing up the Kuomintang was supmrted ideologically by & line rigidly e:x=
cluding the program of prolctarian revolution which had led the Russian
masses to victory in 1917, A big Stolinist functionary, A. A, Joffe,
was sent to China in Jamary 1923 to malw it clear to the Chinese bour-
geoisie thot the Stalinist leadership would collaborote with them to
eradicate the spectre of proletarian revolution, Joffe repudiated the
1line of Soviets for Chinc and licd thot cmditions in that turbulent
country with & very militant prolstariat and rcbollious peasantry did not
werrant & policy of prolctarian revolution. On January 23, 1923, Joffo.
and Sun Yat Son formally issuod & declaration to this cffoct.

The path of Stelinist treachery in China can be clearly traced. A
Jamiary 12, 1923 docision of thce Exccutive Committce of the C.I. instruct-
od the Chinese C.P. to "coordinatc the activitics of the Xuomintang and
of the young Commmnist Party in China," (Quoted in P, Miff, "Heroic
China," p. 22) The E.C.C.I, instructed the Chinese revolutionary work-
ors ~ to goim  the Euomintong ond tho Stalinist leaders workod
with vnflagging energy as solf-appointed orgenizers to remake the Chinese
bourgeois porty into a powerful instrument., In 1924, with Stalinist
funds, the Thampoa Military Acadeny was set up on bourgeois lines for
the instruction of the futurc butchers of the revolutiom?_y Chinese worlke
ers, Chiang Zai Shek, the most promising of the Chincsc .ornilovs, wes
instolled by the Stalinist band as director of this bouegcois military
ncademy. Along these lines, the Stalinist pen-prostitutes portrayed
Chiang as one of the great proletarian heroes and deliberately blinded
the workers on the real role of this pitiless bourgenis hangmon,.

On March 20, 1926 Chiang orgenized & coup dtetat in Centon, arrosted
many leaders of the Chinose C.P,, murderod many revolutionary vo rlors,
and broke the back of the revolutionary movement in that lcy ccnter.

The whole counter-revolutionary affair wo.s hushed up by the Stalinist
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leaders who contimued to exalt Chinag Kai Shek with fulsome words of
praisees During this period Stalin and Chiang exchanged portraits as a
token of their mutual esteem and confidence, Shortly after, Chieng and
his gang, with tongue in cheek, applied for admission into the C.,I., and
had this request granted by the powers in the Xremlih. At the Seventh
Plemum of the E,C.C.I. held in the Autumn of 1926, Chiang was actually
represented by the participation of a fuomintang deleggte.

In July 1926, the Stalinisy leaders organized a2 "Northern Expedition'
for Chiang to consolidate the rest of China under the wing of the {uomin-
tangs The whole campaign was mapped out by Russian generals and liber-
ally supplied with Stalinist funds and arms, The subordimation of the
revolutionary Chinese maswss to the iron ixate of the iuomintang was now
completed, In April 1927, during e key phase of Chiamg!s "Northern
Expedition,” (Chiang'!s entry into the Yangtze delta region) the workers
in Shanghai rose and expelled the reactionary military forces then dome
inating the city., Soon after, Chiang moved op Shenghai to take over
the power., The entry was cautiously organized to dispel any suspicions
among  the revolutionary workers in Shanghei. The maneuver took place
under the Stalinist slogan of: "Hail Chiang Kai-Shek," accompanied by
enthusiastic greetings sent from Stalirist organizations 211 over the
worlde With the ground thms properly prepared, Chiang on April 11,
begen a Imge massacre of revolutionary workers in the ¢ity, The horridle
slaughter was unprecedented even for Chinae, the herolc Chinese workers
having been lead directly to Chiang's chdpping block by the criminal
policy of Stalinism which blindfolded them and attached them to the leade
er ship of the Chinese bourgeoisie. This series of events washed out
the Chinese revolution in & torrent of blood _ which in late May
1927 was extended to. the tri-cities of Wuahan and in December 1927 to
Canton, finishing off the entire betrayal.

] » ]

In 1932, Cannon and Shachtman published a book entitled: "Problems
of the Chinese Revolution® by Leon Trotsky. The book consisted of &
collection of sppoches by Trotsky and some documents pertaining to the
great Chinesd upheaval of 1925-27, 4 review of the book was presented
to the American Trotskyite workers in the orgen of Cannon-Shachtmaen
which purported to give am understanding of its significance., Here is
thd chicf lesson and symbol of thet volume according to the Trotsky
lecaders?

"That the Chinese revolution of 1925-1927 proved to
be o tragedy can in no sense be ascribed to the Oppositions
There w28 no excuse for the catastrophe from whih the
Chinesc proletariat has not yct cmerged, for opposition
sounded tho tocsin ot cvery point. As you read the book,
you aro improssod by the fact that at no time did tho
Opposition make its criticism pgst factum, vhen it is not
so difficult to be wise and sec clearly." (The Militant,
Juno 25, 1932, p. 3. My emphasis - 4,B,)

Is it true, as is asserted herc, that Trotsky sounded the tocsin
at overy important stage of the Chinese revolution and not post factum?
If this is true to fact then Cannon-Shachtman arec quite justified in
pinning exclusive responsibility for the betrayal on the Stalin cliquee

Tﬁe first remarkable fact which immediately strikes the eye is that
all speeches and documents of Trotsky printed in this above-cited volume



date from May 1927, i.e., after the main phases of the Chinese revolu-
tion, Not a scrap of evidence is shown concerning Trotsky's line during
the key phases of the Chinese upheaval, including the development of the
orientation to the Kuomintang in 1923, the March 1926 Chiang coup in
Canton, and the April 1927 slaughter of the revolutionary masses in
Shanghai,

What is the reason for this gaping space in this book on China which
is supposed to show that Trotsky sounded the alarm during every important
point in the revolutionary developmert and not after the consummation of
the betrayal? A recital of the elementary facts will show the reason
for this tell-tale gap in this Trotsky collection,

In 1924 when the Stalinist leadership began to work like beavers
priming the pump for the Kuomintang and stumped all over China as Kuomine
tang recruiting agents, Trotsky issued o statement on this vital question.
This statement showed Trotsky's line in clear and precise terms:

"e approve of Communist support to the Kuomintang Party
in China which we are endeavoring to revolutionize." (L. Trot-
sky, Imprecorr, May 29, 1924, My emphasis - 4.B,)

Thus, the reactionary Stalinist line of harnessing the revolutionary
Chinese workers and peasants to the Kuomintang found a hearty assent
from Trotsky. This line continued during all the key phases of the
Chinese Revolution and was echoed by all the top Stalinist leaders, ™ Im ~
this very volume under discussion, Trotsky in May 1927, for example, makes
a refcrence to Karl Radei:'s line with whom he was then in alliance!

"Radelt cannot say angthing openly in the press about
his line, for otherwise the party would learn that Radelt's
line is being cnfirmed by the whole course of events."
("Problems of the Chinese Revolution," L, Trotsky, p. 81,
My emphasis - A.B,)

_What was Raftekk's line at the time, which Trotsky in May 1927
stated was being confirmed by events. Here it is, in Trotsky's own
wordss$

"Radek (together with Zinoviev) preached the subordinas
tion of the Commnist Party to the Kuomintang, not only
before Chiang Kni-shek's coup d'etat but even aftor,”

(" The Permanent Revolution," L. Trotsky, p. xivi. My
emphasis - 4, B,)

Of course, this statcment was written some years after the Chinese
Revolution when Radek was no longer in bloc with Trotsky and instead was
attacking him day in and day out in the Stalinist press, Thus Rade!r be=-
came o target of Trotsky's ire and as a consequence Radek's real line
in the Chinese Revolution was accordingly laid bare before the Trotsky
workers, Be that as it may, Radek's line which held to the subordinatimn
of the revoluionary Chinese workers to the Kuomintang was confirmed by
the whole course of events, according to Trotsky's document of May
1927, However, there is even more direct cvidence on the subject of
Trotsky's line on the Kuomintang. In a letter to Shachtmen in December
1930 Trotsky explicitly aclnowledged that throughout the first hald of
1927, tat is, after Chiang's Canton coup of March 1926, after the fierco
slanghter in Shanghai in April 1927, and after the butchery in ‘Wuhen in
May 1927, ho did not cven raisc beforec thc Russian Party and the Comintern



the question of breaking with the Kuomintang:

"! You are quite right when you point out that the Russiem
Opposition, as late as the first half of 1927, did not
demand openly the withdrawal from the Kuomintang.!" (Quoted
in "Problems of the Chinese Revolution," p. 19)

Thus all the evidence flatly contradicts the fable that Trotsky
sounded the warning against the treacherous Stalinist policy during the
important turning points of the Chinese Revolution of 1925-27, It was
only after the consummation of the Stalinist betrayal that Trotsky then
raised a me and cry about the Kuomintang issue and thereby covered his
own participation in folsting this counter-revolutionary Stalinist policy
on the misled Chinese workers., Interestingly, this particulur policy
of continuing in the Kuomintang even became untenable for the Stalinist
clique and in August 1927 the Chiness C.P, on orders from Stalin changed
its course to putschist uprisings, In December 1927 this "uprising"
policy was effected in Canton vhere thousands of Stalinist followers were
led into a suicidal putsch long after all power had been firmly consolie
dated in the hands of the Chiang Kai Shek men. The Canton M"insurrec-
tion" became the Stalinist cover &s the lmllabaloo against the policy
of building the Kuomintang became Trotsky's protective device. Both

alibis were designed to evade responsibility for the betrayal of the
Chinese masses in 1925-27, during the development of the Chinese civil war.

» ' * »

The subordination of the C.P, of China to the Kuomintang was but one
half of the story of the Chinese betrayal., The other concerns the

theoretical line which formed the basis for this policy, We have al-
ready cited the Joffe-Sun Yat Sen communique which repudiated the line

of permanent revolution for China and set a perspective for bourgeois
rule, To befuddle the revolutionary Chinese workers the pre-1917, utopia
of a two=class dictatorship was exhumed from the political graveyard by
the Stalin crew and p2lmed off as a proletarian program for China,

In 1926 Trotsky formed & blo¢ with Zinoviev and Kamenev who were el
bowed out of power by Stalin in one of the pases of the latter's central-
ization of authority. The Trotsky-Zinoviev-Kamcnev bloc had to overcome
a most annoying political stumbling block, Previously, when Zingviev and
Kamenev were in bloc with Stalin, they hed gonged up on Trotsky and used
his theory of permanent revolution and his pre-1917 differences with
Lenin over this vital principle as & talking point to frame up Trotskye
It so happened that on this important principle, Trotsky had been proven
right and Lenin wrong; 4in 1917 in his April Theses Lenin adopted Trotsly 's
position on permanent revolution and liquidated his differences on this
question., However, in 1926-27, to cement his bloc with Zinoviev and
Kamenev, Trotsky came out publicly with a political face-saving declarte
tion for his two new couredes-in-arms, Trotsky simply declared that
Lenin swhe had been wrong on Permanent Revolution was right, and that
. Trotsky who was proven right on this principlo was wtong., Here is that
. statement which threw & veil over the previous criminal ideological
work of Zinoviev and Kamenev?

"Trotsky has stated to the International that in all
those questions of principle upon which he disputed with
Lenin, Lenin was right — and particularly upon thc guese

tion of the permanent reyolution and the peasantry,"
(Platform of the Opposition, printed in English under the
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the title, "The Real Situation in Russia,"p. 180. My emphasis - A.B,)

Trotsky's bartering of hiv own great historical contribution as the
price for a factional deal with two putrid Stalinist bandits shows the
level of degeneracy he had reached in his descent from Marxist politics
to the Stalinist cesspool. As a result of his deal with Zinoviev and
Kamenev, permenent revolution was repudiated in the Platform of the seX -
styled Opposition bloc in 1927 during the most crucial phase of the
Chinese Revolution .

In the document on China dated May 17, 1927 Trotsky showed hov he
applied his disavowal of permanent revolution for China. In this remarke
able document Trotsky even went beyond the bounds of Lenin's disproven
two class utopia which was formulated for the tasks of the bourgeois revo-
lution, Trotsky now raised a call for a dictatorship of three classess
tho workers, the peasantry, and the urban petty-bourgecoisie?

"The Opposition is energetically in favor of strengthening
end developing the bloc with the revolutionary clcments of
the Euomintang, for a compact fighting alliance of the
workers with the poor population of the city and country,

for the course towards the revolutionary dictatorship of the

workers, peasants and the urban petty bourgeoisie," ("Prob-
lems of the Chinese Revolution," L. Trotsky, p. 60. My
emphasis - 4, B,)

This formula was exceeded in brazenness only by the Stalin clique
who added in the big bourgeoisie and raised the ante up to four classes,
This was the farce made of Marxism by the Stalinist renegades. Both in
the case of Trotsky, and in that of Stalin, the position of permanent
revolution was thrown out of the window and the trusting Chinese masses
were shackled with a counter-revolutionary policy.

Clearly, on the question of subordinating the Chinese workers and
peasants under the flag of the Fuomintang, Trotsky fundamentally pursued
a Stalinist policy throughout the crucial phases of the Chinese Revolu-
tionbf 1925-27, Thus Trotsky stands convicted together with Stalin for
the betrayal of the great Chinese revolution and stands responsible with
Stalin for saddling the Chinese masses with that bdloody murderer and
torturer, Chiang Kai Shek, The Cannon-Shachtman pretense that the defeat
of the Chinese Revolution cannot be ascribed to the line of the Trotsky-
Zinoviev Opposition Bloc because it allegedly sounded the revolutionary
tocsin at every important development is a shamcless falsification, It
is designed to evade responsibility for the participation of Trotsky in
the momentous betrayal of the Chinese mpsses and whitewash his crooked
horse deals with Zinoviev-Kamenev-Radek in tlnt crucsal period of history
when the fate of the Chinese masses hung in the balance. B
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